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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 7 February 2017

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 7 February 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

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

CONDOLENCES
Bourke Street tragedy
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That this house extends our thoughts, prayers and support to
the victims of the Bourke Street tragedy and their loved ones;
expresses our gratitude to emergency services personnel for
their unwavering professionalism; and pays tribute to the
everyday Victorians who, in the face of unimaginable
tragedy, showed the most remarkable courage and
compassion.

In moving this motion I am mindful of the gravity of
each and every one of the elements of this resolution
that we are honouring today in terms of the lives that
have been lost, the families that are grieving, those who
in extraordinary circumstances stood up and provided
support and comfort to those holding tenuously on to
life and those who are injured and continue to this very
day to deal with their injuries: the physical,
psychological and emotional scars that they will carry
for many years to come.
Under normal circumstances you would expect that a
condolence motion may in some part address the names
and circumstances of family members who were lost in
this way. It is not my intention to do so today because I
am mindful of the very public nature of the tragic loss
and the horrendous circumstances that families have
been confronting. In their normal lives they never
would have expected to deal with these circumstances,
and in many instances they prefer to grieve privately. I
think we should respect their right to privately grieve in
the way that they see fit, so on that basis I will not be
referring to the names of individuals who have lost their
lives or their family members out of respect for the
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variety of wishes and needs of those families that have
been made evident to the government.
It is in fact the public nature of these horrendous acts,
these cruel and callous acts, that were meted out in the
streets of our city on 20 January that I want to reflect
on. It was a huge injustice that was perpetrated on our
citizens and visitors to the city that day, and it was most
palpable in the loss of innocent life. It was an
extraordinary injustice and punishment that was meted
out to those individuals that day, a huge injustice that
many in our community abhor. They have great
determination to try to come to terms with the injustice.
They identify with the pain and suffering and the
impact it actually had on our sense of normal
community life, because these are streets that are very
familiar to us.
For those of us who come to town to work, to shop or
to spend recreational time with friends and family,
these are our community streets and our community
spaces. Our community has every right to feel safe in
those spaces. If we envisage the crisscrossing of people
traversing Bourke Street, Bourke Street Mall and the
footpaths, it is a very dynamic, engaging set of public
spaces that our citizens and those who come to this city
know very well; they have become very familiar to us.
There will be members of our community who will
remember in a very tragic and a very personal way the
way in which they became aware of the circumstances
that occurred in our city, and this will be all too familiar
to them for many years to come. It will be a painful
recollection, an emotional connection to the pain and
suffering that we saw happen in a very public way.
We should never forget or turn a blind eye to cruel and
callous acts that occur in this community and in
communities around the world each and every day. In a
sense the familiarity with our public space in
Melbourne means that we do not see these public acts
of cruelty very often. It has been many years since we
have seen a public demonstration of such a cruel and
callous act. Unfortunately in our community and in all
communities around the world cruelty occurs most
often in private spaces with a very targeted audience
and very targeted victims. We should never lose sight
of the fact that we have an obligation to everyone in our
community and to all our citizens who have been
subjected to cruelty and to callous behaviours to rise up
and meet their needs each and every day.
What we experienced in this instance was a rare public
act that our community has been particularly mobilised
about. Our community is outraged by the nature of it.
They are motivated and inspired to call for a greater
sense of justice: for us to learn lessons about the way in
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which our laws are structured and the way in which our
emergency services respond in terms of the procedures
that underpin police activity. There is a great
determination in our community to address as much as
we possibly can the injustices that occurred in
circumstances where for the grieving families no justice
will be brought to bear. Those families may take little
comfort at this time, and maybe for many, many years
to come — perhaps never — from our determined
actions to show compassion at that time, which were a
measure of our commitment to them and a way in
which we sought to honour their loved ones who lost
their lives or were victims of these circumstances.
Under normal circumstances perhaps as a community
we are not as thankful as we might be for the work of
emergency services workers — paramedics,
firefighters, police — who respond to trauma each and
every day. The people who undertake this important
work on our behalf demonstrate courage, compassion
and resilience each and every day in terms of dealing
with the horrendous circumstances of accidents and of
violence. They rise to meet those challenges and
provide support to our community. So today we should
yet again honour them for their ‘unwavering
professionalism’, as described in the motion, in the
work that they undertake on our community’s behalf.
Such is the gravity of the circumstances that we are
describing in Bourke Street on 20 January that
paramedics themselves have noted the heroic,
courageous and compassionate acts that were
undertaken on that day by ordinary members of the
community who stepped up to provide support and
comfort, and in many instances life-saving
interventions for those who were injured and tenuously
holding onto life. They were extraordinary acts.
Our paramedics have taken the unusual step of taking to
social media with a video that is currently online which
reflects on those acts of courage and heroism. Quoting
from a paramedic in that video:
The cooperation and kindness that was extended by members
of the public to total strangers was really quite exceptional …

Another paramedic said:
And it’s probably very much life-changing for them —

referring to those who stepped up at this time of
crisis —
and it should never be underestimated that at the time of need
they stood and did so well.

In fact all of us get our information about public events
and commentary about public events increasingly
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through social media, and the information flow that
came to me during the course of that day was far
quicker through social media outlets than it was
through the mainstream media itself. That is actually a
very interesting phenomenon in terms of not just public
administration but public communication as well for us
to reflect on — the intimacy and the value of social
media in these contexts.
I want to draw attention to a remarkable contribution on
social media made by Henry Dow, a student, who was
one of the people who responded at that time. He made
an extraordinary post on Facebook. Not only did he
outline the contribution that he made but he gave due
credit to an extraordinary individual by the name of
Lou Bougias, who is a taxidriver and who at that
moment of crisis appeared to be a paramedical expert
who provided not only support, comfort and guidance
in terms of the immediate impact on multiple victims
but also encouragement to those who were providing
spontaneous support by running over and providing
comfort at that time. Lou indeed was a hero. There
were many people who were heroic at that time.
In identifying the extraordinary acts of ordinary
people — which is a phrase we use often but in fact do
not perhaps reflect on its gravity each time we use it —
we should have no doubt about it. In our community
ordinary people did extraordinary things that day. There
were acts of compassion, courage and composure in
tragic circumstances.
Henry in his Facebook contribution concludes by
saying that he is proud of his city, that he loves it and
that he loves the community that resides here. I think
that is the tone we should try to hold on to as dearly as
we possibly can. It has been demonstrated right across
our community in the number of people who have
participated in vigils — both publicly in broad
gatherings and in private gatherings — in the
displaying of the flowers and in other tokens of
compassion and concern for those who have been
affected, the most notable being outside the former
GPO in Bourke Street. But that is not the only location
where tributes have been made and where people have
given quiet reflection on the gravity of this issue.
We should not lose sight of the gravity of this issue. We
should not lose sight of the way in which we should
over time provide ongoing support, whether it be
through the fund that has been established to support
the families, whether it be through acts of kindness or
diplomacy in relation to, for instance, reaching out to
the family in Japan and the government of Japan in
relation to one of their citizens who was lost in these
circumstances or whether it be the way in which we
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will try to be reflective on best practice into the future
in relation to our approach to laws and our approach to
emergency response in terms of the way in which we
provide support to one another in times of crisis.
At this point in time I take no great comfort — because
in fact I do not think any of us take comfort — from
what were the extraordinary acts undertaken by
emergency services workers and our citizens that day,
yet we can certainly take encouragement from their
actions. We certainly can use that as an inspiration to us
in terms of actually calling on our resilience, on our
sense of connectedness to one another and on our sense
of commitment to a safe and better life for all of our
citizens and the people who come here. That is the
spirit by which I hope we can have a sense of
determination to honour the lives that have been lost, to
honour those who have provided support and comfort,
to provide support and comfort in an ongoing way to
families, to injured victims and to people who over time
will deal with their own internal anxiety in processing
the issues that they have been confronted with. We
need to be vigilant in undertaking that work, and I
believe that the Parliament today will indeed honour
that work and recommit to doing what we can do to
make sure that these circumstances do not occur again.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is an honour to rise to support the condolence motion
for those who lost their lives in the Bourke Street
incident on Friday, 20 January. But I do so with sadness
because it was a day when chaos and fear flooded the
streets of Melbourne, a day that resulted in six deaths
and 36 people being injured, many of whom still
remain in hospital and some of whom are quite unwell,
and a day that saw our state and our nation come
together in grief and disbelief but also with a resolve for
and a commitment to a positive future.
On behalf of the Victorian Liberal Party — and Luke
O’Sullivan will speak on behalf of The Nationals — I
want to express my heartfelt sympathies to those who
have lost family members, neighbours, friends and
colleagues. The loss of life is obviously devastating,
and those affected are in all our hearts and in our
thoughts.
I know the Leader of the Government chose not to
name the victims. From my perspective, I think that it is
important to do it. It is actually their personal stories
which mobilise action. It is the personal stories which
people relate to and which make it even more real, and
they become the very human face of the tragedy. So
today we pay tribute to Zachary Bryant, a beautiful
three-month-old baby boy, who died after he was
thrown from his pram — both Zachary’s mother and
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sister remain in hospital, and our thoughts are with
them as they struggle to cope with not only their own
injuries but also the loss of their much-loved son and
brother; Thalia Hakin, aged 10, from Beth Rivkah
Ladies College, an engaged and bright 10-year-old
student, who will be remembered by her family, friends
and religious community; Matthew Si, a 33-year-old
Melburnian, who had just had lunch with his wife,
Melinda, and who will be remembered as a loving
husband, father and son; Jess Mudie, a 22-year-old
consultant for an insurance broker, who was visiting
from Sydney and will be remembered as a ‘bright
bubble of joy’ with an extravagant humour; Bhavita
Patel, a respected Melbourne finance consultant, aged
33, who was a bright young woman whose death is
obviously mourned by her family and colleagues; and a
25-year-old Japanese foreign national whose family is,
I am sure, devastated that he has died — and died so far
from home.
We also take the opportunity to recognise that many
victims are either still in hospital or at home and
struggling to cope with the anguish and the horror that
they experienced as they went about their daily lives at
lunchtime in the Melbourne CBD. Our thoughts are
with those people who were in the city that day and
who owe their lives to the many individuals who
noticed something was wrong and alerted them by
screaming out to them to keep themselves safe.
There were many graphic images from the news
broadcasts that portrayed many people who were in the
city that day and were warned by others to get out of
the way. While many innocent people were fortunate
enough to survive the incident, many families and
individuals face an uphill battle in coming to terms with
the horror that they experienced. But they are not alone.
The generous tributes and assistance offered
demonstrate how the people of our state genuinely band
together in times of need.
It is important to pay tribute to our first responders who
aided those who were injured and who died. We must
acknowledge their efforts to give comfort and solace to
the many people who were injured and their incredible
capacity to deliver lifesaving medical treatment. It must
have been so distressing for them as well to see so
many lying hurt and dying. Particularly we hear the
stories about how the children made such an incredible
impact. I want to particularly pay tribute to the
members of Victoria Police, the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade, Ambulance Victoria and other Victorian
emergency organisations. These dedicated members
experienced this horror firsthand, and their commitment
to do the important work that they did for the Victorian
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community on that day and do every day is important to
acknowledge.
As the Leader of the Government said, there is a very
compelling video of Ambulance Victoria officers. The
strong message I took out of that was just how
everyone pulled together. Everyone did whatever they
could do on that day. People who were just going about
their ordinary lives were called on to make a difference
for so many others. I think it is at times like these,
which you could say are the worst of times, that we
genuinely see the best coming out in individuals. I
would also like to express our thanks to the Red Cross
workers and the Victorian Council of Churches and to
the counsellors and support staff who provided support
and assistance to those who experienced the horror and
those who wished to pay tribute to it when they visited
the tribute site outside the Melbourne GPO and other
sites throughout the city.
Tribute must also be paid to our doctors, nurses and the
allied staff at the Royal Melbourne Hospital, the Royal
Children’s Hospital, St Vincent’s Hospital and the
Alfred hospital, and I am sure there are others as well.
The frontline staff in our emergency departments
responded to and cared for dozens of patients, including
children and witnesses. Their jobs in such an
emergency are crucial. The patients who were ferried to
our hospitals were cared for, as they always are, with
skill, respect and dignity.
Melburnians, Australians and people from right around
the world have gathered to pay their respects at sites
across the city. In the days afterwards so too did our
political leaders, our community leaders and ordinary
citizens come together, particularly at the site of the
Melbourne GPO, to lay floral tributes, toys and
photographs and to talk with others who were similarly
trying to deal with what had occurred. I was very
moved by visiting the Melbourne GPO site. I looked at
the floral tributes, talked to the Red Cross workers and
talked to others about their own experiences and their
emotions and feelings afterwards. I think it was also
quite incredible in walking up Bourke Street to see the
multiple tribute sites all the way up, which really hit
home because each of them marked a place where
people had died.
In times such as these, Victorians do look to their
leaders for support and answers. That includes all of us.
The Victorian government has promised to overhaul the
bail system and establish the Bourke Street Fund to
allow for public donations to assist the families most
affected by the tragedy. Ken Lay, very ably, will lead
the process and the panel to oversee the administration
of these funds. We too, the Liberal-Nationals, have
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already put forward some constructive ideas on what
else needs to be considered and what should be done,
including things such as the presumption of remand for
those who have been charged with violent offences and
also that if you breach bail, you forfeit that privilege
and face remand. The system clearly needs to change,
and it needs more than just minor tweaking at the
edges. I think the real challenge for the government and
for all of us is to make sure that we do not delay, that
we make the changes that need to be made, that we do
the thinking, that we legislate if needed and that we
ensure that we have a system that can enhance and
improve the safety of all Victorians.
The horror of Friday, 20 January 2017, has touched
everyone. I think our city wore its heart on its sleeve as
we laid tributes to those who died and those who were
injured. I want to finish by thanking particularly the
workers and volunteers for the work that they did. I
want the affected families and communities to know
that they have our ongoing support and that this does
not stop here today, next week or next month but that it
needs to be pursued and continued. For those who have
died, there will be reform, there will be change and they
will not be forgotten. On behalf of the Liberal Party, I
am very pleased to support this motion and commend it
to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On
behalf of the Australian Greens I would like to
wholeheartedly support this motion and the sentiments
that have been expressed by speakers so far. I would
like to add a few more observations as we all try to find
the meaning in this event and turn our minds to what
our responsibilities will be in the future. I believe this is
not an event that will be soon forgotten.
Every one of us participated in what happened in the
sense that our community — every member of this
place, I am sure — was caught up in feelings of horror
and shock, and perhaps even fear, and then the grief
and sadness that was occurring as the events unfolded.
For many of us there were many, many days when we
could think about little else. Our lives went on hold as
we stopped to understand the unfolding tragedy and the
scale of it.
After many, many days of feeling like that, those of us
who were able were, I think, very fortunate to be able to
gather together with others at Federation Square to be
appropriately and ably led through our feelings of fear
and grief by the Governor of Victoria, whose words on
that day meant a great deal to me. I think many people I
met in and around the city during that period wanted to
avoid coming together in places such as the corner of
Bourke Street, which I pass quite regularly, but in fact
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gathering together at Federation Square was exactly
what we needed to do to stop being isolated in our
feelings and to be together with the whole of the
community.
We know this was an extraordinary act of inhumanity.
What we know is that in the seconds, minutes, hours
and days immediately afterwards it received its reply in
incredible acts of humanity. That tells you something
about who we are as a community. My feeling is that
this is not an event that will be able to be forgotten any
time soon because it was in fact, under the accepted
definition, a mass killing — that is, four or more people
being killed in one event or in a series of events without
any break in those killings.
Of course we turn on the television and we see events
like this happening in certain countries almost every
week, but in peaceful Australia it is an absolute rarity. It
has been many, many years since Melbourne has had to
deal with the aftermath of a mass killing. We would
have to go back to the Monash University shootings or
even to Hoddle Street, Clifton Hill, in the 1980s. But
those events have never left us, and people who lived in
those areas or were nearby or continue to live in those
areas or pass through the sites where those killings
occurred have never forgotten. We still continue to deal
with the effects of them. So in looking at how to do that
I think we need to look around the world at other
communities and see the dignity with which they have
responded to the tragedy and the way they have gone
about reaffirming the very basics of our humanity and
our community in response. We are all aware that there
will need to be various responses to this tragedy, and
some of them will land here in this chamber for our
response.
The other aspect of this is simply the brutality of the
act. The terrible physics of a fast-moving tonne of metal
against a human body, for those who experienced it or
for those who observed it, will be one of the worst
aspects. I do not know how many members of this
chamber have ever been hit by a car, but I have — not
brushed or knocked off my bike but slammed and
thrown through the air. The feelings I experienced in
that millisecond have in fact never left me. I remember
waking up on the pavement and looking around at the
faces of all the drivers in all the cars around me, and I
do not think it has ever left them either — they
observed what happened — and the person who hit me
unintentionally has probably never forgotten that either.
This tragedy was a different type of horror by the nature
of the event.
We of course will wait for another arm of our system of
government — the judiciary — to do its job
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appropriately and in the right amount of time to achieve
something that we want to achieve here, which is
justice. In the meantime we have a great opportunity
and responsibility as legislators and civic leaders to
assist our community through this and on to their future
healing. So in addition to wholeheartedly supporting
this motion, the Greens will seek further opportunities
as time goes on to assist our community, hopefully in
the exact same spirit as was shown in the minutes
afterwards, through the work of members in this
chamber together.
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — I rise in
support of this motion of condolence on behalf of The
Nationals. On Friday, 20 January, a tragedy occurred in
Melbourne which saw six innocent people killed in
Bourke Street. On behalf of The Nationals I wish to
pass on my condolences to the families and friends of
the people who passed away, and I will, like my
colleague Ms Wooldridge, read their names in
Parliament to recognise the sacrifice that they have
made: Thalia Hakin, 10 years of age, from Beth Rivkah
Ladies College; Zachary Bryant, a three-month-old
infant with so much life in front of him; Jess Mudie, a
22-year-old lady from Sydney; Matthew Si, a
33-year-old Melbourne father; Bhavita Patel, a
33-year-old lady from Blackburn South; and a
yet-to-be-identified 25-year-old Japanese national. In
addition to these tragic deaths, there were many more
injured. Some of them were very seriously injured and
are still in hospital today.
We wish to thank all the emergency services workers
and the courageous people who helped the dying and
the injured in the aftermath of this tragedy. Their
selfless efforts probably saved lives and prevented this
tragedy from being even worse than it was. We pay
tribute to them and thank them for what they did.
The families of the deceased and injured have many
questions as to why this tragedy happened. I believe
those families are entitled to have those questions
heard. They are entitled to have answers as to why this
tragedy, which killed and injured their loved ones,
happened.
The Bourke Street tragedy represents a systemic failure
of the system on so many levels. This tragedy did not
need to happen. It could have been stopped several
times prior to the tragedy occurring. This was clearly a
failure of the bail justice system, which released the
alleged perpetrator when police requested remand. This
was a failure of our justice system, which allowed this
man to remain on the streets after a number of serious
offences. He was well known to police. This was a
failure of police command, who should have authorised
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Victoria Police officers to stop this tragedy before it
happened. This was a failure of police command, who
failed to allow the car to be rammed after many
requests from police on the ground. This was a
complete failure of the zero-harm policy adopted by the
government and police command, which has in part
contributed to the death of six people and 30 more
being injured. This was a failure of the Labor
government, which has a soft approach to crime.
When will we wake up and realise that it is not okay to
place the rights of a criminal above those of ordinary
people going about their daily business? We as a
society give police the privilege to carry a gun in order
to protect us. That privilege comes with the
responsibility of being prepared to use it to protect the
community. But most importantly the police should feel
that they have every support from politicians, police
command and the public to use that gun if they ever
need to in order to protect us as a community. We have
police who are highly trained — some of the most
highly trained in the world — who had to stand by and
watch this Bourke Street tragedy unfold in front of
them, unable to use the necessary force to stop this
tragedy from happening.
I express my deepest sympathies on behalf of The
Nationals to all the families and loved ones of those
whose lives were cut short by this horrendous act. Our
thoughts and prayers are with those people and their
families.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
events in the Bourke Street Mall on Friday, 20 January,
were a tragedy. At least 37 people were injured and six
people lost their lives. These people were all so young:
a 33-year-old Melbourne woman, a 33-year-old
Melbourne man, a 25-year-old Japanese man, a
22-year-old woman from Sydney, a 10-year-old girl,
and a three-month-old boy.
The Bourke Street Mall is a place that many of us
associate with very happy times. It is a place we go to
to look at those amazing Christmas windows, and in
school holidays in particular it is a place that is full of
life and enjoyment. For others it is a place of work,
including for one victim, who had had a lunch date with
his wife and was walking back to the office. It is also a
part of a city that we all know so incredibly well. It is
not very far from where we sit at this moment, and it is
also a central meeting place, at all times, for those
people who come to Melbourne and those who live in
Melbourne.
There are families who have been broken by this
incident. The lives lost are a tragedy — all of that
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potential and all of that possibility has been lost. Today
in the state’s Parliament we sympathise with the
injured, remember the dead and share on behalf of the
whole community a small part of the searing grief being
felt by their loved ones.
This tragedy will forever change those who have lost
family members and dear friends, and there have been
many wonderful and beautiful tributes to the victims
from their families, the people who know them best. A
tragedy like this, because of its very random nature and
because of the public place in which it occurred — such
a familiar place to all of us — not only scars these
families and their communities but it also leaves a scar
on all of Melbourne and the entire Victorian
community.
Trying to make sense of this senseless attack is
impossible, but it does not define us. The response of
people at the time of the incident, the beautiful tributes
at the scene and the public vigil a few days later at
Federation Square do show that love is far stronger than
hate in this city and that people are connected in old
ways but also in new ways, immediately sharing the
horror and the shock but also sharing the good, the
brave and the great compassion.
Mr Jennings and Ms Wooldridge spoke about the
immediacy of social media and the sharing that
occurred. One image that resonated with me was a
beautiful quote from The Mister Rogers Parenting
Resource Book:
When I was a boy and I would see scary things in the news,
my mother would say to me, ‘Look for the helpers, you will
always find people who are helping’.

We have heard about Lou Bougias, the Melbourne
taxidriver who was waiting for his next job when the
incident happened. As shock and disbelief
overwhelmed bystanders and witnesses, Lou
responded. He is reported to have said, ‘It was
basically, right, this is what needs to be done … you
there, you there’. This is not a response that was
extreme or reckless, but it was a brave response and one
that was informed by such clarity and the ability to act
and to stay calm and then to help others around him to
stay calm. By talking to numerous victims and
coaching others on what first aid was required he made
a difference. He was heard to say to one victim, ‘I am
Lou, you are going to be okay, we are looking after
you’.
Hate and horror cannot prosper when met with people
like this.
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He said:
I’m not a hero, I’m just a bloke who did what they had to
do … If I had stopped the car, fine. But at no point was my
life in danger, so I’m not a hero.

Well, I am not so sure that that is the broader view of
these actions or the actions of many other people,
including those who ran into a dangerous situation or at
least an unknown and uncertain situation. To the many
off-duty medical professionals who helped victims at
the scene, to the staff at a nearby pharmacy who raced
out the door with medical equipment to help and of
course to the first responders — the police officers and
ambulance crews and the health professionals in
hospitals that received the injured — we thank them for
their extraordinary efforts on this day but also for the
extraordinary work that they do every day.
This trauma inflicted on our city will leave physical and
emotional scars, and while for many people broken
bones and the confidence to go about their ordinary day
will mend with time, we also send our love to those
people in homes in Melbourne, in Sydney and in Japan
with broken hearts that will never heal, and we promise
to support them for as long as we must.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today in support of the
resolution put forward by the Leader of the
Government, Mr Jennings, and in doing so I rise to pay
my respects to all the victims of the Bourke Street
tragedy. On behalf of the DLP I wish to extend my
sympathy, my prayers and our commitment to never
forget this awful event, which is now forever etched in
our history, to the families and the loved ones of the six
people who tragically lost their lives — Zachary
Bryant, just three months old; Thalia Hakin, just 10;
Jess Mudie, 22 years old; Matthew Si, 33; Bhavita
Patel, also 33; and an unnamed man from Japan, just
25 years old — to each of the victims who were
injured, some of whom remain in hospital, at least one
of whom, I understand, remains in a critical condition
and others with many serious conditions; and to all of
the people who witnessed this tragedy unfold. We will
never know the true impact of this tragedy. Physical
injuries that are ongoing can be somewhat measured,
but the psychological and the spiritual impacts will
never be quantified.
My deepest condolences, thoughts and prayers are with
each member of the community affected today. What
took place on Friday, 20 January, this year was an act
of evil, which I pray will never be repeated.
I also wish to thank all the emergency services workers,
whose professionalism was reflected once again as set
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out in this motion, and to thank the many members of
the public who helped in any way that they could.
While our community has certainly been shaken by
grief and sadness, there have been many truly moving
stories of tremendous acts which saved lives and
provided immediate emotional and practical support.
These were given, offered freely, by ordinary
community members, and I applaud and recognise their
contributions.
This was a senseless act of violence, and it is now our
responsibility as leaders of the Victorian community to
grapple with and learn from it, to carefully consider our
response, to come together in an apolitical way to
support our community and most importantly to never,
ever, forget this tragedy, which truly affects us all. So
on behalf of the DLP, I support this resolution and I
commend it to the house.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — On behalf of
my colleague Mr Bourman and the Shooters, Fishers
and Farmers Party I would like to express our sadness
and offer our condolences to those affected by the
chilling tragedy that unfolded on Bourke Street on
20 January. As a father of two young daughters I think
of the families whose lives were forever changed as I
join others in trying to comprehend how such a
massacre could happen in our capital city.
As we grieve and continue to hold in our thoughts the
victims still in hospital and facing a long recovery
process, we are inspired by the heroic actions of
everyday residents and workers in the CBD who did
not hesitate to come to the aid of those injured. It says a
lot about the spirit of Australians that they will so
quickly come to the aid of someone, even if the level of
danger around them is uncertain.
I would also like to praise the efforts of the emergency
services workers, who displayed an incredible amount
of professionalism and compassion during what was
obviously an extremely chaotic and horrific scene.
Their quick action and dedication are to be
commended.
Loss is something that we all face during our lives at
some time, but it is unexpected loss that rocks us the
most. Our true strength as individuals and as a
community is tested during those times. I truly believe
the people of the state of Victoria have been tested
again, and we have responded with great courage and
will continue to do so as we all lean on each other.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to support the condolence motion moved by the
Leader of the Government. As we have heard from
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others today, the events of 20 January have just been
etched not only on our minds but on the whole public
consciousness of not only Victoria but Australia.
Tragically, the six people who have been confirmed
dead are a three-month-old baby, a 10-year-old child, a
22-year-old interstate tourist, a 33-year-old man, a
33-year-old woman and a 25-year-old Japanese tourist,
and many people are still in hospital with injuries, some
very severe — all their lives so heinously affected or
cut short in an incident that I do not think anyone here
or around the state could have predicted.
I, like many of you, sat glued to the radio and to social
media, listening with disbelief as the events were
unfolding and hearing the witnesses. It was shocking
and it was frightening, and I do not think I have ever
experienced something like it before, not to mention the
people who were there in Bourke Street on that day. I
can only imagine how that day will affect them forever
forward.
But as we remember this day, as many of us have said,
and as we mourn those lost we remember too the
courage shown by ordinary Melburnians, those
bystanders who, with more than 37 people injured,
having narrowly avoided being injured themselves,
rushed to help — what bravery! We have spoken about
Lou the taxidriver. I think I was struck by him saying,
‘I am Lou, you are going to be okay, we are looking
after you’. Those comforting words I think
encapsulated the kindness that we saw on such a
terrible day.
I would also like to thank the first responders — the
paramedics, the ambulance operators, the police and the
fire brigade — who were there and all of those medical
people who were not on duty but who responded.
Our hearts go out to the victims, their families and all
those injured. Like so many, I laid flowers at the
makeshift memorial and paid my respects. As I saw
flowers dotted up the street I was struck by the fact that
that was where someone had died. But while being
overwhelmed with sadness I was also overwhelmed by
the love and compassion that we saw in the messages
from young children and from people who were all
strangers to those victims. So, Melbourne, we will
mourn, but I think we will much longer remember the
courage and compassion that have shone through. I
support this motion and commend it to the house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, members,
for the remarks that have been made in support of this
motion. I do not intend to dwell on some of the matters
that have been covered by members, but I join with
them and other members of the house who might have
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liked to have participated in this debate to make just a
few closing remarks.
As Mr Barber referred to, on our nightly news the
media brings us tragic events from around the world,
and to some extent I think we are almost numbed by the
scale and the frequency of those events. Yet here in
Melbourne we had a day that was marked by our
vulnerability but also a day that was marked by our
strength. This is not a day to lay blame; this is not a day
to even analyse this matter. This is a day, encapsulated
in this motion, where we express sorrow, where we pay
tribute, where we express our respect and indeed where
we offer our gratitude. As I said, other members have
covered those who ought to be included in those
attributes or those representations of our feelings.
We shed tears with and for the victims, and we share as
far as we can their pain and their grief. Ms Patten
concluded with the words ‘courage and compassion’,
but can I suggest we ought to also be proud of the
compassion and courage shown by so many, just as we
grieve for the loss of people who potentially could have
contributed so much in the future and in many cases
who were already significant contributors to our
community. The response has been remarkable, and I
guess as Victorians we should be unsurprised that the
humanity of so many of our citizens rose above this
villainy.
The motion that has been moved by Mr Jennings, the
Leader of the Government, is:
That this house extends our thoughts, prayers and support to
the victims of the Bourke Street tragedy and their loved ones;
expresses our gratitude to emergency services personnel for
their unwavering professionalism; and pays tribute to the
everyday Victorians who, in the face of unimaginable
tragedy, showed the most remarkable courage and
compassion.

Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.
ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
President, I thank you for your words in your
contribution in support of the motion. By leave, I move:
That as a further mark of respect for those affected by the
Bourke Street tragedy, in particular the families of those who
were killed, the sitting be suspended until 2.00 p.m.

Motion agreed to.
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.05 p.m.
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ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 13 December
2016 to:
Compensation Legislation Amendment Act 2016
Family Violence Reform Implementation
Monitor Act 2016
Housing Amendment (Victorian Housing
Register and Other Matters) Act 2016
Justice Legislation Amendment (Parole Reform
and Other Matters) Act 2016.

QUEEN ELIZABETH II
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my pleasure on
this occasion to record in our house our esteem for Her
Majesty Queen Elizabeth II, who has achieved the
extraordinary feat of being the monarch of Great
Britain and presiding over the commonwealth countries
for 65 years. No other monarch in the history of the
British nation has reigned for as long. Obviously Queen
Victoria was the next finest contribution in terms of the
length of reign.
Her Majesty obviously took over on her father’s death.
Indeed she visited this place in 1956 and sat in this very
chair behind us, which is a reminder of her role in our
system of government. We certainly acknowledge the
Queen as having been a fine example to all in terms of
the standard she has set and the way in which she has
considered and responded to the needs and aspirations
of her people. Certainly her contribution to Australia
has been a significant one over the period of her reign,
and indeed on a number of occasions she has visited
Victoria, although as I said, but once in this place.

OMBUDSMAN JURISDICTION
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also take this
opportunity to advise the house in respect of an ongoing
matter, which is the legal proceedings involving the
Ombudsman’s jurisdiction and the matter referred to
the Ombudsman by this house. I advise in relation to
previous court proceedings involving the
Ombudsman’s jurisdiction that on 5 January 2017 the
Attorney-General sought leave to appeal the decision of
the Supreme Court of Appeal to the High Court of
Australia.
Due to the Attorney-General’s application for leave, I
as President am once again a defendant in the matter. In
keeping with the previous resolution of the house, I
have instructed counsel to make a written submission to
the court in response to the Attorney-General’s
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submission seeking leave. I will provide the house with
further information as matters proceed.
I have actually considered attending the High Court. I
thought I might get up and talk about the vibe. I do not
know how many of you have seen The Castle.

BLACK SATURDAY
The PRESIDENT — Order! On another serious
matter, I remind the house that today marks the eighth
anniversary of the devastating 2009 bushfires which
affected communities across this state and which
claimed many lives. We will take a moment to pause
and think of those communities and the lives lost during
those devastating fires on this occasion. Therefore I
invite all members to stand in their places and to join
me in a minute’s silence.
Honourable members stood in their places.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Members may have noticed that my ministerial
colleague Minister Tierney is not in attendance today,
and in her absence I suggest that members should direct
her questions to me.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I also indicate that
Mr Bourman will not be with us this week. I have
actually circulated a note from Mr Bourman to
members, and I simply say that our thoughts and
prayers are with him and his wife, Nicole, at this time.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President,
can I just ask the Leader of the Government to clarify
the reason for the minister’s absence?
The PRESIDENT — She is ill.
Mr O’Donohue — She is ill. Sorry, I did not hear
the minister say that.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children. In
yesterday’s Ombudsman’s report into youth justice,
financial support, including taxi fares for young
offenders’ families, has been offered as compensation
for children being moved to the Grevillea unit in
Barwon. Minister, since the Grevillea unit has opened
as a youth justice facility, how much taxpayer financial
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support has been requested by offenders’ families and
how much has been paid?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. We
have really started with the really big-picture questions
here today. We have made no apology as a government
for the fact that we have gazetted the Grevillea unit of
Barwon Prison to be used as a temporary youth justice
facility — something that the opposition is yet to
indicate its support for. I know Mr O’Donohue
certainly did express concerns about this particular unit
being used for this purpose at the time.
What I would advise the member is that the Children,
Youth and Families Act 2005 does actually provide a
statutory requirement for the department to provide
access for family visits. In fact the Supreme Court even
made comment about this matter recently. Clearly the
member has not looked at that judgement.
But the point that I make is that access to transport for
families has been a longstanding practice and was in
fact a practice during the previous government as well.
Access to transport for families has been a longstanding
practice of the department. In fact a shuttle bus service
has operated at the Malmsbury youth justice facility for
20 years — during the time of the Baillieu and
Napthine governments and in fact going back to even
the Kennett years. So families who do not have access
to private transport are eligible for transport assistance
to take them from their nearest public transport stop to
the Grevillea unit. This may involve access to a taxi
from the Lara station to Barwon Prison.
Families do not receive any direct financial support, but
rather the department is billed directly for the taxi fare.
There is a shuttle bus, as I have explained, that runs to
and from the Malmsbury train station, to the centre, to
assist people visiting young people at the Malmsbury
facility, as I have explained. So these are longstanding
arrangements to ensure that young people continue to
have access to and contact with their family.
We know that connection to community as well as to
family members is a key aspect of ensuring that
offenders can be rehabilitated and to help to prevent
reoffending upon their release. It is important that we
can actually keep those relationships where they do
exist — and in many cases they do not exist — with
family members and with others to ensure that they do
have support upon their release.
There are no such arrangements in place obviously for
Parkville, given its proximity to public transport, but
the point that I make to the member is these are
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longstanding arrangements that existed under the
previous government. It really is rather disappointing
that the member is outraged now, when she was
certainly not outraged when it happened during the time
of the previous government.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, the
minister has had considerable time to answer this
question. It is pretty straightforward. I asked how much
has been spent, and she still refuses to answer that. I am
just asking that she be drawn back to the context of the
question and to answering the question.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, President, in
asking the substantive question the member has not
actually indicated any time period and has not actually
specified the nature of the request in any detail, so on
that basis the minister is entitled to go to the context,
which she has quite rightly been doing for the time that
she has taken to date.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! How shall we describe
that, Mr Leane? Should it be a members statement or
should it be an adjournment item, or are you simply a
media commentator or what?
Mr Leane — It was just an outburst of frustration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Try to contain
yourself.
Mr Leane interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you. I am not
having a conversation.
Ms Wooldridge — On the point of order, President,
I know that the backbench see an opportunity to move
forward, but Ms Shing should note that if she aspires to
the front bench, she needs to actually listen to the
questions being asked. The question very clearly stated
it was 1 January 2015; that was very explicit. Ms Shing
might do well to listen rather than have her itchy feet
trying to get to the front bench.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of the
original point of order, which was from Ms Crozier, in
fact the minister still does have 50 seconds in which to
respond. I am actually mindful in terms of the question
as to the limits that she might have in responding at any
rate to such a question, because I would have thought
that not all of the costs were compiled. But nonetheless,
the minister might well have an opportunity to inform
us in part, and I might well be able, if she does not, to
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seek some further written response if that is not
forthcoming.
In respect of the other two points, there is a time frame.
In respect of Ms Wooldridge’s comment, I think the
commentary at the end — perhaps encouraged by
Mr Leane’s extensive commentary — was not helpful.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you very much,
President. I have already outlined to the house the fact
that there is not direct financial support for families;
rather, the department is billed for taxi fares. The
member has indicated a time frame in which the
Grevillea unit was not in fact used as a youth justice
facility — that is, for a large part of last year. It is a
facility that opened very late last year.
President, obviously the figure is not one that I have
with me at the moment, but I am certainly prepared to
look and see what figures might be available to provide
to the member.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
the minister’s answer. Minister, did you sign off on the
approval to allow taxi fares to be offered rather than a
shuttle bus, that you have just described is being used at
Malmsbury?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As I have just explained to the member in
responding to the substantive question, this is a
longstanding practice. In fact there is a requirement
under the act that relates to family visits in relation to
young offenders. As it is a longstanding practice and an
operational matter, that operational matter was one that
was put in place by my department.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I note an interjection
by Ms Shing where she said that it was not apposite to
the substantive question. In fact it was certainly
apposite to the answer that the minister had given.

Youth justice centres
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Families and Children. Minister,
the new site — —
Mr Dalidakis — Come on, King Cory!
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Dalidakis, there is
no such person in this place, and I will not entertain it.
Mr Finn, from the top.
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Mr FINN — And Tim Pallas will not be in the other
one after the next election.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr FINN — This is for the Minister for Families
and Children. Minister, the new site for the Werribee
South youth justice centre, known in Werribee as the
youth jail, is just 469 metres away from residential
homes. Will you outline to the house and to my livid
constituents what you meant by the quote ‘a significant
buffer between the preferred site and residential areas’,
as outlined in your media release yesterday?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Mr Finn for his question. Mr Finn,
this is a very important investment that we are making
in Victoria to build a brand-new $288 million
fit-for-purpose, high-security youth justice facility for
Victoria. This new facility, I can assure the community
of Werribee South and Victorians more broadly, is
going to be built as a high-security facility. We have
had Neil Comrie — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister without
assistance.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. I asked
my department in November last year to have an
independent review of the Parkville riot. Former Chief
Commissioner of Police Neil Comrie provided the
department and government with advice around the
Parkville facility. What that report did say is that the
Parkville facility is not fit for purpose to be used as a
youth justice facility into the long term. That is why we
are going to be building a new facility that will have
6-metre reinforced concrete walls; it will have
anti-vehicle-ramming systems put in place in relation to
all entry points; and in fact the design is going to take
on board all the design imperatives that have been
given to government and to the department by Neil
Comrie. So I want to reassure the community there in
relation to the high-security features of this particular
facility.
I make the point to Mr Finn that in fact the Parkville
facility, which has been operating for 30-odd years, is
in a highly residential area. In fact there is no buffer at
the Parkville facility. There are homes right around the
Parkville youth justice facility. That has not had any
impact on residential values in the Parkville
community — if we just look at how expensive the
properties are in that community.
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What I did say, Mr Finn, in the media release is that
there is a significant buffer from where the facility will
be located to the nearest residences. In fact I have been
out on location there, and the nearest residences are in
fact across a freeway more than 700 metres away. I
have looked at the location. We have examined this
location very thoroughly. The preferred site at Hoppers
Lane in Werribee South has been chosen based on a
very extensive process of examining numerous
locations right around Victoria. It has been chosen
because the land is government land; it is close to
health, education and other community services; it is
close to transport; and the 31-hectare land parcel can
accommodate future growth as well. So we will be
working with the local community and the local council
to reassure them and to provide them with information
about this vital investment in terms of infrastructure for
Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Minister, in
December last year you told the house in answer to a
question from me:
I can advise the member that of course there will be
consultation as part of this process with affected local
councils and others who might have an interest in this
particular issue, but I will have more to say about the issue
very soon.

Minister, in your media release yesterday you said
‘Following close consultation with the local
community’ the site was chosen. Minister, with all due
respect, no-one in the western suburbs has heard from
you, full stop. And up until yesterday we were pretty
happy about that. Could you outline to the house what
consultation was undertaken by you, including who it
was with and on what dates?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I stand by the comments I made to the
house previously. We are embarking upon a
consultation and information process with the local
community there. I have spoken with the CEO of
Wyndham council. My chief of staff has spoken with
the mayor. In fact I am planning to meet with both of
them, hopefully later this week. In fact we have been
letterboxing local residents both yesterday and today
with information about the project.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house is pursuing,
in a line of questions, some serious matters that have
great import to the community. I do understand that the
opposition has great interest in this, indeed as no doubt
do all the crossbenchers and government members. The
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minister is providing an answer. If you do not like the
answer, there are other mechanisms to take up that
answer and to pursue this matter further, but I ask for
the courtesy of the house to allow the minister to
respond without assistance and certainly without a
barrage of interjections.
Ms MIKAKOS — It would be helpful if the Cory
Bernadi of Spring Street opposite would actually let me
answer the question that was posed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I have
already made a comment about that. That has nothing
to do with the business of this house. All that does is
provoke people. I note that after my remarks
Mr Dalidakis has done it further. He ought not do it
again, and nor should any other member. It has nothing
to do with this house. We have a convention in this
house, that all members well know, that we do not
accept comments on internal party matters for any of
the parties. I police that vigorously. It goes both ways.
These little quips as part of the answer or the question
are not helpful, particularly on matters of such gravity.
Ms MIKAKOS — This site has been selected on
very strict criteria, and we are speaking to council and
the community about these matters. As I have sought to
explain, we are getting materials letterboxed to local
residents. We are planning community information
sessions as well. There is a hotline that has been
established.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Youth justice centres
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Minister, the Comrie report into Parkville was
conducted following the riots of 12 to 14 November,
where the damage was so extensive that 60 beds were
taken out of the system, inexperienced staff were filling
staff shortages and violent youths were making
demands and threatening staff. The Comrie review has
recommended that Parkville be shut down. However, a
WorkSafe report last year at Malmsbury following riots
at that youth justice facility recommended that
Malmsbury be shut down because it was unsafe.
Minister, given Malmsbury has also been deemed
unsafe by a government agency, will you be following
that recommendation and also shutting down that youth
justice facility?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — This is a rather odd question to receive
from Ms Crozier, because in fact the three secure units
at the Malmsbury facility, where we did have a recent
escape, were commissioned by the previous
government. I have to say in relation to that particular
escape, as I indicated publicly at the time, I am very
angry and outraged that that escape was even possible
from what is meant to be a secure facility. I can
reassure the community of Malmsbury and the wider
community that we are going to take the steps
necessary to make the Malmsbury facility secure.
We are addressing issues that have come through
independent reviews that I have commissioned. We are
working with WorkSafe in relation to concerns they
have expressed, and we have made the biggest
investment in our youth justice system that any state
government has ever made in terms of investing in a
new facility in Werribee South — $288 million for a
224-bed facility. In fact we have embraced all the
recommendations of former chief commissioner Neil
Comrie. He said that Parkville should be shut down —
and it will be when the new facility opens — and that it
is not viable to continue to use it in the long term.
What we have seen from the opposition is that they are
all over the shop on this issue. We had Ms Crozier say
we need a new youth facility. Then we had the Leader
of the Opposition in the Assembly, Matthew Guy, on
3AW only last week saying he supports the Werribee
South location. Then within 24 hours — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes, he did, Mr Finn. Within
24 hours he said we should retrofit Parkville and
Malmsbury. Just last night he backflipped again and he
said, and I quote:
We’ve been saying that a supermax facility, if needed, should
be built as soon as possible.

Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, the
minister is carrying on again. I ask you to bring her
back to the point of the question. What she has just
referred to is completely irrelevant, and I ask you to
bring her back to the question that was asked: will
Malmsbury be shut down as per WorkSafe?
Mr Jennings — On the point of order, President, in
contrast to Ms Crozier’s suggestion, I have listened to
my colleague outline relevant matters pertaining to this
question. That would be the history of reports in
relation to both the security and the viability of the
fabric of the Parkville facility and of Malmsbury. There
is no doubt that the information that has been provided
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by my colleague outlines the status of the fabric of
those facilities that was inherited by this government,
which is clearly identified in those reports. Those are
the matters that my colleague is referring to. The
entrapment that is involved in this line of questioning
is: if Parkville is destroyed, Malmsbury is destroyed
and you oppose the relocation of offenders to a facility
at Grevillea, what options, as are implied, are left
within the line of argument being mounted by the
opposition? That is the issue that my colleague is
responding to.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Wooldridge, I am
prepared to hear your point of order if you wish to
prosecute it, but I think I am in a position to deal with
the matter.
Mr Jennings, welcome back. Perhaps a refresher on
standing orders might be helpful in so much as that was
clearly not a point of order; it was debate. I thank you
for your wisdom on this matter. In regard to
Ms Crozier’s point of order, I believe that some of the
material that Ms Mikakos has put before the house has
been useful in understanding this issue and some of the
government’s actions in respect of addressing these
issues that have been so much a part of the community
focus of late. I accept that if there have been
contradictions in the opposition’s position — —
Ms Crozier — There haven’t.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If there have not, we
can take note of the minister’s answer, and that would
be the appropriate way to do it. If there have been
contradictions, then I think that is a relevant position to
put. There was some sense to what the Leader of the
Government said, notwithstanding that he did not have
a point of order at all.
But, Minister, I do concur with Ms Crozier in that I
think you were debating as you moved along. I think
we probably had the understanding of what the position
was. I would bring you back to the question,
notwithstanding that, given that you said in an early
part of your answer that you were going to be doing
more works at Malmsbury to upgrade it, I would have
thought it was self-evident that in fact it is not to be
closed. But at any rate that is your answer to give, not
mine.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. I do think
it is important to outline to the house the flip-flopping
nature of the Leader of the Opposition in respect of
these matters, because the opposition are yet to indicate
their support for a new facility or to say where the new
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facility should be built. I think it is important to make
that point.

system? Minister, I think your point of order was pretty
close, but I think that this squeaks in.

Towards the beginning of my answer I did in fact make
it very clear that we are responding to the concerns of
WorkSafe in relation to Malmsbury — and Parkville,
for that matter — and that we are in fact looking at
what further measures can be put in place in terms of
security at Malmsbury to ensure that it is a secure
facility. In fact the premise of Ms Crozier’s question
was incorrect. WorkSafe has expressed concerns about
Malmsbury; it has not said to shut it down. We are
working to address their specific concerns, but I have
asked Neil Comrie to look at the recent escape that we
have had at Malmsbury to ensure that we can make
sure that this is an appropriately secure facility. I think
those opposite should really hang their heads in shame
given that that was in fact a facility that they
commissioned and that it is not secure, so we need to
make sure it is adequately secure going into the future.

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — President, I can advise the member that
there are no plans to do so. We intend to continue to use
the Grevillea unit at Barwon Prison until such time as
the fortification works at Parkville are completed and
that facility, those 60 beds, is able to come back online.
That is an extensive piece of work that we are doing —
work that should have been done a long time ago. We
need to ensure that the Parkville facility is able to
continue to be used until such time as we have a new
high-security facility to be used.

Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Minister, under your watch beds at both Malmsbury
and Parkville are currently uninhabitable and the
Grevillea unit at Barwon Prison is soon to be full, so
you have a significant and immediate capacity issue. I
ask: will you rule out gazetting further
maximum-security prison beds to the youth justice
system?
Ms Mikakos — Sorry, can I get that repeated?
Ms CROZIER — The question is: will you rule out
gazetting further maximum-security prison beds to the
youth justice system?
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I fail
to follow how the supplementary question is apposite to
the substantive question that was posed. That was in
relation to Malmsbury specifically, and now the
member is asking a question that relates to the broader
correctional system.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am satisfied that in
fact the supplementary question does go to matters in
terms of the capacity of Malmsbury, in particular given
that now Parkville to a large extent cannot be used.
There are obviously limitations there following the
incidents at that facility. The point about the Grevillea
unit went to what has been the remedy for some of the
problems within the system. That therefore now begs
the question: given the experience of Malmsbury in
recent weeks, is there in fact sufficient capacity within
that or are you going to need to go to some further
maximum-security prison space for the youth justice

I find the position of the opposition rather curious.
Matthew Guy said Malmsbury should be retrofitted and
Ms Crozier says that it should be shut down.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, thank you. I
do not need commentary on the opposition.

Timber industry
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. Minister, your Forest
Industry Taskforce failed to meet a June reporting
deadline last year. In September it released a statement,
three months late, saying consensus could not be
reached on key issues, including on the urgent matter of
timber supply. It is now February and Victoria’s timber
industry is in crisis, with some 7000 jobs under
immediate threat. Minister, are you standing by your
failed task force because it is part of the Andrews
government policy to create the great forest national
park by stealth?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — There
is a bit to work with there, but I do feel a sense of relief
that the question from The Nationals is from this
member of The Nationals today — I think we might
have heard enough from the other member of The
Nationals for one day earlier.
If I could perhaps start by debunking this myth that the
government has any plans to create a national park by
stealth: that is just simply not true. In relation to the
Forest Industry Taskforce, there has been a great deal of
work undertaken over around 18 months by
representatives of the forest products industry — the
timber industry — the union that represents people who
work in this industry and the environment movement as
well, and it has been work that has been undertaken in
the spirit of goodwill and cooperation, seeking to find
consensus on an area that has been, and will be
continue to be, very, very difficult for a very long time.
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What has transpired in recent times is that the task force
has reported to the government. The government will
now actively consider the matters the task force has
been working on, very much informed by its work over
this period of time, and the members of the task force
will continue to play an important advisory role for
government in relation to these issues.
It is worth noting a number of things when reflecting on
the challenges that are currently facing Australian
Sustainable Hardwoods (ASH). Firstly, there are
contract negotiations underway, so a lengthy discussion
of these matters in this place is unhelpful. But to
provide context, the government’s record on supporting
the retention and creation of jobs in regional Victoria is
one we are very proud of. Regional unemployment
currently stands at 5 per cent — it was 6.6 per cent
when we came to government — and 43 300 jobs have
been created under this government. By contrast,
5600 jobs were created during the term of the former
government. So we are restoring confidence and we are
restoring jobs in regional Victoria.
The challenges that face ASH and the timber industry,
though, are a complicated matter that requires careful
consideration and working through. It was the member
for Warrandyte in the other place who established
arrangements where for each confirmed sighting of the
Leadbeater’s possum there is a special protection zone
of 200 metres or around 12 hectares. There have been
over 400 confirmed sightings.
It is also worth noting that the member for Malvern did
not sign off the contract extension that Ms Bath is
perhaps suggesting is the subject at hand, so the
government will continue to work carefully and closely
with ASH. Ms Shing has certainly been very engaged
in these matters. I met with the company last week.
Regional Development Victoria and VicForests
continue to support them to work through these
challenges.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her response. When announcing the Forest Industry
Taskforce, Daniel Andrews said:
If no consensus can be reached, nothing will change.

Minister, consensus has not been reached, so why have
you endorsed a massive reduction in timber
allocation — even though the timber is there — and put
at risk thousands of jobs and the very existence of the
town of Heyfield?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
government understands absolutely the importance of
the timber industry to Heyfield and to — —
Ms Shing interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Pulford is actually
quite capable of answering these questions without
assistance.
Ms PULFORD — The government is acutely
aware of the importance of the timber industry to the
residents of Heyfield and to the employees of
Australian Sustainable Hardwoods, as we are for all of
those who work throughout the timber industry. It is an
industry where there is certainly no shortage of demand
for very fine high-quality products of which the people
involved in their production should rightfully be proud.
Ms Bath invited me to comment on things that have
changed and things that have not changed, and one of
the things that has not changed is the special protection
zone — that 200-metre exclusion that your little friends
from the Liberal Party put in place when they were in
government — which is one of the things that is placing
pressure on the availability of the resource.
These are delicate and sensitive issues. There are
contractual negotiations underway, and we will
continue to be very involved in these and to work
closely through them so that we can get a much better
outcome for everyone involved.

Timber industry
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — My
question is the Minister for Agriculture. On
20 November 2015 the Premier said that one of the
aims of the Forestry Industry Taskforce was to create
and sustain jobs. Minister, why is your task force
failing to sustain the 250 jobs currently under threat at
the Heyfield sawmill?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I had
hoped we had heard from Mr O’Sullivan for one day. I
answered this question extensively in my previous
remarks in response to Ms Bath’s question. The work
of the task force is something every member of the
upper house knows well. In fact there would not be
40 people in Victoria better acquainted with the
goings-on of the task force — the establishment of it
and its purpose — than the 40 people who sit in this
chamber, because Ms Dunn certainly likes to ask about
this on a pretty regular basis, as you would all know.
I know there are some people in the Victorian
community who would celebrate job insecurity, but I
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am certainly not one. Our government does not share
these sentiments. We will work to protect every job we
can in regional Victoria. But, as Mr O’Sullivan would
be well aware, the former government put in place
arrangements that have created — and for good
reason — some real pressures on the resource. These
are issues that we are working through at the moment.
I would certainly say, as Ms Shing has done and
continues to do, to everyone in Heyfield and to
everyone who is employed at Australian Sustainable
Hardwoods that we will work closely with your union,
we will work closely with your employer and we will
seek the best possible resolution to this situation that we
can. We want nothing more than for this business to be
on a viable and sustainable footing and for it to have a
good future.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — Minister,
a town hall meeting of a thousand people at Heyfield
last week heard there is nothing stopping you as
minister from guaranteeing timber supply to Australian
Sustainable Hardwoods for at least the next five to
seven years. While your task force continues
deliberations, will your government take the necessary
action to sustain the mill’s 250 jobs with a guarantee of
155 000 cubic metres this year and into the future?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I am
being asked to respond to an unattributed quote, so I am
curious to know who it is Mr O’Sullivan is quoting. I
would indicate also that Mr O’Sullivan is not much into
facts in sweating the detail on this very complex matter,
but Australian Sustainable Hardwoods is not currently
using 155 000 cubic metres. Their current use is closer
to 140 000.
Ms Bath — Give them that, then.
Ms PULFORD — ‘Give them that, then’, says
Ms Bath. Again The Nationals in the house today I
think are demonstrating their complete lack of
understanding of this issue, the complexities involved,
the arrangements that their little friends from the
Liberal Party put in place that are constraining the
resource and the challenges that we are facing.

Country Fire Authority enterprise bargaining
agreement
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade representing the Minister for
Emergency Services. On Australia Day a Country Fire
Authority (CFA) crew attended a call-out at Stockland
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plaza, Traralgon, at 10.19 p.m. Despite the best efforts
of the CFA base monitoring, the CFA truck, manned by
United Firefighters Union (UFU) firefighters, failed to
provide the base with a status update on the unfolding
situation. Repeated calls to seek information on the
status of the fire and whether additional CFA volunteer
trucks were required were not answered. Eventually the
UFU-manned truck did respond; however, it refused to
provide a status on the fire or whether CFA volunteer
trucks were required to assist due to ‘industrial action’
by the brigade. Minister, this behaviour can put lives
and infrastructure at risk, so I ask: how many incidents
of ‘not giving a word back due to industrial action’,
such as the case in Traralgon, have been identified by
the CFA and Metropolitan Fire Brigade since January
2015?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question, but this is the second question in a row where
the substance of the question is given to a
non-attributable source. Again, just because
Ms Wooldridge asserts something does not make it
true, correct or accurate, so as I have done representing
ministers in the other place, I will absolutely take the
question on notice. But let me just finish on this:
smearing people that put their lives on the line every
time they go to a fire and thinking that that is okay —
that is not okay. It is not okay today; it will not be okay
tomorrow; it will not be okay next week. These men
and women put their lives on the line, and for you to try
and make some cheap political attack on them because
they happen to be members of a union is absolutely
pathetic.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Minister, you may be interested to know that the
incident was recorded via the CFA base monitoring,
made publicly available and subsequently deleted from
the internet. The firefighters heard on the audio broke
CFA operation procedures in not giving a word back,
which is defined in the CFA safety first manual as ‘a
precise definition of the status of the fire’. Minister, has
the CFA investigated the actions of the UFU-manned
truck in this specific case, and what were the outcomes
of that investigation?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — As far as I can see, the only
people that have perpetrated a war on the CFA are
those opposite, from the previous government. Those
people opposite undertook the enterprise bargaining
agreement negotiations between the CFA management
and the paid firefighters, who may or may not be
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members of a union, but that is not a reason to
hand-pick and try to detail that their work ethic or
otherwise is unprofessional. Again, these are men and
woman that put their lives on the line every time they
go to a job. Whether they are paid members of the CFA
or volunteer members of the CFA, we on this side of
the house will thank them each and every time and
appreciate the fact that they put their lives on the line to
keep all Victorians safe.

Youth justice system
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. In October the minister announced an
extensive review of youth support, youth diversion and
youth justice services to be led by Professor James
Ogloff and Ms Penny Armytage and to be overseen by
the minister and the Secretary of the Department of
Health and Human Services (DHHS). I note that
experts are calling on the minister to wait for that
review to report before making any major decisions, but
yesterday we learned of the minister’s plans to move
youth justice out of DHHS into corrections, which is an
administrative connection that has been implicated in
major incidents in youth justice facilities in Western
Australia, the Northern Territory, Queensland and New
South Wales in recent years. My question for the
minister is this: was the decision to administratively
separate youth justice permanently from child
protection recommended by Professor Ogloff and
Ms Armytage’s review?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Springle for her question. As
the member has indicated in the preamble to her
question, issues around our youth justice facilities are
common challenges that are being experienced right
around Australia and in fact also in New Zealand. That
has been across different jurisdictions, some of which
have their correctional equivalent departments running
those facilities and others of which have had a similar
approach to ours in having human services-type
departments running those facilities. This has really
been in large part due to the changing cohort of
offenders that we are seeing coming into youth justice
facilities right around Australia, not just in Victoria. But
we have had in a recent period of time a very different
cohort coming into the Victorian youth justice system
than we have seen before.
I make the point to the member that unlike other
jurisdictions Victoria has a very diversionary approach
in that the young offenders who end up being
incarcerated are very much at the pointy end of the
system. It will typically be the worst of the worst, the
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most serious and violent offenders, who will be
incarcerated in the Victorian youth justice system.
We have had a very violent, recidivist group of
offenders who have no regard for authority in the
community, and as they commit their very violent
offences and come into detention they similarly have no
regard for authority and the staff who work in these
facilities. I have made it very clear in this house on
numerous occasions that I will not stand for a situation
where our staff are being threatened or being attacked
by violent young offenders. Sadly, our staff have not
been adequately equipped to deal with this very much
changing cohort of offenders. I have explained that our
critical response team, employed by DHHS, has only
had a plastic shield by way of protection in response to
these very serious incidents.
This is why we made the decision. I know it is not one
that is universally supported, but we made the difficult
decision that we needed to make to bring corrections
staff into our facilities who have the expertise, the
training and the equipment to be able to respond to
these decisions. And I have been very pleased to be part
of a process in working within government that saw the
Premier announce yesterday that the youth justice
system — both the custodial and the community-based
youth justice system — will move across to the
Department of Justice and Regulation.
Ms Springle — On a point of order, President, the
minister has not answered my question. There are
47 seconds to go.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, the nub of
that question was actually whether it was a
recommendation of the people who undertook the
review. While you have provided us with information
on the decision itself, the specific point about whether
or not it was a recommendation from that review has
not been addressed at this point.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. The point
I make is that we have made a very important decision
to move youth justice to the department of justice,
where they do have the expertise to be able to deal with
a very challenging group of offenders.
In relation to the work that is being done — the review
that I started late last year by Penny Armytage and
Professor Jim Ogloff — that is important work that
continues. They have not finalised their report that will
be handed to government. I have indicated to the house
previously the ongoing nature of that particular work
and the fact that it is going to shape the operating model
and identify the other service gaps that exist within the
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system, but I am not going to be disclosing private
conversations that I might have had with those
individuals.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. We also learned
yesterday that the minister proposes to build a new
high-security youth prison at Werribee South, complete
with a prison-style intensive supervision unit like those
implicated in major abuses of young people in the
Northern Territory and New South Wales recently. Was
the decision to build a high-security youth prison that
will treat young people like adult criminals instead of
children with severe behavioural issues recommended
by Professor Ogloff and Ms Armytage’s review?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Whilst the supplementary question is not
really apposite to the substantive question, the point that
I would make to the member is that if she has a look at
the terms of reference for that review, that are in fact on
the department’s website, they do not go to the issue of
infrastructure. We had a separate process that I outlined
to the house just earlier, where we commissioned Neil
Comrie, a former Chief Commissioner of Police, to
make specific recommendations to government in
relation to infrastructure issues. So the work that Penny
Armytage and Professor Jim Ogloff are doing has very
specific terms of reference, and I would refer the
member to them to have a look at those terms of
reference.
Certainly there have been numerous informal
conversations between me and my department and
those two very esteemed individuals about our future
direction in the youth justice system, and as I said, I am
not going to disclose those private conversations.

Timber industry
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Agriculture, but I fear that I
may have been pipped by the order and that The
Nationals have got in slightly before me. However,
hopefully my questions are of more value.
Recently the Victorian forestry industry has been
rocked by news of potential mill closures due to
reduced volume in timber supply, as released by
VicForests. The issues surrounding the Heyfield mill
are being felt by many in the industry, and questions are
being raised as to why supply is not being made
available. As to some factors that have been influencing
the supply of timber, many coupes are being locked out

Tuesday, 7 February 2017

due to sightings of Leadbeater’s possums as a part of
protocol for timber selection. Minister, how many
coupes are currently unavailable for harvest because of
these sightings? The minister has indicated there have
been 400 sightings, but how many coupes are actually
locked out?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Young for his higher value question and his
interest in this very important matter. I take the
opportunity perhaps, in addition to the things that I have
already said in relation to this matter in response to
Ms Bath and Mr O’Sullivan, to indicate that the
modelling that has been done for VicForests takes into
account the current arrangements and some reasonable
expectation of future sightings. So these are models that
the government has indicated during the last week to
Australian Sustainable Hardwoods and indeed to the
local community that we will interrogate, but I think
that they are founded in very detailed consideration. So
we will continue to look at these matters closely to
properly explore what the available resource is.
In relation to Mr Young’s very specific question about
the number of coupes that the industry no longer has
access to, I will have to take that on notice just to be
sure that I provide him with an absolutely accurate
number — it changes frequently.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. It is very easy to understand the
protocol to ensure that we are cautious when harvesting
timber in these areas, and I would assume that part of
the protocol should be to review these sightings and
subsequent lockouts. So my supplementary question is:
Minister, what is the protocol to review the lockouts,
and at what point is this initiated?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — This
question goes somewhat closer to
Minister D’Ambrosio’s responsibility, but I certainly
can confirm that the protocols are currently being
reviewed. There was, when the former government
established them, an understanding about a point at
which that review would occur, and that is now
underway. I understand that that work is expected to be
completed in the next couple of months.

Ambulance services
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Minister Mikakos, representing the
Minister for Ambulance Services. Reducing pressure
on ambulance services and improving ambulance
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response times are stated priorities of the Andrews
government. In October 2016 Turning Point released its
report Ambo Project: Alcohol and Drug-Related
Ambulance Attendances. The report shows that for the
financial year 2013–14 there were 2155 heroin-related
ambulance attendances in metropolitan Melbourne.
That was a 13.8 per cent increase from the previous
year, and it equates to nearly six heroin-related
attendances every single day. The Ambulance Victoria
website says:
… the average cost of an emergency transport is more than
$1100 …

suggesting that the ambulance response costs for heroin
overdoses in metropolitan Melbourne alone exceed
$2.3 million per year. Minister, what is the actual cost
of heroin-related ambulance attendances in Melbourne
in the calendar years of 2015 and 2016?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Patten for her question as it
relates to Minister Hennessy’s portfolio. I obviously do
not have that figure at hand, and I will seek a written
response for the member within the required time
period, but I do make the point to the member that drug
addiction is a very complex issue. There is no single
solution to protecting our community from the
debilitating impacts of drugs. That is why our
government has made considerable investment in
relation to the issue of alcohol and drugs. We have put
in a significant investment. I know that Mr Foley as the
Minister for Mental Health has invested $192.5 million
to support a wide range of drug treatment services and
harm reduction initiatives, and that is just in the
2016–17 financial year alone. That represents a 12 per
cent funding increase over the past two years.
As a government we are taking a number of steps to
respond to the significant issue that is the drug problem,
particularly as it relates to the ice epidemic as well.
That is obviously an issue that I take a great deal of
interest in, given that it does have flow-on effects to my
portfolio as well. But I will seek a written response to
the member in relation to the specific figures from
Minister Hennessy.
Supplementary question
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — More
than three Victorians died per week from heroin
overdoses last year, and critical ambulance resources
were responding to nearly six heroin overdoses a day in
Melbourne. In today’s front-page article in the Herald
Sun ambulance call-outs to Kings Cross are quoted to
have fallen by 80 per cent in the time the Sydney safe
injecting centre has been in operation. The ambulance
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employees union has today said injecting rooms would
reduce assaults on ambos and free up crews. Does the
government agree that in addition to saving lives a
supervised injecting centre in North Richmond would
reduce pressure on ambulance services?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am a little bit
concerned about anticipation in this one because we
are, as I understand, to have a bill read into Parliament
and there has been media commentary and so forth on
this matter. Because it has not come in yet, I will accept
the question, but Minister, you might be guided by the
fact that this matter is likely to have at least some
exposure this week.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Thank you very much, President. I can
advise the member that, as I said, there is no single
solution to drug addiction, which is a complex issue,
but the government currently has no plans to introduce
a safe injecting facility in Victoria. We have a number
of other responses and interventions that we fund as a
government to respond to this issue. I outlined some of
these in my previous response to the member.
I also make the point that in our first 100 days in office
we put $45.5 million into stage 1 of the Ice Action Plan,
which included $26 million for treatment and support
services and provided additional workforce capacity,
rehabilitation support, an ice advice line, community
grants and support for families. This was followed by a
second investment of $57.6 million in our 2016–17
budget.
There are a number of other harm reduction activities
and investments that our government is making. We
welcome that there is going to be a parliamentary
inquiry into the issue of illicit and synthetic drugs and
prescription medication that will commence later in the
year, and we await the findings of this inquiry together
with a coronial inquest that is also underway in respect
of these matters.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
government has provided written answers to the
following questions on notice: 7010, 7046, 7247–58,
7453, 7629, 7631, 7633, 7636–9, 7651, 7657–8,
7670–2, 7675–9, 7680–4, 7689–700, 7706, 7709–11,
7714–17, 7724–7, 8521–4, 8922–3, 8927–31, 8935–44,
8949–52, 8954–7, 8959, 8961, 8965–9, 8973–82,
8987–90, 8992–5, 8997, 8999, 9000, 9409, 9412–14,
9726–8, 10 181, 10 183–91, 10 480.
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Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I draw
your attention to Ms Mikakos’s answer to my earlier
question, where she said she had been in consultation
with the CEO of the City of Wyndham. I have had
confirmed during the course of this question time that
in fact no consultation with that CEO has taken place.
Being the generous man that I am, I suggest to the
minister that she might like to reconsider her words, lest
she be thought to be misleading the house by her
answer.
Ms Mikakos — On the point of order, President, I
did speak with the CEO of Wyndham council — —
An honourable member — When?
Ms Mikakos — Today, in fact, by telephone. We
are in the process of organising a meeting with the CEO
and hopefully with the mayor as well. We have been
very up-front in outlining, as I did in my answer earlier,
the process that we have embarked upon with residents
being informed through a letterbox drop, an
information line and information sessions that will be
put in place. Mr Finn should go and check the transcript
from Neil Mitchell from last week, because Mr Guy in
the Legislative Assembly did in fact say he supported
Werribee South.

Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In respect of today’s
questions, regarding Ms Crozier’s first question to
Ms Mikakos, I would seek a written response to the
substantive question, and that is one day. Regarding
Mr Finn’s question to Ms Mikakos, I would seek a
written response to the supplementary question, and
that is one day. Regarding Ms Wooldridge’s question to
Mr Dalidakis, both the substantive and the
supplementary questions, I would seek a response, and
that is two days. Also Ms Springle’s question to
Ms Mikakos, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, that is one day; Mr Young’s substantive
question to Ms Pulford, that is one day; and Ms Patten’s
substantive question to Ms Mikakos, that is two days.
Mr Ondarchie — I raise a point of order, President,
in regard to the written response provided to a question
I posed to the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade on 8 December 2016 specifically regarding
the costs associated with a non-member of the
ministerial team, a non-member of the department — in
fact a backbencher — and ministerial office budget
expenditure for the member for Footscray’s parking,
office, travel and other costs. The response I got was
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quite a beige response in fact: that while the
department’s budget covers all costs, it was not specific
to the costs associated with this, and if I wanted any
further information, I was to refer to the annual report.
This is hardly a response to the detailed question, and I
ask for it to be reinstated.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President, if
you look at the question that Mr Ondarchie put, I
responded by clearly stating that the budget already
allows for those costs, and those costs are recorded in
the department’s annual report.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have looked at the
question and I have looked at the answer, and I am
satisfied that a further written response ought to be
provided to the question. Whilst the department’s
budget might well cover quite a range of things, it is an
unusual arrangement to have a backbencher providing
this sort of advice and being accommodated without
having an office-holder position in the department, and
I think from that point of view it does warrant an
explanation. So a further written response on that one.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Health. I am consistently being
contacted by constituents seeking urgent provision of
radiotherapy services at Goulburn Valley Health
(GV Health). Reasons include the disadvantages of
travelling — and Shepparton’s abysmal public transport
links to both Bendigo and Melbourne certainly add to
this difficulty — and that patients respond better to and
recover better from treatment when they are with their
own families in their own community. Other major
regional centres, some with smaller populations, have
radiotherapy services, and a Garvan Research
Foundation report found that unfortunately Shepparton
has the highest rates of prostate cancer, female breast
cancer, colorectal cancer, non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma
and kidney cancer.
The minister cannot keep fobbing this issue off on the
federal government. It is the Victorian health minister’s
responsibility to plan and provide for services in
Victoria, and Shepparton desperately needs locally
based radiotherapy services. My question of the
minister is: when will she acknowledge that
radiotherapy services are in demand and essential for
the Goulburn Valley residents and commit to additional
funding so these services can be included as part of the
GV Health hospital redevelopment?
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Northern Metropolitan Region

Western Metropolitan Region

Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs,
Robin Scott, who recently announced new funding for
multicultural sports grants. There are a multitude of
sporting clubs in my electorate that are more than
interested in applying for this funding. Sporting
activities break down barriers and connect diverse
communities. This initiative is welcome, and the
Andrews Labor government ought to be congratulated
for this ongoing, wonderful initiative. My question is:
could the minister provide advice about when the
guidelines will be finalised and when the grant round
will open so clubs in my electorate can apply for the
grants? There are many disadvantaged communities in
my area who will benefit greatly from this program.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My question
today is for the Minister for Local Government, the
Honourable Natalie Hutchins. My electorate office has
been approached by numerous constituents inquiring
about the forthcoming local government community
satisfaction survey. I am aware that more than
27 000 Victorians will participate in this survey and
that a total of 67 councils out of 79 in Victoria will take
part in this process. My question to the minister is:
which councils within my electorate of Western
Metropolitan Region will participate in the survey,
when will the results of the survey be available to the
public and where will my constituents be able to access
the results of this survey?

Western Victoria Region
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question today is for the Minister for Mental
Health. My question is in regard to mental health
services for young people in the City of Monash. The
council there has identified the existence of multiple
barriers faced by young people in attempting to access
mental health services. It should be noted that in recent
years services provided by the primary mental health
teams at both Eastern Health and Monash Health have
been cut. Other than those who present in person to the
Monash hospital emergency department, all Monash
young people who experience acute psychological
distress triage through either the Box Hill or the
Dandenong hospital. The report concluded that the
installation of a Headspace centre in Monash would
represent ‘a significant improvement in young people’s
capacity to seek support’. Will the minister advocate for
one of the federal government’s promised 10 new
Headspace centres to be built in the City of Monash?

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Education. I have been contacted by many concerned
parents in my electorate who choose to homeschool
their children. These parents have chosen to
homeschool their children for myriad reasons, and it is
a choice that parents have a right to make. Over the
Christmas period the government, hoping nobody
would notice, proposed regulatory changes to
homeschooling in Victoria. There was no prior
indication that regulatory changes to homeschooling
would be made, and the government has not been
forthcoming with a reason for instituting these changes.
This is rightly of great concern to the thousands of
Victorian families it will affect. So I ask the minister:
will he commit to going back to the drawing board and
conducting a full consultation with affected parents
before imposing any draconian regulation on
homeschooling families?

Western Metropolitan Region
Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I refer the minister to the plans to remove the
level crossing in Buckley Street in Essendon. I met with
the mayor of Moonee Valley last week, Cr Andrea
Surace, and she expressed to me the very real concerns
of the council about the impact of the current plan on
traffic in surrounding residential areas, in particular the
educational precinct containing Lowther Hall,
St Columba’s College and Penleigh and Essendon
Grammar School. It would appear there is a traffic
disaster on the way. I ask: will the minister put the
removal of this crossing on hold until such time as local
concerns can be addressed?

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Families
and Children, and Minister for Youth Affairs,
Ms Mikakos.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — What a good minister! I was
pleased to see the minister’s announcement that this
year 2000 new places will be created for kindergarten
children across Victoria. With growth areas such as
Wyndham in my electorate averaging 81 births per
week, kindergarten spaces will be needed in just a few
years. We all know the vital importance of early years
education in making Victoria the education state. Can
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the minister provide me with further information on
how many of these 2000 spaces are set for Western
Metropolitan Region?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Police and member for Bellarine
in the Legislative Assembly, the Honourable Lisa
Neville. I have raised in this house before the concerns
of communities in Queenscliff, Portarlington and
Drysdale about their unmanned police stations, and also
the lack of a 24-hour manned Waurn Ponds police
station. But a constituent has raised a concern with me
in relation to the Lara police station. Police have
indicated that it in fact is also unmanned during the day
and that they have been redirected to work in Corio. So
the question I ask the minister is: can she confirm if in
fact the Lara police station is manned at all during the
day; if not, why not; and can she give the Lara
community some indication of why that particular
community does not have the police support that is
needed?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Public Transport.
Tomorrow I will table more signatures on a petition
from residents asking for the Domain railway station to
be built by tunnelling, not cut and cover. This will
avoid St Kilda Road being reduced to one lane for years
and will also save many of its trees. Some 9000 people
have signed this petition. Many local residents believe
that the Melbourne Metro Rail Authority will allow one
more Anzac Day parade to march down St Kilda Road
and then the road will be dismantled and the trees will
come down. As every indication is, despite a number of
community concerns being consistently raised, that
work will proceed even though there is no finalised
station plan, my question is: what date will the tree
removal start?

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My constituency
question is for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, Minister D’Ambrosio. There is a
growing recognition of how traditional Indigenous fire
management practices can be applied to reduce fuel
loads, increase biodiversity, heal our landscape and
improve outcomes for community safety.
Last year leaders from the Wurundjeri and Gunaikurnai
people and representatives from the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, the Country
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Fire Authority, Parks Victoria, councils and the
Mountain Cattlemen’s Association of Victoria and
locals attended Indigenous firestick forums in my
electorate run by traditional fire specialist Victor
Steffensen. Hailing from northern Queensland and with
over 20 years experience, Victor has a wealth of
knowledge.
During March this year, on the invitation of local
Indigenous groups, Victor will again conduct
workshops in Eastern Victoria Region. A number of my
constituents have asked me to ask you, Minister, to
attend one of his on-country forums to understand how
Aboriginal cool-burn methods can be trialled
throughout Victoria.

CLIMATE CHANGE BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade); by leave, ordered to be read second time
forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Climate Change
Bill 2016 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill will repeal and re-enact with amendments the
Climate Change Act 2010 to give effect to the commitments
announced in the government’s response to the 2015
independent review of the Climate Change Act 2010.
Notably, the bill will provide for a long-term greenhouse gas
emissions reduction target; a framework for improved
decision-making; requirements for better planning and
delivery of statewide emissions reduction and climate change
preparedness; clarity and accountability through information
and reporting; and make minor consequential amendments to
the Environment Protection Act 1970.
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relies on this power to amend existing licences, so as to limit
the discharge or emission of greenhouse gas substances.

Section 13 — privacy
Section 13 of the charter provides for a person the right not to
have his or her family and close or enduring and personal
relationships unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 89 of the bill engages the right to privacy as it allows
the Secretary to the Department of Environment, Land, Water
and Planning to issue an extract from the register of carbon
sequestration agreements (CSAs) for agreements entered into
in relation to Crown land. The purpose of the register is to
provide for a method to record and account for CSAs entered
into on Crown land, since there is no Crown land register to
account for these transactions. The information shown on the
register relates to the basics of the CSA (as set out in
clause 88 of the bill) and would be voluntarily provided to the
secretary upon formation of the agreement. In addition, the
register must be available for inspection on the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning’s website.
The extract or certificate from the register would only include
the name of the person that is party to a CSA and that the
agreement is evidence that that person is the owner of carbon
sequestration right or soil carbon right. This information is
voluntarily provided to the secretary as part of the CSA
transaction, and the extract would not contain any information
that under the current provisions would not already be
publicly available. Therefore, for the reasons above, this
clause does not limit the right to privacy.
Section 19(2) — cultural rights
Section 19(2) of the charter confirms the distinct cultural
rights of Aboriginal people, including the right to not be
denied the enjoyment of their identity and culture.
Clause 4 of the bill provides that forest carbon rights, defined
as carbon sequestration rights (CSRs), soil carbon rights
(SCRs), and forestry rights, are interests in land. The effect of
this clause provides that CSRs and SCRs can be interests in
Crown land under part 8 of the bill.
While this clause may be perceived to restrict the human
rights of Aboriginal persons under section 19(2) of the charter
in relation to land, making CSRs and SCRs interests in land
does not create any new restrictions nor does it restrict the
exercise of any current rights of Aboriginal persons in relation
to Crown land. Further, clause 72 of the bill expressly
provides that the grant of a CSR or SCR does not extinguish
native title, and clause 76 provides that the rights cannot be
granted unless doing so is consistent with requirements
relating to native title and Aboriginal cultural heritage.
Therefore for the reasons above, the bill does not deprive
Aboriginal persons of a relationship with the land, and
therefore does not limit the rights under section 19(2).
Section 20 — property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law. ‘Property’ includes statutory rights such as licences.
Clause 101 of the bill amends the Environment Protection
Act 1970 to expressly empower the EPA to regulate the
emission or discharge of greenhouse gas substances. This has
the potential to engage section 20 of the charter if the EPA

However, the right would only be engaged if such licences
were held by individuals, as section 6(1) of the charter
specifies that corporations do not have human rights. It is
unlikely that licences would be held by individuals.
Even if the section 20 right is engaged, I consider that the bill
does not limit property rights. Any exercise of the power by
EPA would be in accordance with regulation or statutory
policy which will be accessible, precise and not arbitrary. Any
impact on property rights will therefore be in accordance with
the law, as permitted by section 20.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Andrews Labor government recognises that climate
change is one of the most critical issues facing us today, and
we are committed to taking serious and far-reaching action
that makes Victoria a model for others to follow.
This bill repeals and re-enacts with amendments the Climate
Change Act 2010.
It is a key component of the election commitment to reinstate
Victoria as a leader in climate change action, giving effect to
the vast majority of the recommendations of the independent
review of the act, which the government initiated in 2015.
It provides Victoria with a world-leading legislative
framework to manage the risks climate change presents, and
to maximise the opportunities that arise from decisive action,
with the objective of transitioning to a net zero emissions,
climate-resilient community and economy.
It builds on the original Climate Change Act, which at the
time was landmark legislation for the state of Victoria and
Australia.
This bill, however, is just one component of the Andrews
Labor government’s comprehensive response to climate
change. This includes a series of reforms to drive emissions
reduction, build the state’s resilience and help Victoria attract
the new, low carbon industries and jobs which will underpin
our future prosperity and liveability. This work has been
supported by the bringing together of the climate change and
energy portfolios earlier this year, which has allowed the
government to address key elements of our transition in an
integrated manner.
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Taking action on climate change
The global community has accepted that without significant
global action to curb greenhouse gas emissions, temperature
increases and climatic changes have increasingly severe
impacts on our food and water security, our economy, our
health and wellbeing, our infrastructure, and on the natural
environment we pass on to future generations. Some impacts
are already visible, and more are locked in. This is as true for
Victoria as it is for Bangladesh, Norway or Brazil.
In December 2015 at the 21st Conference of parties in Paris,
195 countries, including Australia, reached a historic
agreement to combat climate change and to accelerate the
transition to a net zero emissions future. The Paris
agreement’s central aim is to hold the average global
temperature increase to well below 2 degrees Celsius above
pre-industrial levels and pursue efforts to keep warming
below 1.5 degrees Celsius. This agreement entered into force
on 4 November 2016.
Climate science tells us that in order to meet this global
objective and avoid irreversible and severe climate change
impacts, emissions will need to decline to net zero levels by
the second half of the century and remain there in the long
term.
Decarbonisation of the world’s economy is already underway,
and all national, state and local governments have a role to
play in supporting and accelerating this global shift. Delaying
action risks locking in more adverse climate impacts.
Paris recognised this, highlighting the importance of
subnational governments in driving climate change action, as
confirmed in the memorandum of understanding on
subnational global climate leadership.
States like Victoria have a key role to play and can make a
difference.
Australia’s national emissions targets and policy frameworks
are not sufficient to meet the objectives of the Paris
agreement. Victoria is not waiting for this to change and is
acting now.
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energy resources in the world, predominantly in wind, solar
and marine and considerable expertise and capability in
innovation, research and manufacturing.
This means that, with the right policy signals, the Victorian
economy can lead the way in contributing to new and
innovative low carbon technologies.
The government is already undertaking major initiatives to
decouple greenhouse gas emissions from economic growth
and transition Victoria to a net zero economy. Key
contributions to this are the TAKE2 pledge program,
Victoria’s renewable energy action plan, the energy efficiency
and productivity strategy and the New Energy Jobs Fund and
new energy technologies strategy.
Early action will also ensure that Victoria remains resilient to
changing and more extreme climatic conditions. We are
already experiencing climate change impacts and further
changes are inevitable. Victoria has already experienced a rise
in temperature and reduction in rainfall across the state since
1950.
Over the past 100 years, global surface temperatures have
risen by almost 1 degree Celsius and both the atmosphere and
oceans have warmed. The World Meteorological
Organisation declared 2015 to be the hottest year on record
and in 2016, each of the first six months has set a record as
the warmest respective month in the modern temperature
record.
Across Australia, eight of the country’s 10 warmest years
have occurred since 2002.
It is critical that Victorians continue to reduce the state’s
vulnerability to these impacts, and build its capacity to deal
with them in the future. Preparing for climate change today
will reduce the costs and damages of a changing climate in
the future.
The Andrews Labor government is already building climate
change into our plans, strategies and legislation, such as the
water plan, Plan Melbourne, biodiversity plan and the new
marine and coastal act, to ensure we are prepared for the
unavoidable impacts Victoria will experience.

The Victorian government is committed to playing its part in
global efforts to limit warming to 1.5–2 degrees Celsius.
Being a responsible global citizen is what the Victorian
community wants and expects of us.

At the same time the government must ensure a just and
orderly transition that supports all Victorians, particularly
vulnerable communities, sectors and regions.

This bill provides Victoria with a platform for effective,
state-based climate action. It is designed to work effectively
alongside, or to supplement, national action. It allows us to
adjust our response depending on the international context, as
well as action taken by other states and territories.

By building on policies, by establishing strong legislative
frameworks, as provided for in this bill, and providing
information to drive and support action by all Victorians,
government can continue to lead Victoria’s transition to a net
zero emissions, climate-resilient future.

Benefits and opportunities of transitioning to a net zero
emissions, climate-resilient future

Rationale for strong climate laws and shortcomings of
current legislation

Our long-term prosperity is dependent on us significantly
reducing our greenhouse gas emissions and preparing for
climate change impacts. By acting now, Victoria will realise
the economic benefits of new industry opportunities and
avoid the more disruptive and costly transition that is the
inevitable consequence of delay.

In 2010, the previous Labor government saw the need for a
world-leading legislative framework to both drive and guide
action, and delivered the original Climate Change Act 2010.

It will allow Victoria to remain competitive in the
international marketplace and an attractive place to invest and
to live. For example, Victoria has some of the best renewable

The critical importance of climate change legislation has not
diminished, but the 2012 amendments gutted the legislation.
They make this new legislation before us even more critical.
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Climate change is a pervasive, long-term challenge — we
need clear frameworks and enduring rules to guide our
response.
In 2015 the government initiated an independent review of
the act to ensure it provides a strong foundation for action by
government, business and community. The review made
33 recommendations on how to create an act that supports
current and future needs, the vast majority of which
government accepted and which are now given effect through
this bill.
I would like to thank the independent review committee for
their ambitious and considered recommendations. I would
also like to thank the thousands of individuals and
organisations who made submissions to the review.
This bill provides Victoria with a world-leading legislative
framework by:
setting emissions reduction targets and objectives to
guide policy development;
requiring strategic, whole-of-government planning
across adaptation and mitigation; and
driving transparency and accountability through regular
information and reports.
Key elements of bill
I now turn to the provisions of the bill itself.
Preliminary (part 1)
The preamble reflects the considerable shifts in the national
and international context for climate change since 2010. In
particular, it references the international agreement reached in
Paris. This agreement creates a new context for action, and
provides a clear statement of global ambition, which is
reflected in the bill.
Long-term target (part 2, division 1)
Victoria does not currently have a legislated emissions
reduction target; the previous target was repealed by the
former coalition government in 2012.
In June 2016, this government announced a long-term target
for Victoria of net zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050.
The bill legislates this target and places a duty on the Premier
and minister to ensure it is met.
Embedding a target in legislation provides a clear and
compelling signal to community, investors and all sectors of
the economy regarding the need for sustained and significant
action.
The target requires us to have net zero emissions by the year
2050. It requires Victoria to reduce our emissions to as close
to zero as possible, maximise the removal of greenhouse
gases from the atmosphere through sequestration activities in
Victoria, and if the amount of sequestration does not balance
any remaining emissions, secure eligible offsets from outside
of Victoria to make up the difference.
What constitutes an ‘eligible offset’ will be prescribed in
regulations to ensure that emissions have been genuinely and
permanently sequestered or avoided.
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Interim targets (part 2, division 2)
Making the transition to a net zero economy is a big change
that requires careful planning and sustained action.
Therefore, the bill requires the Premier and minister to set
five-yearly interim targets from 2020 onwards. These will
contribute to an orderly, low-cost transition to 2050 whilst
limiting our cumulative emissions, which is key to ensuring
Victoria plays its part in limiting global warming to well
below 2 degrees Celsius.
The bill outlines a number of important features of interim
targets.
First, targets must be set in advance to provide guidance on
Victoria’s short and medium-term ambitions to business and
policymakers.
Second, to limit cumulative emissions each target must be set
at a level that is consistent with meeting the long-term target
and must be more ambitious than any preceding interim
target.
Finally, when setting targets, the minister and Premier must
have regard to published independent expert advice. This
advice will provide not only options for the target but how we
can reduce our emissions over time and across the economy,
which will then be used to inform pledges developed under
the bill.
The advice must take into account a range of factors,
including climate science, advances in technology as well as
economic, environmental and social impacts. This will ensure
that interim targets are robust and credible and keep us on the
path to the long-term target.
Decision-making framework and schedule 1 (part 3)
The obligations in this part of the bill remain unchanged from
the existing act. The bill requires that, when making specified
decisions or actions listed in schedule 1, decision-makers
must take climate change into account. This includes
consideration of both the impacts of climate change on a
particular decision, and how the decision will contribute to
Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions.
In its response to the independent review, government
committed to reviewing and updating this framework and the
listed acts in schedule 1 over the next year.
Policy objectives and guiding principles (part 4)
It is crucial that action taken on climate change across
different areas of government is consistent and coherent.
However, this must be balanced with the ability of
government to respond flexibly in different contexts or to
changing circumstances.
The bill facilitates this by introducing a principles-based
approach, with a set of commonly agreed policy objectives
and guiding principles to guide policymaking across the full
range of government decisions and operations. More
specifically, under the bill the objectives and principles will:
inform the strategic planning components of the bill and
the setting of interim targets; and
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influence how government decisions, policies, programs
and processes consider climate change.
These requirements will send a strong signal of the
importance of integrating climate change across all areas of
government operations and decision-making, and provide a
common platform from which to build an integrated and
coherent response.
The policy objectives build upon those recommended by the
independent review and broadly relate to reducing emissions
in line with the long-term target and interim targets, building
our resilience and preparing for climate impacts, and
supporting vulnerable people and communities in the
transition.
The bill retains a set of guiding principles from the existing
act, which are largely unchanged, except that the principle of
complementarity has been replaced with the principle of
compatibility. This substitution is to emphasise the
importance of state-level action regardless of federal
government ambition, while at the same time acknowledging
the importance of policy coherence across and between
different governments and levels of government.
Climate change strategy (part 5, division 1)
The bill recognises the importance of integrated strategic
planning to drive climate change action across the state and
introduces a requirement for the minister to prepare a climate
change strategy in 2020, and every five years thereafter.
The strategy will contain the government’s priorities for
action on climate change across mitigation, adaptation and
transition for each five-year period. This will ensure that
government considers the linkages across these three areas,
including any potential conflicts, as well as synergies.
The strategy will also contain specific adaptation
requirements designed to prepare Victoria for the impacts of
climate change; and mitigation requirements to drive
emissions reductions within government and across Victoria
more broadly, in order to help achieve the interim targets.
To ensure there is appropriate community participation in the
development of the strategy, a draft strategy must be released
for public comment.
Adaptation action plans (part 5, division 2)
Climate change adaptation needs to be an increasing focus of
government planning. Although not as widespread as is
required, many areas within government and across the
community have recognised the importance of integrating
climate change into their activities. Accordingly, the bill sets
up a whole-of-government structure to build on this existing
work, and support areas that are not as far progressed in
planning for climate change impacts.
It introduces system-based planning for adaptation, focusing
on key systems that are either vulnerable to climate change
impacts, or are essential to ensure Victoria is prepared.
Systems-based planning is already used in a number of
jurisdictions, and has the following benefits:
it enables a targeted response to climate change, focused
on the unique characteristics and needs of a given
system; and
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it acknowledges up-front the important role of many
stakeholders beyond government in adaptation planning
and develops a shared sense of responsibility and
ownership.

Under the bill, adaptation action plans must be developed
every five years by nominated ministers, following the release
of the climate change strategy, covering the following
systems:
built environment;
health and human services;
natural environment;
primary production;
education and training;
transport; and
the water cycle.
The bill enables flexibility by allowing the minister to assign
a system, or components of a particular system or a
combination of components, to one or more ministers. For
example, it may be necessary to have an adaptation action
plan focused on coastal adaptation, in which case the ‘coastal’
elements of primary production and the natural and built
environments can be regrouped into an overarching ‘coastal
adaptation action plan’. Similarly, a specific ‘energy
adaptation action plan’ could also be created by extracting
energy infrastructure from the built environment system.
So that adaptation action plans build on, and do not duplicate
existing work, each will begin with a gap analysis designed to
assess how current policy relating to that system responds to
(or is responding to) the priorities contained in the most recent
climate change strategy. The results of this analysis will
inform whether, and what type of, actions are required.
However, the bill does not prevent an adaptation action plan
from addressing additional risks, vulnerabilities, opportunities
or system-specific priorities.
Pledges (part 5, division 3)
The bill introduces a process to develop pledges to help drive
emissions reduction to meet the interim targets and,
ultimately, the long-term target for 2050.
Victoria will be the first jurisdiction in Australia to implement
and legislate a whole-of-economy pledge model based on the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
process and the Paris agreement.
A pledge is a statement containing actions to reduce
emissions that will be undertaken over the five-year pledge
period, and an estimate of the potential greenhouse gas
emissions reduction these actions will deliver.
There are two types of government pledges — a
whole-of-government pledge and sector pledges. These
pledges mandate government leadership by requiring the
government to reduce its own emissions and appropriate
ministers to reduce emissions from their areas of
responsibility.
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Whole-of-government pledge

Reporting and transparency (part 6)

The minister will be responsible for developing the
whole-of-government pledge to reduce emissions associated
with government operations, including building energy use,
waste management and transport use.

The bill introduces a series of reporting requirements to
ensure that regular up-to-date information is provided to
Parliament, and through it, the public on climate change
generally and on progress towards meeting the interim and
long-term targets.

All government departments must contribute actions to this
pledge. In order to ensure pledging obligations extend to
public entities with significant emissions profiles, these public
entities will be prescribed in regulations and must also
contribute actions.
Sector pledges
The minister, in consultation with the Premier, will nominate
ministers to prepare sector pledges. These must contain
actions the government will take, such as policy or regulatory
changes, to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in relation to
prescribed categories of emissions and removals, namely:
energy, including stationary energy, transport and
fugitive emissions;

A regular and comprehensive reporting regime will help to
strengthen accountability for achieving emissions reduction
and to drive action in the community.
To understand whether we are on track to meet our interim
targets and long-term target, the bill requires that the minister
prepares a report at the end of each interim target period,
stating whether a target was met, and if not, reasons why. To
provide transparency and accountability on the policies and
proposals designed to deliver emissions reductions, it must
contain an assessment of the implementation and
effectiveness of the pledges for a given period.

industrial processes and product use;

Other reporting mechanisms in the act focus on providing
regulation updated information to the community about
climate science, and the impacts of climate change to
Victoria, as well as our emissions.

agriculture;

Carbon sequestration on private and Crown land (parts 7 and 8)

waste; and

These parts are largely untouched from the existing act.

land use, land use change and forestry.

Part 7 of the bill provides statutory recognition of proprietary
rights for forestry, carbon sequestration and soil carbon as an
interest in land and enables the making of forestry and carbon
management agreements with respect to ongoing
management obligations capable of binding successors in title
following recording on title.

These categories are aligned with the national greenhouse gas
inventory and international reporting system.
The bill enables flexibility in how sector pledges are prepared.
This flexibility is critical for ensuring the pledges can evolve
and respond to changing circumstances — be that technology
or the broader regulatory environment — providing an
overarching framework that allows future Victorian
governments the capacity to respond to these changes in a
timely way. Further, pledges can be made in relation to a
category, part of a category or a combination of categories, so
long as all sources of emissions are covered. This will allow
sector pledges to be more ‘policy relevant’. For example, for
the energy sector, it may be appropriate to divide the ‘energy’
pledge into supply-side and demand-side pledges, given the
difference in policy mechanisms and approaches required to
drive emissions reductions in these subsectors: supply side
being focused on the structure of the electricity market and
infrastructure, and demand side more on energy efficiency.
These arrangements will ensure that long-term planning and
policy decisions for our biggest emitting sectors, such as
energy, agriculture and transport, will drive and support the
adoption of net zero practices and technologies.
Council pledges
To acknowledge the work already done by many local
councils to reduce emissions, while minimising
administrative burden, the bill will enable councils to opt in to
producing pledges. Under this arrangement, a council can
elect to produce a pledge; if it chooses to do so it must follow
the requirements in the bill.
All forms of pledges will be developed alongside the climate
change strategy, and published as part of it.

Part 8 of the bill empowers the secretary to manage Crown
land for the purposes of carbon sequestration on behalf of the
Crown, facilitates the strategic assessment of Crown land
available for carbon sequestration and enables carbon
sequestration rights and soil carbon rights to be granted in
relation to Crown land to third parties through carbon
sequestration agreements.
Amendments to Environment Protection Act 1970 (part 11)
Finally, the bill amends the Environment Protection Act 1970
to clarify that the Environment Protection Authority’s powers,
duties and functions include recommending to the Governor
in Council the making of statutory policies and regulations to
regulate the emission of greenhouse gas substances to
contribute to the interim and long-term targets.
This bill positions Victoria to capitalise on the opportunities
and meet the challenges presented by climate change by
setting up a clear policy framework and a pathway to 2050
that is consistent with the global 2-degree goal. It provides a
platform for subsequent action by government, community
and business and the long-term perspective and policy
stability needed to drive innovation and investment. It
establishes Victoria as a leader in climate change action and a
model for others to follow.
The Andrews Labor government is proud to restore Victoria
to leadership and action on climate change.
It is time we rejoin the rest of the world, time for Victoria to
act now to preserve what we have for future generations.
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This bill provides the certainty and framework needed by all
Victorians, by communities and by businesses, to start taking
action now to reduce emissions.
This bill is just and fair, and ensures that we will work with
impacted communities as our state, and the world, transition
to a low carbon future.
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functions of the Secretary to the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources, and those of
the chief executive of Creative Victoria. The bill establishes
clear principles relating to the arts and the creative industries
and provides for the preparation of an arts and creative
industries strategy every four years.
Human rights issues

This bill is flexible, so that in the future we can adapt to
changes in policy at the national and international level, and
in technology and science.
This bill is long overdue, after those opposite ignored the
science and the community’s expectations and sadly
diminished the previous legislation. I hope they have learnt
their lesson, and have finally acknowledged the science and
necessity to act in the long-term interest of Victoria. Business
as usual is not an option.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The Creative Victoria Bill 2016 does not limit any human
rights. However, a number of rights are relevant to the bill
and are promoted.

This bill aligns with the international consensus, and positions
our state to once again lead the nation and grow our economy.

In particular, the bill promotes cultural rights under section 19
of the charter, including supporting and promoting the
practice of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander arts in
Victoria. The bill also promotes the section 15 freedom of
expression.

But, most importantly, this bill is the right thing to do.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

I wish it a speedy passage.

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.

I commend the bill to the house.

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

CREATIVE VICTORIA BILL 2016

Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
it does not raise any human rights issues.
Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture

Second reading

Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade); by leave, ordered to be read second time
forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Creative
Victoria Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Creative Victoria Bill 2016, as introduced
to the Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as
set out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The main purpose of the Creative Victoria Bill 2016 (the bill)
is to recognise the role and value of culture, art and the
creative industries to the state of Victoria. The bill sets out the

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
Introduction
This bill is explicit recognition and support of the Parliament
of Victoria for the arts, culture and creative industries in
Victoria.
It recognises the enduring role and value of culture, art and
the creative industries and ensures that government support of
the creative industries remains current and effective.
Role of legislation
The existing Arts Victoria Act has been a symbol of the
Victorian Parliament’s appreciation of arts and culture since
1972. While aspects of that legislation are now well out of
date, its symbolic function remains of continuing importance.
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We know that human expression, through arts and culture, is
fundamental to the unique development of societies and
economies. It provides us with a source of inspiration and
pride and contributes to a unifying culture for communities,
states and countries. Engagement in the arts and cultural
activities enriches individual lives and brings greater cohesion
to communities. It is important for the full participation of
every citizen in public life.
The combined effect of expression through art and culture has
helped to define human identity for thousands of years, from
the earliest Aboriginal communities of Australia to the
present day.
In addition to these critical cultural and social qualities, arts
and culture and the creative industries have a wider impact on
our economy, health and wellbeing, and education. From
research undertaken in 2015, we know that the creative
economy is worth $23 billion to Victoria and that it employs
around 220 000 people. We know that it provides the state
with more than $1 billion in cultural tourism every year.
The proposed legislation will provide new recognition for the
private and public benefits of the arts and creative industries.
It will be an important, formal acknowledgement of their
value and the central, ongoing role they play in the life of
Victorians and the Victorian community.
The bill also provides the opportunity to recognise in
legislation the centrality of Aboriginal culture and art to our
cultural life. The bill recognises the fundamental importance
of practising and revitalising artistic and cultural customs to
the ongoing vitality of Aboriginal cultural life, community
resilience and community voice.
The Arts Victoria Act 1972 has fulfilled some of these roles
over the last 34 years but it is no longer a close enough
reflection of government policy and activity in relation to the
arts, culture and the creative industries. It does not take
account of contemporary views about the role and value of
the creative industries, for example, as an instrument for
improved social outcomes. Nor does it acknowledge their
economic contribution.
In addition, the Arts Victoria Act 1972 does not comprehend
current administrative arrangements, principally the creation
of Creative Victoria by this government to promote and
support the creative industries in this state. The act also
contains redundant provisions providing for an arts fund trust
and the establishment of the Victorian Council of the Arts,
neither of which are actively used or needed.
Purpose of the bill
The purposes of the bill, which are both symbolic and
functional, are set out in clause 1. It will establish principles in
relation to the arts and creative industries in Victoria, as well
as describing the role and functions of public service
office-holders.
Principles relating to arts and the creative industries
The principles recognise the importance of arts and culture to
Victoria and to Victorians. As the Parliament has previously
done in the Multicultural Victoria Act 2011, the principles are
an expression of the enduring relevance, importance and
impact of arts and culture.
They refer to the role, contribution and value of the creative
industries in the Victorian community, culture and economy.
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And they reflect the views and values expressed during
extensive public and industry consultation on the
government’s first creative industries strategy, Creative State.
The principles express the Parliament of Victoria’s
recognition of:
the intrinsic value of the arts and creative industries and
their contribution to Victorian life;
the significant contribution of the arts and creative
industries to Victoria’s wealth and prosperity; and
the arts and creative industries as a means to improve the
quality of life of individual Victorians and Victorian
communities.
They also recognise that ‘all Victorians are equally entitled to
participate in and contribute to the arts and creative industries
in Victoria and that they are free to express themselves
through art’.
These principles are a critical high-level statement about arts
and culture, without creating any formal rights or obligations
or giving rise to any civil cause of action.
Functional provisions
The main functional provisions in the bill describe functions
of the secretary of the department relating to the arts and
creative industries and formally recognise Creative Victoria
by establishing the role of chief executive, and setting out
applicable functions and objectives.
The bill also requires that the Minister for Creative Industries
prepare a strategy for the arts and creative industries every
four years. This will ensure that the government’s key
priorities for the arts and creative industries in Victoria are
reviewed and that it is most effectively achieving the
objectives set out in this bill.
The bill will repeal the Arts Victoria Act 1972.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms CROZIER (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 14 February.

OWNER DRIVERS AND FORESTRY
CONTRACTORS AMENDMENT BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
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Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
Opening paragraphs
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 Owner Drivers
and Forestry Contractors Amendment Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors
Amendment Bill 2016, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The bill makes amendments to the Owner Drivers and
Forestry Contractors Act 2005 in respect of the Transport
Industry Council and the Forestry Industry Council, and their
membership, and to update the name of the responsible
department.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
There are no charter rights limited by the bill.
The Hon. Gavin Jennings, MP
Special Minister of State

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
Background
This bill seeks to amend the Owner Drivers and Forestry
Contractors Act 2005 by updating the membership of a
ministerial advisory council created under the act, and further
amending the act to provide a procedural mechanism to allow
for future membership changes in circumstances where a
nominating organisation ceases to exist or changes its legal
form.
The Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act, established
by the Bracks government in 2005, provides basic protections
for potentially vulnerable small businesses, namely,
owner-drivers in the transport industry and harvesting and
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haulage contractors in the forestry industry. The act also
establishes a mechanism for the effective resolution of
disputes.
Owner-drivers are involved in a range of transport activities,
including as couriers and in the transport of raw materials,
manufactured goods, and agricultural products. The road
transport industry is characterised by small family-run
businesses, with the vast majority of transport businesses
employing less than five employees. When the act was
introduced, there was evidence to show very low levels of
earnings for owner-driver and forestry contractors. This led to
high rates of business failure and working conditions and
hours of work that did not meet a fair community standard.
Harvesting contractors are engaged to fell and process saw
logs and other forest products. Haulage contractors transport
these products to sawmills or other processors.
Forestry contractors and owner-drivers can be exposed to low
earnings and working longer hours for less money. There is
evidence linking low rates with very long hours of work and
increased levels of fatigue, which in turn may affect road
safety. Long hours also lead to poor health outcomes, such as
higher rates of chronic injuries.
The forestry and transport industry councils
The Owner Drivers and Forestry Contractors Act establishes
two ministerial councils, the Transport Industry Council and
the Forestry Industry Council. The council members represent
a balance of hirers and contractors. The council members
bring with them a high level of industry expertise.
The industry councils’ key focus is to address any
information imbalance between the contracting parties.
In particular, and drawing on the expertise of the council
members, rates and costs schedules outlining the realistic
costs of running a business are provided to owners. These
provide indicative rates to factor into negotiations between
contractors and hirers.
Proposed amendments
Since the act was passed in 2005 there have been changes to
representative bodies identified in the legislation. The
Australian Plantation Products and paper Industry Council
Limited merged with the National Association of Forest
Industries, and now operates under the name Australian
Forest Products Association Limited. The Victorian
Harvesting and Cartage Council, became the Victorian Forest
Contractors Association, and was subsequently wound up in
2015. Both these organisations were represented on the
Forestry Industry Council. The Australian Forest Contractors
Association has been identified as an alternative body suitably
representing the interests of the contractors. It is proposed,
therefore, to amend the act to reflect these organisational
changes.
In addition to updating the names of these two industry
nominating bodies, it is proposed to amend the act to reflect
the most recent machinery of government changes. The
amendments do not alter the balance between industry and
union bodies represented on the Forestry Industry Council.
Sections 56(2) and 59(2) currently allow the minister to select
an alternative, suitably representative organisation to make a
nomination for membership of the councils in some
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circumstances, for example, if a member resigns from a
council. Under the act as presently framed, the minister
cannot nominate an alternative organisation, when one of the
nominating organisations no longer exists or changes its legal
form or entity.
It is proposed that the act be amended to insert a facilitative
process to allow, in such a circumstance, the minister to select
an alternative representative body who can nominate a
member to either of the councils.
The change will obviate the need to amend the act in such an
eventuality.
The proposed amendments to the act have the support of the
industry and union organisations participating on the councils.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 14 February.

URBAN RENEWAL AUTHORITY
VICTORIA AMENDMENT
(DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA) BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) 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 Urban Renewal
Authority Victoria Amendment (Development Victoria) Bill
2016.
In my opinion, the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria
Amendment (Development Victoria) Bill 2016 (the bill), as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Human rights issues
The right to privacy in section 13 of the charter includes the
protection of a person’s right not to have their privacy
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 20 of the bill, inserts a new part 3A into the Urban
Renewal Authority Victoria Act 2003 (the principal act),
regarding the transfer of designated projects from nominated
agencies to Development Victoria. The allocation of property,
rights and liabilities at law will be effected by new
sections 56C to 56H.
Clause 20 may give rise to some minor interferences with the
right to privacy protected by charter. Specifically, new
section 56E of the principal act provides that Development
Victoria and a nominated agency (being a public statutory
body responsible for managing or delivering a relevant
project) must give to the relevant ministers and the Treasurer
a statement relating to the property, rights and liabilities of the
nominated agency in relation to the designated project,
allocating such property, rights and liabilities to Development
Victoria. New section 56F(1) provides for the certification of
such allocation statements on behalf of the nominated agency
and new section 56F(3) provides that the nominated agency
must keep a register of such certificates and make that register
reasonably available for inspection by Development Victoria
or any other interested person.
To the extent that the certificates to be made available for
inspection under new section 56F could contain personal
information (that is, personal information about individuals in
the context of the allocated property, rights and liabilities),
clause 20 may interfere with those persons’ rights to privacy.
However, the provisions are clear and serve the important
purpose of ensuring transparency and certainty with respect to
property, rights and liabilities allocated to Development
Victoria by nominated agencies. Therefore, in my view, any
interferences will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary and the
right to privacy is therefore not limited by the bill.
Hon. Gavin Jennings, MP
Special Minister of State

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

Incorporated speech as follows:

Overview
Overview
The bill amends the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Act
2003 to abolish the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria,
establish Development Victoria in its place, transfer relevant
projects and make other consequential amendments to that
and other acts.

The purpose of this bill is to establish Development Victoria
as a new authority to deliver government’s property
development and social and economic capital works projects.
Earlier this year we made a commitment to streamline
government’s public land use and development system. The
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creation of Development Victoria is central to this
commitment.
Development Victoria will incorporate Major Projects
Victoria and Places Victoria to create a centre of expertise
that will improve role clarity, reduce duplication, and provide
stronger governance and financial control over government’s
land and project development activities.
This move will be welcomed by the investment industry as it
will provide a central contact point and consistency in
government project delivery.
Development Victoria will be equipped to deliver a diverse
range of projects that meet government’s policy objectives,
such as building more social and affordable housing, and
developing priority precincts such as at Arden and
Fishermans Bend.
Important urban renewal and property development projects
currently being undertaken by Places Victoria will be
completed by Development Victoria. The success of the
revitalising central Dandenong project will be continued by
Development Victoria, as will the ongoing development of
Docklands and Junction Place, Wodonga.
Development Victoria will apply its experience and expertise
to the delivery of not only property development and urban
renewal projects, but also to social and economic capital
works projects that enhance our cities. Development Victoria
will continue the projects of Major Projects Victoria,
including the Ballarat West employment zone, the Melbourne
Park redevelopment project and the state library
redevelopment project.
Amendment bill
I will now outline the major provisions of the bill.
This bill amends the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria Act
2003 to abolish the Urban Renewal Authority Victoria, which
trades as Places Victoria, and establish a new statutory
authority called Development Victoria as its successor in law.
New purposes have been introduced to provide Development
Victoria with a focus on delivery of government’s property
development and social and economic capital works projects
and activities that have the objective of optimising the social
and economic value of surplus or underutilised
government-owned land.
Development Victoria will also provide a key advisory role to
government, departments and agencies, to take advantage of
the consolidation of property development and project
management expertise afforded by the centralised model.
This includes provision of valuable advice to support strategic
land use assessment by the new Land Use Victoria, also part
of the government’s land reforms initiative announced earlier
this year.
The bill amends the functions in the act to address the
requirement that Development Victoria deliver property
development and social and economic capital works projects
and activities in accordance with government policies and
strategies. This differs from the narrower urban renewal focus
that currently applies.
The bill requires that Development Victoria performs its
functions of carrying out property development and social
and economic capital works projects, acquiring and disposing
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of land, carrying out projects with private sector partners, and
providing advisory services to government, departments and
agencies, only at the request of the minister. This is to ensure
that Development Victoria focuses its efforts on projects that
align with government’s policy objectives and priorities.
To reinforce this, the bill introduces a specific requirement
that Development Victoria must undertake property
development and social and economic capital works projects
in accordance with government policies and strategies.
In doing this, however, it is imperative that Development
Victoria maintains its commercial skills and approach to
project delivery to provide best outcomes for government,
even when a commercial return is not the main objective. The
bill will therefore remove the requirement that the authority
carry out its functions ‘on a commercial basis’, and instead
require that Development Victoria do so ‘using commercial
disciplines’.
Transition to Development Victoria
The bill will transfer all responsibilities, assets and liabilities
of Places Victoria to Development Victoria.
It will also transfer all staff and projects, so that Development
Victoria can transition without disruption to the progress of
any project currently being undertaken by Places Victoria.
The bill will similarly transfer projects that are being
delivered by Major Projects Victoria under the Project
Development and Construction Management Act 1994. This
methodology will give Development Victoria the necessary
powers and responsibilities to successfully complete these
property development and social and economic capital works
projects of high priority to the government.
The bill also provides for the transfer of projects from other
government departments and agencies to Development
Victoria in the future. This may be applied, by agreement, to
property development projects such as those being
undertaken by VicTrack that are capable of delivery by
Development Victoria.
Development Victoria will also be capable of delivering
integrated development opportunities arising from the level
crossings removal program and the metro tunnel project and
major housing development projects for the director of
housing.
The board of Places Victoria will transition to Development
Victoria under the provisions of the bill. The board skills will
be enhanced by the addition of a director with skills,
experience and expertise in public policy. This will provide
the board with strengthened capacity to consider broader
public policy impacts during its decision-making.
Conclusion
The establishment of Development Victoria as government’s
primary development authority puts the government in a
strong position to deliver its policy objectives while ensuring
value to the state.
This new centre of expertise will ensure that government’s
property development and social and economic capital works
projects and activities can be delivered with greater efficiency
using best practice.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned for Mr DAVIS (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 14 February.

WRONGS AMENDMENT
(ORGANISATIONAL CHILD ABUSE) BILL
2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms MIKAKOS
(Minister for Families and Children); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
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The bill also recognises the difficulties child abuse plaintiffs
often face when recovering compensation against
organisations for child abuse perpetrated by organisational
personnel. In addition, the bill recognises the need to rectify
uncertainties in existing law of when an organisation might be
subject to liability for child abuse perpetrated by its members.
Therefore, the bill creates a clear legal obligation for
organisations with care, supervision or authority of children to
reasonably ensure the safety of children who come into
contact with their associated persons. Specifically, an
organisation must take reasonable precautions to prevent the
sexual abuse and/or physical abuse of a child in its care,
supervision or authority, by an individual associated with that
organisation.
The bill supports the right of protection of children under
section 17(2) of the charter.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?

Statement of compatibility
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) 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 Wrongs
Amendment (Organisational Child Abuse) Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Wrongs Amendment (Organisational
Child Abuse) Bill 2016, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Wrongs Act 1958 to create a duty that
will allow an organisation to be held liable in negligence for
specified contexts of child abuse committed by individuals
associated with the organisation, unless the organisation
proves that it took reasonable precautions to prevent the
abuse.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill
The relevant charter right to the bill is the protection of
children under section 17(2).
Section 17(1) of the charter stipulates that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. In respect of children,
section 17(2) provides that every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best
interests and is needed by him or her by reason of the
vulnerability of their age.
The bill recognises that children are vulnerable to physical
and sexual abuse and thus need to be afforded the strongest
protection, especially by those who are entrusted with their
care.

The right identified above is not limited.
Is any limit on relevant rights by the bill reasonable and
justified under section 7(2)?
N/A.
Guidance re use of jurisprudence and previous SOC practice
N/A.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Family and Community Development Committee tabled
its landmark report, Betrayal of Trust, on 13 November 2013.
The report highlighted, among other things, the difficulties
that survivors of organisational child abuse face in recovering
compensation for the devastating effects of their abuse, and
the lack of clarity in the common law about when an
organisation might be liable for child abuse perpetrated by its
personnel.
In particular, the Family and Community Development
Committee found that the common law has not developed
sufficiently in Australia to recognise the liability of
organisations for child abuse perpetrated by organisational
representatives.
Indeed, despite recent developments in the High Court, the
law of vicarious liability and non-delegable duties in relation
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to organisational child abuse is still an area of great
uncertainty and confusion in Australia.
Historically, Australian courts have been reluctant to find that
an organisation can ever be vicariously liable for the
deliberate criminal acts of its employees. The courts have not
indicated a clear willingness to establish vicarious liability in
circumstances outside of a strict employee-employer
relationship, and have also been reluctant to include
intentional criminal conduct within the scope of
non-delegable duties. In addition, within the existing law of
negligence, it can be very difficult to make out a duty of care
that encompasses the prevention of harm caused by criminal
conduct.
This uncertainty is of no benefit to plaintiffs and defendants
alike. Plaintiffs often find it difficult to recover compensation
against organisations for organisational child abuse they have
suffered. There is also little clarity for defendants about when
an organisation might be subject to liability for child abuse
perpetrated by its personnel.
In the Betrayal of Trust report, the Family and Community
Development Committee concluded that statutory
intervention was necessary, stating that organisations should
have ‘a clear legal duty to take appropriate measures to
minimise the risk of abuse that arises because of the creation
of relationships of trust for which they are responsible’, and
that ‘there is a need to recognise the legal obligation of
organisations to reasonably ensure the safety of children who
come into contact with their members’.
Accordingly, recommendation 26.4 of Betrayal of Trust
suggested:
that the Victorian government undertake a review of the
Wrongs Act 1958 and identify whether legislative
amendment could be made to ensure organisations are
held accountable and have a legal duty to take
reasonable care to prevent criminal child abuse.
In addition to Betrayal of Trust, the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse has also
examined the current state of the law in relation to
organisational child abuse. In its final report into redress and
civil litigation, released in September 2015, the royal
commission also found that the common law had not
developed sufficiently in this area. Recommendation 91 of the
royal commission proposed legislative reform that would
make organisations liable for abuse perpetrated by persons
associated with the organisation, unless the organisation
proved it took reasonable steps to prevent the abuse.
Recommendations 92 and 93 of the royal commission
provided scoping guidance for the implementation of
recommendation 91.
The government has committed to implementing all
outstanding recommendations from Betrayal of Trust, and has
noted that its implementation of Betrayal of Trust will be
informed by the work of the royal commission. In line with
this commitment, the government agrees with the Family and
Community Development Committee that only a legislative
response can resolve the current issues and uncertainties in
the current law, and in doing so, provide clarity for plaintiffs
and defendants by clearly specifying the circumstances in
which an organisation will be liable for abuse perpetrated by
people associated with that organisation.
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The bill provides the legislative response that is required. As
recommended by Betrayal of Trust, the bill amends the
Wrongs Act 1958 to create a duty of care that will allow an
organisation to be held liable in negligence for specified
contexts of organisational child abuse committed by
individuals associated with the organisation, unless the
organisation proves that it took reasonable precautions to
prevent the abuse.
In doing so, the bill implements recommendation 26.4 of
Betrayal of Trust, and addresses recommendation 91 of the
royal commission (and that recommendation’s scoping
guidance in recommendations 92 and 93).
In recognition of the uncertainties that exist in the current
common law, the bill creates a new duty via statute.
Importantly, the liability that may flow from this duty is
fault-based. This stands in contrast to the law of vicarious
liability, where liability can be imposed upon an organisation
even if that organisation is free from fault. The bill therefore
balances the interests of plaintiffs and defendants. For
plaintiffs, the bill clearly specifies the circumstances in which
an organisation may be liable for abuse perpetrated by
individuals associated with that organisation, remedying the
deficiencies and uncertainty in the current law. For
defendants, the bill allows organisations to absolve
themselves of liability through a fault-based defence — if an
organisation proves it took ‘reasonable precautions’ to
prevent the abuse, that organisation will not incur liability.
The duty created by the bill requires organisations to take the
care that in all the circumstances of the case is reasonable to
prevent the abuse of a child by an individual associated with
the organisation while the child is under the care, supervision
or authority of the organisation. If child abuse within the
scope of the above duty occurs, this duty will be presumed to
have been breached unless the organisation proves it took
‘reasonable precautions’ to prevent the abuse in question.
This reversal of the onus of proof is a key feature of the bill.
The ‘reverse onus’ was a crucial part of what was
recommended by both Betrayal of Trust and the royal
commission. Simply put, once a plaintiff proves that child
abuse within the scope of the bill has occurred, the bill shifts
the onus of proof onto the organisation, which is deemed to
have breached the relevant duty unless it can satisfy the
defence of ‘reasonable precautions’.
‘Reasonable precautions’ has intentionally been left
undefined to allow courts to flexibly respond to the
circumstances of each case. As the liability that can be
imposed by the bill is one in negligence, it is expected that
courts will draw on the vast wealth of case law concerning
negligence to determine what is and is not ‘reasonable’.
The bill gives courts non-exhaustive guidance on the factors
that may affect ‘reasonable precautions’. A court’s
interpretation of what constitutes ‘reasonable precautions’
will vary depending upon the case in question. For instance,
the standard of what is ‘reasonable’ may be lower in
circumstances where an organisation may not have had direct
control over either the child in question, or the perpetrator of
the abuse. The interpretive guidance given by the bill is
non-exhaustive, ensuring that the courts are able to consider
any other appropriate factors on a case-by-case basis, such as
compliance with relevant standards including the
government’s recently released Child Safe Standards, which
are compulsory minimum standards that apply to
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organisations that provide services for children, and were also
released in response to Betrayal of Trust.

have pledged to nominate legal entities to act as a proper
defendant in child abuse litigation.

It is important to note that the bill requires organisations to
prove that ‘reasonable precautions’ were taken to prevent the
child abuse in question, and not child abuse generally. While
examining the abuse in question may also involve an
examination of general risk prevention practices, the
government believes that it is important to require
examination of the specific circumstances of the case, in order
to ensure that organisations proactively turn their minds to the
ways in which perpetrators of abuse can misuse their
positions within organisations to commit child abuse.

The government considers it important that the bill should
provide a means for non-government organisations to act
upon these commitments. The bill therefore includes an
ability for organisations that are not capable of being sued to
nominate an appropriate defendant. If such a nomination is
made, it is expected that organisations will assist plaintiffs to
identify the correct entity to sue.

The bill will apply to all organisations that exercise care,
supervision or authority over children, and are capable of
being sued. This broad application covers both government
and non-government organisations, drawing no distinction
between the kinds of organisations in which organisational
child abuse may occur. As the bill aims, among other things,
to clarify the circumstances in which organisational child
abuse plaintiffs can recover damages for their abuse, it would
be arbitrary and unjust to allow some (but not other) plaintiffs
the opportunity to pursue relief, simply based upon the
organisation in which the abuse took place. Likewise, it
would be unjust to single out particular organisations to be
subject to a new duty, while not imposing the same duty on
other organisations.
As I have noted earlier, the duty created by the bill applies to
government organisations. This includes Victoria Police.
There is an existing means for plaintiffs to recover damages
from the state for the torts of police officers under the Victoria
Police Act 2013. The bill does not affect the ongoing
operation of that scheme in the Victoria Police Act, however,
there are defences available to the state in that act that might
otherwise prevent a plaintiff recovering damages from the
state for child abuse perpetrated by members of Victoria
Police. It is therefore important that the bill include all state
organisations, including Victoria Police.
As is readily apparent, the duty created by the bill is only
intended to apply to ‘organisations’. The bill does not intend
to capture things that are not commonly understood to be
‘organisations’, such as families or parents acting in their
private capacity.

The bill defines child abuse as including sexual abuse and
physical abuse. To align with other provisions in the Wrongs
Act, ‘sexual abuse’ has been further defined as ‘sexual assault
or other sexual misconduct’, a definition that is intended to
encompass all scenarios that might reasonably be considered
‘sexual abuse’.
The term ‘physical abuse’ largely remains undefined for
courts to determine by reference to its ordinary meaning, with
some additional guidance to avoid doubt about what is not
physical abuse, such as a lawful exercise of force. The bill
allows courts to determine whether or not ‘physical abuse’ of
a child has occurred in accordance with the ordinary meaning
and common understanding of the term, informed by sources
such as the work of the Family and Community Development
Committee, which found in Betrayal of Trust that children in
institutional care were subjected to reprehensible physical
abuse that included beatings, canings, being locked inside a
room without a blanket, or having their heads forced into their
dirty linen if they wet the bed.
Beyond the above, the bill does not seek to define the exact
boundaries of what constitutes sexual or physical abuse, in
order to avoid the inadvertent exclusion of valid claims. The
bill allows courts to consider appropriate definitions for those
terms as the common law develops over time in response to
particular cases.
The bill contains three safeguards to ensure an undue burden
is not placed upon organisations, making sure that the bill
only covers child abuse that is in some way ‘organisational’
in nature. Betrayal of Trust captured the essence of this by
finding that one of the main bases for reform in this area was
that many perpetrators of organisational child abuse ‘derive
their credibility from their association with the organisation’.
Accordingly, the bill is only concerned with abuse that is
organisational.

The government is aware that, separate from the issue of
establishing vicarious liability or the existence of a duty of
care, some organisational child abuse plaintiffs have difficulty
attempting to sue non-government organisations with
complex or uncertain legal structures. For example, some
non-government organisations that work with children are,
legally speaking, unincorporated associations.
Unincorporated associations, both large and small, may be
commonly understood to exist in the real world, but have no
distinct legal personality, and so are largely unable to be sued
as organisations.

First, the abuse in question must be committed by a person
associated with the organisation in question. Informed by the
royal commission’s recommendations, the bill provides a
non-exhaustive list of classes of individual who may trigger
organisational liability by the commission of child abuse,
including employees, volunteers, office-holders, ministers of
religion, and religious leaders. Again, the bill’s
non-exhaustive approach aims to ensure that borderline cases
are not inadvertently excluded from scope.

The legal status of unincorporated non-government
organisations was the subject of separate recommendations
from Betrayal of Trust, and is not directly addressed by the
bill. The government is instead examining this issue in a
separate package of work. However, since the release of
Betrayal of Trust, some non-government organisations have
pledged to resolve these uncertainties. For instance, some
unincorporated organisations have already proactively set up
legal entities for child abuse plaintiffs to sue, while others

To ensure that organisations cannot avoid liability under the
bill by delegating their care, supervision or authority of
children to other organisations, this non-exhaustive list also
covers circumstances where an organisation has delegated its
care, supervision or authority over a child to another
organisation, as well as current foster and kinship care
placements. In such an instance, it is possible for one
organisation to be held responsible for child abuse that occurs
in a second organisation, if that first organisation had
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delegated the care, supervision or authority of a child to the
second organisation and was unable to prove that it took
reasonable precautions to prevent that abuse from occurring.
The flexible nature of the ‘reasonable precautions’ defence
will respond to such circumstances appropriately — for
instance, it is likely that the first organisation would have to
prove ‘reasonable precautions’ in a supervisory sense, rather
than looking to the (potentially non-existent) control that the
first organisation had over the alleged perpetrator of abuse.
Second, the duty created by the bill only applies while the
child is under the care, supervision or authority of an
organisation. This ensures that organisations cannot be made
liable for abuse committed by their personnel in
circumstances unrelated to the organisation’s care,
supervision or authority over children. As noted earlier,
because the bill has the capacity to capture arrangements
where the care, supervision or authority over a child has been
delegated from one organisation to another, an organisation’s
care, supervision or authority may persist even after such a
delegation has occurred.
The nature of the care, supervision or authority exercised by
an organisation will also inform a court’s determination of the
‘reasonable precautions’ an organisation is required to take.
The more distant an alleged perpetrator’s association with an
organisation and with that organisation’s care, supervision or
authority over children, the lower the burden may be for the
organisation to prove reasonable precautions were taken if
child abuse occurs.
Third and finally, the bill does not apply to abuse that is
committed ‘in circumstances wholly unrelated’ to the
perpetrator’s association with the organisation in question.
This is intended to exclude cases where the perpetrator’s
association with the relevant organisation had nothing at all to
do with the abuse that was committed, and where it would
therefore be unjust in all of the circumstances to hold an
organisation responsible.
Procedurally, the bill allows a plaintiff to bring a claim
against multiple defendants, recognising that in many cases,
more than one defendant can be ‘responsible’ for
organisational child abuse. In such an instance, the bill
provides that each defendant is separately required to prove
that it took ‘reasonable precautions’ in order to absolve itself
of liability. Liability arising by way of the bill where more
than one organisation is found to be liable will remain
‘solidary’ or ‘joint and several’, retaining the current position
in a personal injury claim where independent acts of
negligence committed by multiple defendants has caused one
and the same damage to a plaintiff. To further benefit
plaintiffs, where an organisation is a state organisation, the
bill ensures that plaintiffs have a clear path to recovering
damages by imposing any liability directly upon the state of
Victoria.
Finally, the bill is prospective in operation. To enable
organisations to be educated about the meaning and impact of
the bill prior to it coming into effect, the bill will only apply to
child abuse that occurs on or after the proposed default
commencement date, being 1 July 2017. Prospective
application of the reform is in line with the recommendations
of both Betrayal of Trust and the royal commission. In saying
this, it is important to note that the common law, in particular
the law of vicarious liability, will still be available to as an
avenue for organisational child abuse plaintiffs alongside the
bill. When the common law changes, it does so with
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retrospective effect. If the Australian common law develops
as it has overseas, survivors of organisational child abuse will
be able to utilise that avenue accordingly.
In introducing this reform, I acknowledge the important work
of the Family and Community Development Committee in
preparing their Betrayal of Trust report, and the immense
courage of survivors who have spoken, and continue to speak,
about past organisational child abuse. Much work remains to
be done and the government remains committed to that work.
The Victorian government was the first to act in Australia in
removing civil limitation periods for victims of child abuse,
and it is now the first to act in ensuring that organisations are
appropriately subject to a clear, fault-based legal duty to
prevent the commission of organisational child abuse by their
personnel, providing clarity for both organisations and
survivors of abuse.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Tuesday, 14 February.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Onshore unconventional gas
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria requests
that the Legislative Council support the brave Andrews
government decision to permanently ban the exploration and
extraction of onshore unconventional gas (fracking) by
unanimously voting for the corresponding legislation when it
is introduced into the house.

By Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(18 signatures).
Laid on table.

Ormond railway station
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note:
the foundation deck for the development of an
up-to-13-storey residential tower on the Frankston
railway line on North Road above Ormond station has
been constructed without informing or consulting the
local community;
established low-rise suburbs should not be destroyed and
permanently scarred by the construction of inappropriate
high-rise overdevelopment on railway land, particularly
in the absence of community consultation; and
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the local community does not support or consent to the
construction of a residential tower of up to 13 storeys
above Ormond station.
We therefore call on the Andrews Labor government to
abandon its plans for the inappropriate overdevelopment of
the Ormond station site and instead proceed with a
development that is smaller in scale and more in keeping with
the low-rise village atmosphere of Ormond.

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

BUDGET UPDATE
Report 2016–17
The Clerk, pursuant to section 27D(6)(c) of the
Financial Management Act 1994, presented report.
Laid on table.

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Illicit drug use by Victoria Police officers

SPENT CONVICTIONS BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
introduced a bill for an act to provide that a
person’s conviction for certain offences is spent if
the person completes a period of crime-free
behaviour, to prohibit the unlawful disclosure of a
person’s spent record, to prohibit the taking into
account of a person’s spent conviction, to make
consequential amendments to certain other acts,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk, pursuant to section 162(11)(a) of the
Independent, Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011, presented special report
concerning illicit drug use by Victoria Police
officers: Operations Apsley, Hotham and
Yarrowitch, December 2016.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

OMBUDSMAN
Local government decision-making

Read first time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PILOT
MEDICALLY SUPERVISED INJECTING
CENTRE) BILL 2017
Introduction and first reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 to provide for the
licensing and operation of a medically supervised
injecting centre for a trial period of 18 months.
Read first time.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 1
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 1 of 2017, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(4)(c) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report concerning
an investigation into the transparency of local
government decision-making, December 2016.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION
Operation Dunham
The Clerk, pursuant to section 162(11)(a) of the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Act 2011, presented special report
concerning Operation Dunham: an investigation
into the conduct of officers of the Department of
Education and Training, including Darrell Fraser,
in connection with the Ultranet project and related
matters, January 2017.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.
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OMBUDSMAN
Registry of births, deaths and marriages
handling of complaint
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(3) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report concerning
the investigation into the registry of births, deaths
and marriages handling of a complaint, January
2017.
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Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C190.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C328 (Part 1), C335, C345, C346, C347
and C348.
Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendment C54.
Horsham Planning Scheme — Amendment C74.
Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C216.
Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C152.

Laid on table.

Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C87 (Part 2).

Ordered to be published.

Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme —
Amendment C109.

OMBUDSMAN
Youth justice facilities
The Clerk, pursuant to section 25AA(3)(B) of the
Ombudsman Act 1973, presented report concerning
youth justice facilities at the Grevillea unit of
Barwon Prison, Malmsbury and Parkville,
February 2017.

Macedon Ranges and Port Phillip Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC58.
Mansfield Planning Scheme — Amendment C37.
Maribyrnong, Melbourne, Port Phillip and Stonnington
Planning Schemes — Amendment GC45.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendment C277.
Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C111.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Ministerial Order, dated
2 December 2016, for the approval of a licence at Trentham
Public Park and Recreation Reserve.
Education and Care Services National Law Act 2010 —
Education and Care Services National Amendment
Regulations 2016 pursuant to section 303 of the Act.
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice pursuant to
section 32 in relation to Statutory Rule No. 147/2016.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Alpine Planning Scheme — Amendment C51.
Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendments C193, C194
and C205.
Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendment C89
(Part 1).
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendments C126
(Part 1) C173 (Part 2) and C191.
Brimbank, Hobsons Bay, Mornington Peninsula and
Northern Grampians Planning Schemes —
Amendment GC51.

Moonee Valley Planning Scheme —
Amendments C162 and C168.
Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C203.
Moyne Planning Scheme — Amendment C61.
Murrindindi Planning Scheme — Amendment C058.
Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendments C41 and
C42.
Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendment C246.
Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendment C58.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendments C185
and C188.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C90,
C199 and C202.
Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendment C123.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendment C211.
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Nomination order and application order,
14 December 2016, and statement of reasons for making a
nomination order, 14 December 2016, in relation to the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre Redevelopment — Stage 2
Project.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —

Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C257.

Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act 2008 —
No. 153/2016.

Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C217.

County Court Act 1958 — No. 144/2016.
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December 2016, Version 2, pursuant to
section 10.1.5A of the Act.

Environment Protection Act 1970 — No. 152/2016.
Marine Safety Act 2010 — No. 143/2016.
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — No. 145/2016.
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — No. 146/2016.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 148/2016.
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Act 1985 —
No. 151/2016.
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004 — No. 154/2016.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 142/2016.
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 —
Nos. 149/2016 and 155/2016.
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 —
No. 147/2016.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory
Rules Nos. 136/2016 and 142 to 155/2016.
Legislative instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
City of Greater Geelong Act 1993 — Greater
Geelong City Council — Mayoral and Deputy
Mayoral Allowances — Alteration, dated
15 November 2016.
City of Melbourne Act 2001 — Melbourne City
Council — Lord Mayoral, Deputy Lord Mayoral
and Councillor Allowances — Alteration, dated
15 November 2016.
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Order No. 956 — Exemptions
from Attendance and Enrolment at School
(Amendment) Order 2016, dated
12 December 2016.
Ministerial Order No 957 — Amendment to
Order Fixing of Fees Administered by the
Victorian Qualifications and Registration
Authority, dated 12 December 2016.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 —
Amendment of the Category 1 Public Lottery
Licence issued to Tattersall’s Sweep Pty Ltd,
dated 22 December 2016.
Notice fixing the value of the gaming
machine supervision charge for venue
operations for 2015–16 under section 3.6.5A,
dated 23 December 2016.
Amendment to the Victorian
Pre-Commitment Player Account Equipment
Technical Requirements Document,

Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — Exemption
Order under section 6(3A) of the Act, dated
13 December 2016.
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005 —
F-Factor Scheme Order 2016, dated 20 December
2016.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Specification of Electric
Personal Transporter Use Area — Geelong
Foreshore, dated 3 January 2017.
Water Act 1989 — Abolition of the Bungaree
Groundwater Supply Protection Area, Wandin
Yallock Groundwater Supply Protection Area and
Barwon Water Supply Protection Area, dated
30 November 2011.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:
Alpine Resorts Legislation Amendment Act 2016 —
1 January 2017 (Gazette No. S381, 13 December 2016).
Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Oversight and
Enforcement of Child Safe Standards) Act 2016 — 1 January
2017 (Gazette No. S381, 13 December 2016).
Crimes Amendment (Carjacking and Home Invasion) Act
2016 — 7 December 2016 (Gazette No. S375, 6 December
2016).
Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Act
2016 — 1 January 2017 (Gazette No. S389, 20 December
2016).
Housing Amendment (Victorian Housing Register and Other
Matters) Act 2016 — 21 December 2016 (Gazette No. S389,
20 December 2016).
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Amendment Act 2016 —
12 December 2016 (Gazette No. S375, 6 December 2016).
Melbourne College of Divinity Amendment Act 2016 —
1 January 2017 (Gazette No. S381, 13 December 2016).
Road Legislation Further Amendment Act 2016 — Part 2,
Divisions 3 and 5 of Part 3, remaining provisions of Part 4
and Part 5 — 1 January 2017 (Gazette No. S389,
20 December 2016).
Sentencing (Community Correction Order) and Other Acts
Amendment Act 2016 — whole Act other than Part 5 —
20 March 2017 (Gazette No. S17, 31 January 2017).
Transport (Compliance and Miscellaneous) Amendment
(Abolition of the Penalty Fares Scheme) Act 2016 —
1 January 2017 (Gazette No. S389, 20 December 2016).
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PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the Council of 7 December 2016 relating to the 2015
and 2016 grand final eve public holidays and 2016
Christmas Day public holiday:
Production of documents — Christmas and grand final eve
public holidays.
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 7 December
2016 seeking the production of the documents relating to the
2015 and 2016 grand final eve public holidays and the 2016
Christmas Day public holiday.
The government is in the process of reviewing and assessing
the documents for the purpose of preparing its response to the
order. The Council’s deadline of 6 February 2017 does not
allow sufficient time for the government to complete this
process.
The government will endeavour to respond to the order as
soon as possible.

The Clerk — I have received the following letter
from the Attorney-General relating to the resolution of
the Council of 23 November 2016 relating to the
Department of Health and Human Services
compendium briefings to the Minister for Health and
the Minister for Ambulance Services, and any
ministerial responses, between 1 June 2016 and
22 November 2016:
Production of documents — DHHS weekly compendiums
I refer to the Legislative Council’s resolution of 23 November
2016 ordering the production of DHHS’s weekly
compendium briefings to the ministers for health and
ambulance services, and any ministerial responses, between
1 June and 22 November 2016.
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.
In final satisfaction of the Council’s order, the government
has determined to produce 29 documents in full and
25 documents in part, which are enclosed. Accordingly, the
government, on behalf of the Crown, makes a claim of
executive privilege in relation to parts of 25 documents, on
the basis that their disclosure would be contrary to the public
interest on one or more of the bases described in my letters of
14 April 2015 and 29 April 2016. In compliance with
standing orders 11.02(3) and 11.03(1)(a), the attached
schedules refer to the documents that are produced in full and
in respect of which a claim of executive privilege is made.
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.

Tuesday, 7 February 2017

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 8 February 2017:
(1) order of the day 1, second reading of the Country Fire
Authority Amendment (Protecting Volunteer
Firefighters) Bill 2016;
(2) order of the day for the second reading of the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pilot
Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Ms Crozier in relation
to the Minister for Families and Children;
(4) notice of motion given this day by Ms Dunn referring a
matter to the economy and infrastructure committee; and
(5) notice of motion given this day by Mr Davis in relation
to the Melbourne Metro rail project.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Youth justice system
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to inform the house of wholesale
changes to Victoria’s youth justice system that will help
keep our community safe and provide for the better
management and rehabilitation of young offenders.
Recent incidents have made it clear that a major
shake-up of our youth justice system is needed.
Yesterday the Premier, the Treasurer and I announced
sweeping reforms to our youth justice system that will
do just that. We will be moving responsibility for youth
justice in Victoria from the Department of Health and
Human Services to the Department of Justice and
Regulation. This will take effect from 3 April 2017.
Corrections Victoria will also assume full responsibility
for maintaining safety and security in all of Victoria’s
youth justice facilities.
After careful consideration and the formulation of a
detailed business case, we will be building a
$288 million fit-for-purpose high-security youth justice
centre on currently undeveloped government land at
Werribee South. This site is preferred because of its
buffer from residential communities, its proximity to
supporting transport and other services, and its
suitability. This will be the most secure youth justice
facility ever built in Victoria, with the latest security
equipment and technology. It will create up to

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 7 February 2017

COUNCIL

3000 construction and related jobs as well as
450 ongoing jobs at the facility itself. It is estimated
that the new facility will bring an economic benefit of
almost $420 million to the local community, with
abundant opportunities for local businesses.
Community consultation sessions will be held over the
coming weeks to provide further information about the
facility and the time line for construction and to make
sure the local community is engaged in the process.
Unlike those opposite, we will not shirk our
responsibility. We are investing where the Liberals cut
and acting on independent reviews where the Liberals
shelved a master plan. There is no doubt that this
facility should have been built years ago. There is
nothing we can do about that now, but we can get on
and fix it, which is what Victorians expect and exactly
what we are going to do.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Supervised injecting facilities
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Two
weeks ago I was invited to walk around Richmond with
several residents to look at the problems they have
because of street heroin use. The residents were clear
about their support for a supervised injecting room and
could not understand why the government and
especially their local member, the Honourable Richard
Wynne in the Legislative Assembly, were not prepared
to support their call for a supervised injecting room.
They were also clear that they would turn the
government’s refusal to even look at a trial of a
supervised injecting room into an election campaign
issue in 2018, and of course the Greens will be there
supporting them and campaigning with them.
The visit reminded me of what it was like for me in
Footscray 20 years ago, when heroin street dealing and
use were at their worst. I lived next to the Footscray
railway station, and people would buy their heroin at
the station and inject in my street — often on my front
verandah. I got involved in this issue because I did not
want to come home and find someone dead in my front
yard. I urge the government, and especially Mr Wynne,
to step up, support the residents of Richmond, stop the
terrible, unnecessary deaths of heroin users and agree to
a supervised injecting room in Richmond.

Black Saturday
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — Eight years ago
today we watched unfold devastation that was to
become known as the Black Saturday bushfires. All
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Victorians remember Saturday, 7 February 2009, as
brutal, destructive and life altering. That day more than
47 fires erupted across the state, almost entirely in
Northern Victoria Region. Fourteen of those fires
caused significant damage and claimed lives. One
hundred and seventy-three men, women and children
died eight years ago. The pain is still very real for the
families and communities impacted by this event that
lasted days, and the recovery is still ongoing.
During the aftermath I was humbled to meet with many
locals working without hesitation to keep communities
safe and informed, binding them together. Haunting
images of flattened and blackened homes, farms, forests
and streets will remain with me forever, as will the
faces of the Country Fire Authority members; the
incident control teams; the staff of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment staff, as it was then; the
police; the Department of Health and Human Services
staff; relief centre staff; cooks; doctors; vets; lawyers;
and community members. They had all lost so much,
but they were still wanting to help others. We see this
type of community spirit and collective strength in the
midst of crisis again and again in rural and regional
Victoria and across this great state.
Today, as then, I would like to thank our emergency
services personnel, our volunteers and all those who
gave their time and put themselves at risk to protect
lives and property. I know they have done it since and I
know that they will again, and my thoughts are with
those communities today.

Government performance
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is like we never left as we return in 2017 to exactly
where we finished off in 2016: a youth justice system in
crisis; crime at all-time highs; a broken desalination
plant, while heavy rains hit Victoria; and a government
that spent the summer on holidays while Victoria
suffered a lack of leadership at the most testing times.
No doubt the Premier’s crisis team had the Minister for
Families and Children on speed dial as she lurched
from one crisis to another, with escapes, violent crimes,
pool parties, lost court cases and human rights abuses
all plaguing the minister, who decided that being on
holidays and at home was the safest place for her to be
rather than at work. While home used to be the safest,
under Premier Daniel Andrews everyone is at risk
because of Labor’s crime tsunami — just ask the
shadow Treasurer, one of the many victims of car
vandalism over the summer.
At a time when Victorians were doing it tough with
cost-of-living stresses, we see the impact of the
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Andrews Labor government’s reckless ideology and
taxation policies, with the upcoming closure of
Hazelwood and the loss of jobs in the Latrobe Valley.
From dodgy deals in Anglesea to abolishing move-on
laws and the impact that has had, as well as Parks
Victoria’s $2.2 million credit bill, this was a summer of
scandal and a summer of mismanagement. To cap it all
off, the paranoid Premier ordered a forensic audit of all
government ministers and staff phones after cabinet
leaks. What an extraordinary vote of no confidence this
Premier has made in the government, one that we
support: no confidence in this government!

March for Life, Washington, DC
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I rise today, firstly, to welcome all
members to the start of the new year. I hope that each
of us has had an enjoyable summer break, but judging
from the tenseness in the room, I rather doubt that. My
break, however, was very good, and I had one that was
perhaps a little cooler than most as I travelled over to
Washington, DC, to meet with legislators and the
organisations which support them. I had the privilege of
attending President Trump’s inauguration, and I also
spent time with a legislator I admire,
Congressman Chris Smith. I even watched on in the
House of Representatives as he introduced and
successfully debated his bill to end taxpayer funds
being expended on local abortions.
However, the most inspiring event I attended was the
44th annual March for Life. While there are no exact
figures on how many people were there, there were
hundreds of thousands. I would estimate around
500 000 people attended this year. This certainly sets a
very high bar for Victoria’s March for the Babies in
October. We were joined and addressed at the march by
Vice-President Mike Pence, who acknowledged the key
role pro-lifers played in the election of the Republican
Party to power. Towards the end of his address the
Vice-President stated:
… we will not rest until we restore a culture of life in
America for ourselves and our posterity.

I too hope that one day a culture of life will be restored
here in our state of Victoria.

Rainbow Serpent Festival
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to talk about a trip that I made the weekend
before last up to an area just out of Lexton for the
Rainbow Serpent Festival to view and be shown around
the festival and its new safe space for women, including
women who have been victims of sexual assault. The
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festival itself is growing, and it is internationally
renowned. It hosts up to 20 000 people every time it is
run, and as has happened at numerous musical festivals
around the country, there have been incidents of sexual
assault reported over the last few years, so they have, to
their credit, responded appropriately. They have set up
a system of supporting victims based on the Victorian
Centre Against Sexual Assault’s work, which is
obviously very well known and very well respected.
We were very impressed with their new facilities and
their new space.
However, I would like to comment that until we as a
society start to take perpetrator accountability seriously
in this space, all we will ever be doing is reacting to
women’s assaults and incidents of that sort. I encourage
those people who are running these sorts of public
events to look more thoroughly in that area.

Bourke Street tragedy
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region whose electorate takes in the Melbourne CBD I
want to join with all members in standing with the
families who lost loved ones and with all the victims of
the senseless tragedy that occurred on 20 January 2017.
I was shocked and saddened by this evil criminal act,
and I offer my deepest condolences to the families and
friends of the loved ones who were lost. This crime
directly affected hundreds of people but has touched us
all and, as the Premier has said, we will carry it for
years to come.
The sadness we all feel about the dark events of that
day are not the only memories I will carry with me. I
will also remember the overwhelming outpouring of
love and selflessness from everyday Victorians who
rallied together to help in the immediate aftermath and
weeks following this tragedy — from the amazing
floral tributes and personal letters in the Bourke Street
Mall, the teddy bears and the thousands of everyday
Victorians who attended the vigil in Federation Square
to the overwhelmingly generous response to the
Premier’s Bourke Street Fund, which has now raised
over $1.2 million to help those caught up in this tragic
event. That makes me feel very proud to live in our
wonderful state.
The amazing everyday Victorians who in the face of
danger leapt forward to care for the injured in the face
of senseless evil showed the very best of Victoria. Their
love and compassion will not be forgotten. As an
attending paramedic remarked:
… when we needed your help … we didn’t have to ask, you
were just there.
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I was proud to see taxidriver Lou Bougias, a family
friend and fellow Maniot, and so many other
anonymous heroes who provided comfort and support
to the victims. Thank you, Lou, thank you to all those
other heroes and thank you to our police, emergency
services, health services and the many community
organisations and volunteers who helped in the days
and weeks that followed. We are indebted to you for
your courage and compassion. While we do grieve as
Victorians, we have seen the very best of Victorians
shown through this incident.

Youth justice centres
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is a truism
that Labor neglects Melbourne’s west. It is oh so
true — Labor’s use and abuse of Melbourne’s west is
legendary. We have seen it for years, but nothing has
prepared us for this government’s contempt for the
people of Wyndham these past few days. Daniel
Andrews — Despot Dan, as he is known — and Jenny
Mikakos have kicked Werribee where it hurts with their
announcement that a youth jail is to be constructed in
Werribee South near residents and just up the road from
a university and a hospital.
What makes this worse is the betrayal of his
constituents by the local member in the Legislative
Assembly, Tim Pallas. As a senior member of the
government Mr Pallas had the capacity to put a stop to
this development, but he did not. He was actually at the
announcement cheering it on. What a sellout. It is clear
he lives nowhere near his electorate. The Premier and
the minister for pizza and Coke dropped this jail on the
people of Werribee with only the slightest of warnings
in last week’s paper.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I take objection to the member referring to
me in those terms and I ask him to withdraw it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Mr Finn, I would ask you to withdraw the comment. I
would also remind you that you should address
ministers by their proper titles.
Mr FINN — Certainly I withdraw, Acting
President.
There was no consultation with anyone prior to the
announcement. Indeed the minister tells us today that
the first consultation was this morning — today — the
day after the announcement. How is that for a
consultative, open, transparent government? That is
what we have come to expect. The Wyndham mayor,
Cr Henry Barlow — a man who once came within a
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poofteenth of sitting in this house as a member of the
ALP — is furious and released a media statement to
that effect. This government will never be forgiven for
what it is doing to Werribee.

Vicki Jellie
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to speak about an amazing
woman in my local community. You will have heard
me speak in this chamber before about Vicki Jellie from
Warrnambool, a widowed mother of three who drove a
community campaign for cancer care services in
south-west Victoria after her husband, Peter, passed
away from cancer. The amazing Vicki rallied schools,
businesses, politicians and farmers, turning the first
$30 000 into $5 million in donations, and there were
also contributions of $25 million from state and federal
governments.
Last year her husband’s dying wish came true with the
opening of the integrated cancer care centre in
Warrnambool, which will increase survival rates for
south-west Victorian cancer sufferers. The effort has
seen Vicki, in Canberra on Australia Day, named as
Australia’s Local Hero for 2017, an amazing
achievement and one that south-west Victoria is very
proud of. Well done to Vicki.

Moreland citizenship ceremony
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On the
morning of 26 January, Australia Day, together with
several parliamentary colleagues it was my pleasure
and honour to attend Moreland City Council’s
citizenship ceremony. Citizenship ceremonies held on
Australia Day are of particular significance, both for the
recipients and me. for In my short address to the
gathering I was pleased to see my words of welcome
resonating with the new citizens. I thank council
officers for organising a very special event on a very
special day.

Roland Jabbour
Mr ELASMAR — It is with great pleasure that I
sincerely congratulate Mr Roland Jabbour on receiving
an OAM in the 2017 New Year’s honours list. He has
been honoured for his outstanding contribution to
commerce and industry. This award also recognises his
positive fostering and successful promotion of
international Arab relations. He is a most worthy
recipient, and I applaud him for his fantastic efforts in
demonstrating a positive Arab role model to the
Australian wider community.
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Keith and Marion Coffey
Mr ELASMAR — I would also like to put on the
record my distinct pleasure and congratulations to
Mr and Mrs Keith and Marion Coffey, who were
awarded a special commendation for their 47 years of
volunteer work at the Keon Park Youth Club in the
annual citizenship awards from Darebin City Council.
Well done to Keith and Marion.

Ballarat bus services
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — Over the
summer we have seen many changes to the bus route
and bus stops across Ballarat, and the government have
made an absolute mess of it. I have been contacted by
and have met with residents who are rightfully up in
arms about the absurd changes to our bus system. We
see bus route changes that advantage no-one but
disadvantage many. These serious concerns include but
are not limited to the inappropriate placement of bus
stops in Humffray Street North and Gracefield Road in
Brown Hill, as well as Bridge Street and Skipton Street
in Sebastopol; and I say these are just a few amongst
the many. These bus stops are simply dangerous. They
are accidents waiting to happen. I can see this, the
residents can see this, and it is time the minister opened
her eyes to what a disaster the changes to the Ballarat
bus system has become.
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Street on 20 January. I was saddened to hear that the
attack claimed a sixth life last week. I understand some
of the injured are still recovering in hospital, and I wish
them and their families a speedy recovery from this
horrific and traumatic event.

Western suburbs hospitals
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Hospitals in the west of Melbourne have many
pressures from vast population growth, including a
baby boom that shows no sign of slowing down. Even
so, new figures for the number of people staying in the
emergency departments of two hospitals in the western
suburbs for more than 24 hours are deeply concerning. I
am speaking of Werribee Mercy Hospital and
Footscray Hospital.
Most comparable Victorian hospitals have reported
no-one staying in emergency for more than 24 hours at
any point over the last year, but these two hospitals
have had multiple people doing so in every quarter over
the last year. From October to December 2016
Werribee Mercy had 48 people on a trolley for 24 hours
or more and Footscray Hospital had 18. For the same
quarter in 2017 it was 32 and 13 respectively. To put it
into perspective, there were 122 people in emergency
for more than 24 hours in the last quarter of 2016.
Sixty-six of them were from the Werribee and
Footscray hospitals.

Caroline Springs railway station
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Once again I
am pleased at the outcome of an important and
long-awaited development in my electorate, the
much-needed Caroline Springs train station. This is the
10th new station opened by the Andrews Labor
government and is part of record investment in public
transport, especially in the western suburbs. Key
improvements have been made to the design of this
station, including an enclosed waiting area, a wider
centre platform and public toilets. It is a vital piece of
infrastructure for everyone travelling in and out of
Caroline Springs and will be serviced by more than
280 trains every week. This will help connect the
growing community in Caroline Springs to the train
network and will offer a safer and faster way to travel to
work and to school. This is certainly a long-awaited
victory for residents in and around Caroline Springs.

Bourke Street tragedy
Mr EIDEH — On another matter, I would like to
offer my deepest condolences and sympathies to the
families and friends who tragically lost their loved ones
as a result of the senseless act of violence in Bourke

I question what the Minister for Health is doing to fix
this problem in an area very close to her own seat and
home. There are sick people lying on trolleys all night,
unable to get a bed in their local hospital when they
need it. The west deserves much better from the
Minister for Health.

Mountain Cattlemen’s Association of Victoria
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — In January I had
the absolute pleasure of attending the Mountain
Cattlemen’s Association of Victoria’s (MCAV)
43rd annual get-together on the stunning property of
Dale Rogers along the Buchan River. Caring for the
High Country since 1834 is their motto; keeping High
Country traditions, culture and skills alive is their
passion.
It was a delight for me to award the Doug Kneebone
poetry competition to winner Christa Dwyer, who gave
a wonderful performance.
There was something for everyone at this fantastic
event. We saw shoeing, quick shears, cattle-handling,
whip-cracking and hay-stacking events, which
showcased the traditional skills of bush people. A
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highlight for me was the dog high jump.
Congratulations to Nick Cook and his best mate Chevy
on achieving 2.8 metres in height. The event
culminated in the Mountain Cattlemen’s Cup
Challenge, which tested both the horses and their riders.
To a packed audience the MCAV facilitated an
Indigenous firestick forum. Speakers included David
Wandin from the Wurundjeri tribe; Russell Mullett
from the Gunaikurnai; ecologist Vic Jurskis; Brett Ellis;
wildfire task force president John Mulligan; and
mountain cattleman Chris Cummins. They all shared
their passion for healing country, increasing
biodiversity and protecting Victoria from megafires. I
would like to congratulate Charlie Lovick, Graeme
Stoney, Chris Cummins, Chris Cooper, Simon Turner,
all the team and the committee.

Bourke Street tragedy
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I would like to
echo the sentiments expressed in this chamber earlier
today. As was observed, out of the worst of events and
in the most difficult of circumstances our community
expressed the greatest love, support and resilience.

AFL Women’s league
Mr MULINO — Congratulations to all involved in
the AFL Women’s competition, and in particular to
Carlton for winning the first ever game. The quality of
play of this competition was at the highest level. It is
also worth noting with pleasant surprise the incredible
level of community support, in terms of both television
ratings and those attending the grounds. Indeed there
were hundreds at some grounds and thousands at others
who were turned away. It is worth noting that this is
both a compelling sporting event and a dramatic and
positive culture-changing phenomenon. May the
success of this competition continue.

John Henry Primary School
Mr MULINO — It was fantastic to attend with the
Minister for Education the opening day of John Henry
Primary School in Pakenham. With an opening
enrolment of almost 400 students it is clear just how
much this new school is needed in this rapidly growing
community. The science, technology, engineering and
mathematics facilities at this new school are quite
phenomenal. It is important to note that this primary
school also has competition-grade sporting facilities,
which will be used by both students at the school and
the broader community.

45

Australia Day awards
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Australia Day
awards are a wonderful way of acknowledging and
thanking community members who have a big impact
on their local community. I want to congratulate the
award winners across my electorate of Northern
Victoria Region, particularly those from the Shepparton
electorate, including Shepparton superintendent Mick
Sayer, one of only eight police officers across Australia
to be awarded an Australian Police Medal; and John
Dainton, who received a Medal of the Order of
Australia for significant service to conservation and the
environment through natural resource management and
the dairy industry. A posthumous Member of the Order
of Australia was awarded to Chris McPherson, who
was recognised for his service to the regional
newspaper industry, men’s health and the community.
Local community award winners included Carl Walters
of Tatura, who was the Tatura and District Citizen of
the Year and the overall Greater Shepparton Citizen of
the Year; Fay Alexander, who was the Tatura Senior
Citizen of the Year; and Stephanie Gorrie, who was the
recipient of the Tatura Sports Award.
In Mooroopna, Courtney Goldberg was the Mooroopna
Young Citizen of the Year and Geoff Hill the
Mooroopna Citizen of the Year.
In Shepparton, Isabel Treacy was Shepparton Young
Citizen of the Year. Former police inspector Ian Bull
was Shepparton Citizen of the Year. David Baker was
Shepparton Senior Citizen of the Year and Dennis
Myers received the Shepparton Sports Award.
In the Shire of Moira, Glennys Walker was Moira
Citizen of the Year and Nicholas Megarrity was Moira
Young Citizen of the Year. There were many other
award winners across Northern Victoria Region, and I
congratulate them all.
Also acknowledged in Australia Day awards were the
Tatura Medical Centre, which was awarded Tatura
Business of the Year; the Tatura Football Netball
Club’s Christmas Day lunch was awarded Tatura
Community Event of the Year; the Shepparton Running
Festival was awarded Shepparton Community Event of
the Year; the Rotary Club of Numurkah was awarded
Moira Organisation of the Year; and the Numurkah
Foodbowl Festival was named Moira Event of the
Year.
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ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(FEED-IN TARIFFS AND IMPROVING
SAFETY AND MARKETS) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November 2016; motion of
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Acting President, it is good to have school back in.
How delightful it is to catch up with colleagues and
hear about their activities. I was fascinated by
Ms Bath’s recount of a recent adventure, the high
cattlemen’s shindig, and noted that she had left out two
very important activities. One was the wife-carrying
competition and the other was the gumboot-throwing
competition, which dare I say I have won in the past,
although perhaps not at the same venue.
But we are actually here to discuss a very, very
important piece of legislation, the Energy Legislation
Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and Improving Safety and
Markets) Bill 2016. It is a very, very different context
in which we are now debating many of these ideas.
Aside from crime, violence and drugs which have
preoccupied the attention of our media, I think energy,
irrespective of whether it is electricity or gas — energy
security, the cost of energy, the cost of utilities and the
impact on Victorian households and Victorian
business — is going to be absolutely a critical issue for
this decade. So it is very, very important to make sure
that the policy settings reflect our newfound reality.
The cost and security of food is something that is being
raised with me ever more increasingly, especially in the
context of blackouts that have been affecting South
Australia following its policies which have embraced
strongly the renewable energy sector. The concerns
about how shortages, including blackouts, may impact
on heating and cooling and how they may impact on
business inputs and so forth are all big issues centred
around the cost of energy and the security of energy
supply.
This particular legislation I believe reflects a mindset
that is probably dated. That is the reason why the
opposition will be opposing this legislation. This bill
seeks to amend a number of acts, which are outlined in
the purposes clause in part 1, which includes the
Electricity Safety Act 1998, the Gas Safety Act 1997,
the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the
National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008 and the Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007. This is an
opportunity for all policymakers, whether in Victoria or
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Australia-wide, to recalibrate our energy policies. The
renewable energy feed-in tariff currently is calculated
by a forecast value of the wholesale price of electricity
and also considers the benefit to the network — that is,
electricity travelling less distance.
The reason the Liberal Party and The Nationals will be
opposing the bill is that it puts upward pressure on
power bills for those Victorian electricity customers
without solar photovoltaic (PV) systems installed
through cross-subsidies. Including the social cost of
carbon and the environment cost components in
determining the renewable energy feed-in tariff paid by
the retailer to the solar PV customer means that these
costs will be transferred to all other customers without
solar panels, so what that in actual fact means is that the
most affluent get the bigger subsidies and the most
vulnerable are the ones who wear the higher energy
costs.
This is something that we, as the Liberal-Nationals
coalition, do not support, especially in the context of
rising electricity prices and rising cost-of-living prices.
Of course the impending closure of Hazelwood is going
to have a further very dramatic impact on both the cost
and the security of electricity supply to all Victorians.
This is not the time for the Victorian government to be
increasing power bills, given their policy to close
Hazelwood, to stand by and to do nothing, and it will
certainly send prices up by 25 per cent.
What is instrumental to compare is how the
government has responded by propping up Alcoa,
providing it with $230 million in subsidies over four
years, versus how it has responded to Hazelwood,
which so far has got absolutely zilch. I think that is just
absolute hypocrisy. But what I am most concerned
about is how rising electricity prices and the rising cost
of utilities are going to impact on ordinary mums and
dads, householders and retirees, many of whom are
living on very low incomes, as well as pensioners in
places like Frankston, Carrum, Mordialloc and
Mulgrave as well as Cranbourne and other areas in the
City of Casey. I think it is high time that Labor’s
one-eyed energy policy was rethought and
reconsidered. This sort of ideological drive is
something that is going to be hurting ordinary
Victorians and businesses.
Customers with solar PV systems will receive rebates
for their renewable energy systems through the federal
government’s small-scale renewable energy scheme
(SRES), part of the federal renewable energy target.
The SRES works by issuing small-scale technology
certificates (STCs) to eligible households. The STCs
are based on the expected output of the solar system
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over a 15-year period, and the scheme will generally
pay for 25 to 50 per cent of the solar PV system
depending on the location. The cost of the SRES
scheme is passed on to consumers, so effectively the
additional environmental component in the calculation
of the feed-in tariff is slugging non-solar customers
twice.
In addition, the next stage for households and business
energy upgrades is battery storage. If the Victorian
government boosts the renewable energy feed-in tariff
for environmental benefits at the cost of other energy
customers, there will certainly be less incentive for
solar PV customers to invest in battery storage. Battery
storage will assist in smoothing peak demand by being
able to be charged during the day when energy
consumption is relatively low, and then the electricity
can be used during the evening when demand is high.
By smoothing peak demand, which takes up a large
proportion of power bills, there will be less reliance on
networks.
On another note, it is interesting that in December 2015
the Andrews government rejected cost-reflective
pricing for Victorian electricity customers and is now
pushing cost-reflective pricing for solar customers. This
again highlights how the Andrews government is
giving the benefits of cost-reflective pricing to solar
customers but not all other customers. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition would never sacrifice
Victorian jobs or our energy security or desert the
Latrobe Valley, nor would we leave business and
customers with such significant uncertainty and cost
pressures as this government’s energy policy is doing
and of which this is a component. In an attempt to
secure Greens votes and save Labor’s inner-city
marginal seats, the Andrews Labor government has, of
course, done exactly that.
A case in point is the closure of the Hazelwood power
station, which will sacrifice jobs. We recently had the
shadow cabinet in Morwell, and it was interesting to
hear the heart-wrenching stories from the community,
many of whom had been lifetime Labor voters but have
sworn that never again would they vote for Labor.
A question that was raised with me a number of times
is: what attempts did Minister Pallas make in his trip to
Paris to negotiate to see what additional life could be
drawn out of Hazelwood or what deal he could have
offered the company in order to protect Hazelwood, its
workers and of course its energy supply? We heard
nothing about that whatsoever, and if he has not raised
those issues — if he has not pursued those zealously —
then this government has failed.
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The increased cost to business will sacrifice jobs. The
increased cost to customers will further exacerbate
cost-of-living pressures. I think at the moment Victoria
is already a net importer of electricity, but it will be an
even greater one, sacrificing our energy security and
delivering an even greater level of uncertainty.
By playing politics to secure its inner metropolitan seats
and by bowing to the winds of the inner-city elite, the
Andrews Labor government has stood by and
facilitated the closure of Hazelwood power station,
deserting its workers, families and communities. We
know the Andrews government is running a very elitist
agenda, running up taxpayers’ bills with callous and
irresponsible policies and decisions, and this is a
continuation of that which will impact dramatically on
the most vulnerable Victorians.
Daniel Andrews will be sacrificing over 1000 direct
jobs and numerous indirect jobs throughout the Latrobe
Valley and wider Victoria. Thanks to our Treasurer,
who in his last budget introduced a $252 million coal
tax increase to appease the Greens and members of his
Socialist Left faction, Engie, the company that runs
Hazelwood, has confirmed that such an increase would
certainly lead to significant consequences, mainly the
closure of Hazelwood. This is what we now see being
played out. Yet notwithstanding the more dire situation
for energy — the cost of energy and the security of
energy supply — the government is persisting with
these other crazy policies which prop up those who are
the most affluent and punish those who can least afford
it, including businesses and jobs.
In effect this additional tax — the $252 million coal tax
increase — has cost Hazelwood $20 million and its
capacity to continue, threatening its livelihood and
ultimately costing jobs. That is where we are now with
the announcement that Hazelwood will be closed as
early as the end of March or early April.
We have seen a blatant attack on one of our most
essential services by the Andrews Labor government.
This has been driven by the Premier, who is a servant to
Socialist Left ideology, at the expense of Victorians,
Victorian families and Victorian businesses. This
punishes Victorian families, working people and
Victorian businesses. Liberal-National policies will, by
contrast, keep the lights on without allowing upward
pressure on electricity prices. That is the reason why, in
part, we are opposing this bill. What we have will
include an additional subsidy, or what we term an
environmental tax, and those that have solar will
effectively push up prices for the two-thirds of the
market that do not have it.
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The multiple changes this bill makes to the Electricity
Industry Act 2000, the Electricity Safety Act 1998, the
Gas Safety Act 1997, the National Electricity (Victoria)
Act 2005, the National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008 and the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 are
massive changes, the consequences of which will result
in upwards pressure on power bills for those Victorian
electricity customers without solar PV systems installed
through cross-subsidies. These costs will be borne by
those Victorians without such solar PV systems. The
social cost of carbon and the environmental cost
components used to determine the renewable energy
feed-in tariff paid by the retailer to the solar PV
customers will be transferred to all those customers
without solar panels.
This is not the time for the Victorian government to be
increasing power bills, given their policies and given
the upcoming closure of Hazelwood, which will send
power prices up significantly. Certainly we have not
seen that modelling, but it is anticipated that bills will
increase by 25 per cent.
Origin’s view is that the commonwealth government’s
small-scale renewable energy scheme currently more
than adequately compensates solar PV customers for
environmental benefits of the installations.
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The argument the government is putting forward is that
the cost of this is negligible, but that ignores the subsidy
already in play and the administrative cost and burden
to business this amendment seeks to introduce. The
Liberal-Nationals parties will continue fighting to keep
the cost of living and the cost of doing business down,
something this Labor government has ditched, and this
bill continues this path.
Clause 5 of the bill amends the Electricity Industry Act
2000 so that the Essential Services Commission (ESC)
must determine the feed-in tariffs for the financial year
by 28 February and in setting the rate must include the
environmental cost and the social cost of carbon.
However, it is unclear at what rate the government will
set the environmental payment; there has been
speculation in relation to this rate. Regardless, we know
that there will be a cost and it will be borne by those
who may not be able to afford investing in solar, so the
state Labor government is going to slug them anyway
by intervening in this market.
In closing, I find it interesting also that the inquiry
conducted by the ESC did not assess the cost and
benefit of different options for delivering environmental
and social benefits across the economy, only assessing
changes in the value of the FIT — that is, the feed-in
tariff.

There is certainly significant concern amongst key
stakeholders, not to mention of course those who will
wear the cost of those impacts — mums, dads,
businesses, pensioners and retirees. The Australian
Energy Council has also warned that non-solar
households that have already forked out for overly
generous subsidies for a decade would be further
penalised.

Clearly this government’s track record on energy is
appalling. There are enormous concerns about the cost
of energy, the security of energy, the likely impact on
energy security, and blackouts. If we want to see
Victoria’s future we only need to look at South
Australia and what that state is contending with and the
consequences that will be borne.

St Vincent de Paul Society is concerned that with
expected electricity price rises on the way this will
impact on households without solar more. This change
to feed-in tariffs compounds the effect by subsidising
those households with installed solar PV systems.

Indeed, as I have mentioned before, the opposition will
be opposing this bill. I call on the house to oppose the
bill and stop this government pushing up power prices
that will be felt most by people who can least afford
them.

An additional environmental component in the
calculation of feed-in tariffs is of course slugging
non-solar customers twice, as I have mentioned earlier.
This is because customers with solar PV systems have
received rebates for their renewable energy systems
through the federal government’s Small-scale
Renewable Energy Scheme, a part of its federal
renewable energy target. The scheme generally pays 25
to 50 per cent of the cost of solar PV systems,
depending on the location, and the cost is passed on to
the consumers.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting this rather tokenistic bill
introduced by the government that simply gives back
some of what it took away last year. But I am
absolutely stunned to find that the Liberal Party, and
The Nationals too, are going to be opposing a bill that is
so — let us be polite and say — modest in its aims.
We will determine during the committee stage of the
bill what the likely impact is going to be on the various
components that make up people’s power bills, but for
now let us just say that it has become pretty clear that
with all the many, many problems that the coalition
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currently has on its plate — many of which are
self-inflicted — it has completely dropped any
semblance of a single environmental objective within
its entire political project. If the coalition actually has
an environmental objective left anywhere, I would like
to hear what it is.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — I would like to hear it.
In the interests of disclosure I should say right up-front
that I am the recipient of a feed-in tariff payment along
with the more than 10 per cent of households in
Victoria who have now installed photovoltaic panels on
their roofs.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mrs Peulich thinks they are all in
the inner city. Through you, Acting President: next time
you are driving through one of those erstwhile marginal
seats that you would like to be putting in your basket
next election, Mrs Peulich, what I would suggest to you
is that you actually get your eyes up and start looking at
the roofs as you drive through Cranbourne and Narre
Warren and all those suburbs you have just described as
the inner city elite. In fact generally — and we can see
this right across the whole of Australia — it is the
low-to-medium income households and postcodes that
have embraced solar, because it gives them some ability
to lower their power bills, and it has also given them a
measure of insurance against any future rises. Now, we
will have ample time in this debate to talk about what it
is that is pushing up power prices.
I should have also mentioned, while we were doing that
disclosure, that I have now got a grid-connected
Powerwall battery in my house. I was told when it was
installed that I was the first residential installation in
Melbourne.
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will not be long until there are 20 000 or 30 000 people
out there who are just like me, and when that happens
the electricity market is going to be transformed utterly.
That is the reason that the Liberal Party, in opposing
this measure, is engaging in an act of utter futility.
I suspect the Labor government understands what these
trends are and how fast they are coming down the line.
This is now a clearly made out case of technological
disruption, and if the government wants to stand in
front of it, they are going to be like King Canute. Give
us another year or two and all you will see is the
bubbles popping up through the sea. The coalition over
here I do not think have the foggiest clue. Based on
listening to the speech that was clearly written by the
member for Caulfield in the lower house which
Mrs Peulich read out, she had never read the Essential
Services Commission report, part 1 or part 2, prior to
presenting that material to the house, but we will have
plenty of time — —
Mrs Peulich — Good bedtime reading.
Mr BARBER — Here they are, Acting President,
so if Mrs Peulich wants to swot up in preparation for
the role she is going to play in the committee stage of
this bill, when we get to that, she can certainly borrow
my copies temporarily.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — Well, number one, Acting
President, solar energy and its continued rollout is
driving power prices down, not up.
Mrs Peulich — For some.

Mr BARBER — I am not endorsing any one
product, for sure, Acting President. There are many,
many different offerings for batteries out there, and the
prices of those offerings are plummeting even as we
speak.

Mr BARBER — For everybody. What is driving
power prices up right now is in fact the greedy gas
generators who act opportunistically in the market.
Sometimes they just sit on the sidelines. I think
Mrs Peulich may have actually quoted one of those gas
generating companies. I am certainly hoping it was not
one of the major donors to the Liberal Party. These
generators are happy to sit on the sidelines until the
power price spikes through the roof, and then they jump
in and make a killing. There are many occasions when
they make months worth of revenue in just an hour or
so.

Thirdly, I just want to fully disclose that we have now
got software connected to our system that actually
allows my power company to take out electricity from
my battery during times of high price at will and feed it
back into the grid in order to take advantage of those
high spikes in prices and at the same time play a role in
dampening them down. While this is all pretty new, it

A couple of weeks ago the wholesale power price in
Victoria hit $770-odd a megawatt hour. At that point
the people who control my battery started pulling
power out of it, and they paid me, I think, about $1.22.
A small start, but imagine when there are 20 000 more
of them all linked up and being controlled. We will
eventually get rid of those greedy fossil fuel polluting

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
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generators from the market and the opportunistic way
in which they operate right now. Nobody actually gets
paid to provide energy security in Victoria. You are
paid when you insert electrons into the grid. That is
how the auction system works, and that is something
that the Liberal Party needs to go away and get its head
around.
The first thing to note is that since many solar systems
are still generating a certain amount of energy as we get
past 4 o’clock in the afternoon, and even 6 o’clock, they
are actually driving down the wholesale power price at
peak power time while other people, fossil fuel
generators, are busy trying to drive it up. So people who
invest in solar are actually doing everybody in that grid
a favour.
The next shibboleth that has to be killed off if there is
any chance of bringing some rationality back into what
is a rapidly changing regulatory environment is that this
represents a cross-subsidy. We heard Mrs Peulich say
time and time again in her contribution that people with
solar panels are being subsidised by people who do not
have them. But that is akin to saying that Hazelwood
power station is being subsidised by the people who
purchase its electricity. If the Liberal Party cannot get
its head around the fact that people are no longer
passive consumers of electricity — they are both
producers and consumers in the case of tens of
thousands of Victorian households — it is not going to
be able to bring forward a policy that will actually
work, because one day everybody, most likely, will be
involved in producing electricity, consuming electricity
and maybe even storing electricity.
The days of the big dumb and centralised State
Electricity Commission model are just disappearing
rapidly, not because the Labor and Liberal parties are
working around the clock to bring us to a better world
but simply due to the technology. It is killing the gas
generators, and once we start connecting electric cars to
the grid, which of course will be both storage and in
some cases new forms of load on the grid — —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — You will not even recognise it,
Mrs Peulich. You will not even recognise the
electricity. You will just be floating around like
Grampa Simpson saying, ‘What’s happened here?’ and
‘I don’t understand it and I don’t like it’. That is all we
heard this morning. Energy policy is dictated by
Grampa Simpson: ‘I don’t understand it, but I don’t like
it and I’m grumpy’. I am hoping — I have not done the
numbers yet — there are 21 votes here to pass this bill,
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because if we are left to the Liberal Party, then we are
really in a lot of trouble.
The third thing to note is that Mrs Peulich has concerns
about the issue of rising wholesale power prices which
she lays at the feet of the closure of Hazelwood power
station. The thing is that this bill does not change that.
The legislation as it exists says that the Essential
Services Commission (ESC) must consider the
wholesale power price when setting this tariff. The bill
does not change that. So even if you oppose the bill,
you cannot actually stop the thing that you are
complaining about. The only real question is: do you
think that solar panels, if you want to conceive it that
way, should be on a level playing field with other
wholesale producers? So if the wholesale price of
power goes up, apparently these tens of thousands of
solar producers should not even have access to that
much. Coal-fired power stations are big enough and
ugly enough to look after themselves when it comes to
negotiating a power price, but how is it you think tens
of thousands of individual solar home owners — and in
many cases increasingly businesses — can negotiate for
a price for their electricity?
In any case, that entire suite of arguments that the
Liberal Party just proffered are not just wrong; they are
worse than wrong. They are irrelevant, and that brings
us back to the problem that the government have got
themselves into in the way that they ran this inquiry and
brought this bill to the house. The government is trying
to understand what different mechanisms they can use
to give compensation to solar owners for benefits that
they may be offering to the broader electricity supply in
various ways. It is all about what is fair for someone in
return for installing solar panels, and that is not what
this is about.
When we brought in the feed-in tariff back in 2009 or
2010, that was what it was about back then. It was
about providing people with some compensation and
some certainty to invest in solar panels. This is not
about giving people encouragement to invest in solar.
Solar is so damned cheap now it does not need further
encouragement. This is an incentive to encourage solar
home owners to stay connected to the grid.
Let me just repeat that. What is needed here is not an
incentive to install solar; what is needed is an incentive
to keep that solar panel, and associated battery pack
most likely, connected to the grid, because if that
incentive is not made available, then what is going to
happen is solar panels are going to get cheaper and
cheaper and batteries are going to get cheaper and
cheaper and then lots of people are going to invest in
them to avoid their power bills. Then the companies are
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going to start to jack up the fixed part of your electricity
bill — the charges — to get the money out of you one
way or another, and then people are going to disconnect
from the grid. They will get bigger batteries and bigger
solar panels, which are getting cheaper and cheaper
even as we stand here and talk about them. Eventually
they will disconnect from the grid completely, even in
built-up areas, not out on farms where people are
100 metres or more from the nearest connection point
and it is just cheaper, as it has been for more than
20 years.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mrs Peulich is piping up on behalf
of business. In fact business were some of the earliest
adopters, because what they are doing now, within the
confines of, say, an industrial estate, is they are
developing their own generation and storage behind the
meter. From the point of view of the outside electricity
system, they barely exist. Mostly they share their loads;
they share their production and consumption amongst
themselves. The Rural City of Wangaratta is getting
behind this, if you really want to learn more,
Mrs Peulich, so that they can actually avoid these same
fixed costs that I am referring to.
The thing is that grids are good. It is actually quite
efficient to have hundreds of different households who
are consumers at different times of the day and in
different quantities, but increasingly also producers. It
is good to bring them all together and sort of smooth
out the peaks and troughs, because it actually leads to a
more efficient use of that infrastructure. In fact, for me
to keep getting more and more batteries and more and
more solar panels and then go completely off the grid,
even though there is a wire running right past my
house, would also be really inefficient because I would
be meeting my own peak needs when I could be doing
that with another household down the road or down the
way.
But if people do not get smart, if regulators do not get
smart and if the Liberal Party does not sit down and
actually read some of these reports and try and
understand what it is that is actually happening right
now, then that is what will happen by default. More and
more people will disconnect from the grid, and those
who are left attached to the grid will have to pay higher
and higher prices — that is, if we do not start paying
people an incentive to stay connected to the grid. That
is when power prices will go up. We are paying people
to stay connected to the grid so that they continue to
add to the economic efficiency of this grid, and Grampa
Simpson and the cohort over there are freaked out.
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They only need to start looking around to see what it is
that is happening.
On the price of batteries, when I purchased mine they
were pretty expensive back in February.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr BARBER — It is interesting. Mrs Peulich
brings the aged into it. I live opposite an aged-care
home, and guess what? Every one of those townhouses
has got solar panels on the roof. Why?
Mrs Peulich — Which suburb is that?
Mr BARBER — That is West Brunswick,
Mrs Peulich. As I said, eyes up next time you are
driving through Cranbourne and start counting those
solar panels; You will count up to a thousand pretty
quickly on a regular drive and then you will lose count.
But for people who are retired solar panels are actually
a pretty good tax-effective investment because you do
not pay tax on the electrons that you make on your roof,
but you would pay tax on the interest if you left a few
thousand dollars sitting in a term deposit somewhere.
The Liberals have not even got the politics right of their
own marginal seats and their own core constituency on
this one. To suspect that they could actually understand
some of the complexities around what is going on in the
electricity grid right now is of course too much to even
hope for. They seem to think this is some sort of Green
conspiracy, but apart from my own investment in the
grid, that I have fully disclosed, we are along for the
ride like everybody else. We are just trying to keep up
with how fast this is changing and putting in place
some sensible mechanisms that are necessary to avoid,
ironically enough, the very negative effects that
Mrs Peulich thinks she is trying to avoid with her ‘Stop
the world I want to get off’ approach to legislation.
Anyway, the Labor Party made a big mistake when
they referred this matter off to the Essential Services
Commission because the Essential Services
Commission is the regulator of the current grid. Their
job is to protect the current objectives of the grid and
any perturbation to it. As I think I have argued, this is a
giant perturbation that is actually seen as a threat, and
therefore the Essential Services Commission operating
with a very narrow regulatory framework that is about
what exists now is effectively incapable of answering
the question — and I do not think it was even given the
right question.
Why did Labor do it? Because they made a fuss about
cuts to the feed-in tariff when they were in opposition.
They expected the same negative reaction when they
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came into government. Instead of actually coming up
with their own rational policy to deal with this, they just
had a policy of flicking it off to the ESC. The ESC has
come back, and with the current paradigm that is
rapidly retreating before our very eyes they said, ‘Okay,
give them a cent; give them an extra 1 cent roughly on
the power bill’. Labor have overseen two sets of cuts to
the solar rebate feed-in tariff and now they are giving
back the cent, maybe a bit more, that they took just last
year. It has been an enormously complex exercise that
they have gone through to come back to the idea that
we are going to give you a cent that we just took away
from you.
But if they sat down and really wanted to grasp this
problem, what they would be understanding is that in
order to keep people connected to the grid you need to
pay them one for one. Whatever they are paying for
electricity needs to be what they get paid for when they
generate electricity into the grid, not because there is
some outbreak of generosity but simply just because it
is the only rational policy that is going to keep the grid
functioning in these rapidly changing times.
Now, I am not putting a particular number on it; it
should be one for one. This is a mechanism that in a
way is self-correcting, because the more solar there is,
the more it is going to drive down the prices of
electricity, particularly during the middle of the day,
and the result is that the payment itself would go down
because it is one-for-one. This is happening rapidly, and
in other jurisdictions such as Queensland and WA it
will not be long until there will be so much solar in the
grid and so much sun that they will be driving demand
very close to zero in the peak sunny part of the day, and
that itself is a whole new — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Members, could you let Mr Barber make his
contribution, please.
Mr BARBER — Thanks, Acting President. That in
itself will propose a new set of challenges to the design
of the electricity grid.
That is the broad sweep of the policy environment in
which we operate, and that is the policy that the Greens
took to the last election, and we continue to pursue it. In
the two years that have gone by, the trends that we
observed in relation to the price of solar, the price of
batteries and the response of the electricity market to
that disruptive technology have actually become way
more obvious and appear to be accelerating. Something
pretty big is going to happen pretty soon that is going to
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make this bill look pretty tokenistic and pretty silly, but
nevertheless when we get to the committee stage of the
bill we are going to need to interrogate a little bit more
how this mechanism is intended to roll out.
The bill very clearly arises out of a number of inquiries
that the ESC has been running, and if the bill passes the
house, it will then create further decisions and
recommendations that the ESC will carry out. So I
think it is appropriate that when we get to the
committee stage of the bill we actually interrogate some
of the materials and the background to this bill that are
in those ESC reports and, for that matter, interrogate
what work the ESC may do over the next six months,
or less than six months, because the mechanism in the
bill and the promise of the minister’s great press release
is that we are going to get a 20 per cent increase, which
is in reality a 1 cent increase, later this year — by the
middle of the year, we are told — and we need to know
a little bit more about that.
Not everything in the way this mechanism works is
necessarily clear to those voting on the bill. There are
further mechanisms being established that put the ESC
in the driver’s seat or leave the government to make a
decision under the provisions of this bill down the line,
so I think it is important on behalf of all those many,
many solar homes and business in Victoria that we get
some answers to that before the legislation passes. But
it is just unfortunate that we have got a Liberal Party in
here that has got its head completely in the sand about
changes that are occurring and that are in fact
accelerating. They cannot even develop a single
environmental objective that they want to hang their hat
on, and yet they are willing to try and oppose a
mechanism, albeit a very small one, that provides a
reasonable and honest rate of return for those who have
invested their own money in being not just passive
consumers of electricity but, in fact, generators.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — It is good to
start the year in a similar position to last year, with the
Liberals saying that we should do nothing, the Greens
saying that we should do everything and us in the
middle doing something sensible. I must say it makes
me feel very good and it makes me feel very confident
in our legislative program that we yet again lie in
between these two extremes, and I just hope that we
maintain that position for the rest of this term.
I believe that Mrs Peulich’s contribution had some
strengths. The key strength was what I might call
rhetorical flourishes, or what one might call paranoid
rhetorical flourishes. I am going to do a word search on
that speech when it finally appears in Hansard. I
counted 37 instances of ‘Socialist Left conspiracy’, but
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it could be more or less than that. That was my initial
guess; there is a bit of a plus or minus on that. In her
characterisation there are all sorts of dark forces behind
what we are doing — this Socialist Left conspiracy that
is taking us down the path.
Let us take a step back for a minute and look at where it
is that the Liberals are coming from on this before I get
to the particulars of this bill, because I believe they are
in a very confused place when it comes to energy
policy. Now, I agree with a lot of what Mr Barber said
here, but I will just spell it out a little bit. One thing is I
believe that far too often on their side, they are still
trying to work out whether they actually think climate
change is real or not. For many on the conservative side
of politics there is outright denial. We can find many,
many quotes saying that climate change is — insert
expletive. We see many instances of that here and
amongst their brethren internationally.
But then we find more subtle versions of it. We can
find subtle versions saying that the science is out or that
there are climate differences occasionally but that it is
not clear whether it is human made. So I think those
opposite have to get it straight as to whether or not they
actually believe that climate change is occurring,
because they are not going to get on board a proper
legislative program or a proper reform program until
they get that much straight.
Secondly, they have got to decide whether they are
actually going to get on board with long-term policy
change here or whether they are going to be political
opportunists, because the second most prevalent
phrases in Mrs Peulich’s contribution were hollow
references to the cost of living, and I will get on to why
they are hollow in a moment. Those opposite are more
interested in opportunistic scaremongering than in
finding real-world solutions to these problems. The
consequence of this schizophrenia of those opposite —
with some believing in climate change and some not —
and of their political opportunism is that they actually
have a completely incoherent set of policies. We see
this federally, for example, in the ‘direct action’
response. Federally they have completely random,
ad hoc interventions.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr MULINO — I will withdraw that term. The
reference was that they are not on the same page within
their party. It was a reference to the fact that there is
complete confusion on their side, and what it leads to in
terms of policy are things like direct action, which I
would call completely ineffective and completely
lacking in policy substance. I think it is not good for
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this policy debate for there to be ad hoc interventions
rather than a coherent response to what is a very
complicated problem.
Now, what is our response? Mr Barber criticised us for
our reference to the Essential Services Commission
(ESC). Well, I believe a reference to the ESC is entirely
appropriate because the correct response here is to
recognise the fact that there are complicated
interdependencies and indeed externalities — which are
often very difficult to identify and to measure — in the
energy market. I will not go through the details. The
ESC has run through this in a great amount of detail,
but I think it is worth identifying that there are a
number of externalities. One is, clearly, that low carbon
generation avoids the negative externalities of high
carbon pollution, and that is something which has
driven Labor Party policy in this space at both the state
level and the federal level for decades.
The economics profession has a lot that it should be
ashamed of, but in this area I think economists have
made a massive intellectual contribution. For a long
time it has been economists who have contributed to
our understanding of what it is that we should put in
place by way of regulatory mechanism to respond to
that negative externality. Clearly one of the issues that
we have to deal with when it comes to the price
regulation of electricity is that there is a negative
externality arising from carbon pollution, so any pricing
mechanism has to reward, if you will, low carbon
pollution mechanisms for our generation.
Another set of externalities are network externalities, in
particular the fact that there are negative externalities
arising from the capital required for consuming more at
peak times but also from transmission and distribution
losses from consuming at peak times. Again, it is
important that any pricing structure recognises that if
generation reduces the pressure for peak load
consumption, that should be rewarded. Distributed
generation of energy often reduces peak load pressures.
As Mr Barber said, storage of electricity can also
reduce that pressure and that should be reflected in
subsidy and in pricing mechanisms as well. But it is
important that any pricing mechanism also reflects the
fact that often distributed energy production will have
positive impacts on externalities in networks.
The third broader social impact that I think is worth
noting is that there are industry considerations in the
renewables sector. There are industry considerations in
that a broader take-up of renewable generation will
result in both employment and industry benefits but
will also result in going down the cost curve over time.
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That is something that will create positive impacts for
society.
In short, if we are going to take into account all these
various externalities that would lead us to wanting to
have a pricing mechanism that, firstly, would reflect the
positive environmental and social impacts of distributed
generation, which is exactly what this reform will do,
and that, secondly, would reflect the impact of
distributed energy on peak usage, for example — on
losses and on the capital requirements of energy
networks — a good way to do that is through
time-of-use pricing. Again, that is reflected in this set of
recommendations from the ESC. Both of these
important considerations are reflected in what we are
debating here in the chamber today.
This is a set of reforms that will generate significant
positive efficiencies through the energy sector but will
also generate significant social gain through
enhancements in the renewable energy sector and
significant improvements in the take-up of renewable
energy generation throughout society. As has been
noted, the take-up is not limited to high-income
suburbs. In fact, some of the highest take-up rates of
solar panels are in fact observed in many low-income
suburbs and in new suburbs. It is actually a quite
complex distribution of solar panel generation
throughout our society.
One of the election policies that we took to the election
was that the ESC would examine feed-in tariffs, the
way we should reflect environmental and social gains
from the take-up of solar panels and how we should
best reflect that through the feed-in tariffs and pricing
generally. The ESC has looked at this. As I said, it is
entirely appropriate for a pricing regulator with all the
capacity to look at these very complicated issues such
as the interdependencies of these markets and the
externalities to look at them in a rigorous way. This
government has taken up the vast majority of the
commission’s recommendations.
Some of the key recommendations, as I said, were that
there be a time-of-use component to any feed-in tariffs
and that the tariffs be increased so as to reflect the
environmental and social benefits arising from higher
take-up rates of solar panels. These changes are
reflected through an estimated 20 per cent increase to
the feed-in tariff rate, or approximately $17 a year. It
should be noted that this is the first time that the tariff
has been increased in six years. It should also be noted
that Victorians will benefit from different tariffs at
different times of day, which is a critical change. As I
said, that is one of the changes that reflects the network
benefits arising from distributed generation.
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I will go back to where I started. This is a very
complicated policy area, and I believe that those
opposite actually have to figure out as a party — both
here and I would say at different levels of
government — whether they genuinely believe that
climate change is real, because I think they will only
take up long-term policies if they get to a solid, unified
position on that issue. I do not think that is the case
now.
I think those opposite also have to back away from
political opportunism. It is all too easy to talk about
cost-of-living pressures in a hollow way and yet offer
no practical solution. The irony of course is that it is
exactly the kind of market-based solution putting a
price on carbon that Labor has supported both at the
state and the federal level for decades that have led to
the lowest cost solution. It is ironic that we have been
pushing market-based solutions and those opposite are
supporting ad hoc solutions which actually impose a
higher cost. So there is the irony there, and there is the
hollowness of their rhetoric on the cost of living. It is
critical that those opposite not just carp on about what
we have put forward here and in many other bills in this
place but actually develop at some point a coherent
policy of their own.
I would disagree with Mr Barber that this is tokenistic.
This is actually a significant step forward in an
important area of policy which encourages the take-up
of solar panels throughout this state. There are many
elements of this bill which will make that regime more
rational and more reflective of the genuine benefits for
our society and for the electricity market of higher
take-up rates. For those reasons, I support this bill and
commend it to the house.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — The Energy
Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and
Improving Safety and Markets) Bill 2016 will not be
supported by The Nationals today.
Before I look into the bill itself I would like to make
some comments in and around energy production,
security and pricing in our fair state of Victoria, but I
say that with a disappointed feel in that this is not a fair
state when it comes to energy, when it comes to energy
production and when it comes to hundreds and
hundreds of people losing jobs in my electorate in
central Gippsland.
With only eight weeks before the closure of
Hazelwood, it is a constant source of pain in my
electorate and it is a constant source of pain for people
that I speak to who relate stories of how its closure will
affect them or their loved ones.
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The Hazelwood power station will close as a result of
this government’s policies. When Engie closes the
power station, 25 per cent of our baseload power will
be removed. The power station represents a
1600 megawatt reliable power source which has
provided affordable power over decades, and soon
people in my electorate and wider Victoria will suffer.
Businesses will suffer, and unfortunately I fear that
many in my region will close.
When the government put on in the last budget a
$252 million coal royalties tax, it was the lead in the
pockets of Engie. People on the other side will say it
was Engie’s decision. Well, it may have been Engie’s
decision, but an additional payment of $20 million
ended up being very, very heavy stones in the pockets
of Engie as they were pushed out onto the gangplank,
and the government wobbled their gangplank until
Engie was forced to jump.
One of the main frustrating things for me about this is
that this is a total backflip for Labor from their policies
of the past. In July 2010 then Premier Brumby stated in
question time:
Yesterday I announced the government’s white paper, and as
part of that I … outlined the government’s plan for the staged
closure of the Hazelwood power station.

He stated:
… the government will engage in discussions with the owners
of the Hazelwood power station to ensure that an appropriate
framework is agreed going forward.

We see that that policy has evaporated. We see that the
push, the requirement, for a staged closure just fell off
the agenda. This is one of the key issues that are hurting
the people in my electorate. Yes, we knew that Engie
had a limited tenure at the Hazelwood power station,
but it is a fact that on 31 March all staff at that power
station will walk out the door and the gate will be shut.
What unions and workers alike were asking us to fight
for was a staged closure, and that is why I have raised
this issue on a number of occasions in this place. A
staged closure would have enabled the older generation
of power workers who had been there for as many as
30 years to transition out. They would have kept the
money, retired and stayed in the valley. They would
have had a reasonably good payout and would have
been able to purchase items, such as a caravan or the
like, in order to stay there. That did not happen. The
other philosophy would have been that the younger
staff at Hazelwood could have transitioned across.
There was a reasonable level of agreement on that. But
now there will be a complete shutdown on 31 March.
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The Committee for Gippsland produced quite a
comprehensive report called Our Region Our Future.
The executive summary states that $500 million is
injected into the Victorian economy by nearly
3000 power station workers and over 1000 contractors
who also work on power stations. Many of them are
going to feel pressure, with 750 on-site power
employees who will be out of work.
Only last week I spoke to a contractor who employs
150 contractors in and around the power station. He
said he will go from having 150 employees to three,
and in fact he is one of them, so it will probably be two.
There will be ramifications for the families of the
147 contractors. They will all be looking for similar
jobs in the area. Will they have to go to a fly-in fly-out
arrangement? These are real issues that they are facing.
That man was quite frustrated because he could do little
or nothing to keep his contractors on. There may be
some future prospects, but that is little comfort for
people who need jobs and need them now. They do not
get payouts.
In terms of secure and affordable power, coal-fired
power stations provide baseload power — that inertia
that provides security without fluctuation — that
choosing to go completely to renewables will not
provide at this stage. We saw the problems in South
Australia — the horrendous shutdown that created
chaos and danger for people in that state. Historically
Victoria has been a net exporter of electricity to other
states such as South Australia, Tasmania, New South
Wales and Queensland, but upon the closure of
Hazelwood we will be a net importer. Last year the
Labor government said prices would go up by about
4 per cent. In fact the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change, Ms D’Ambrosio, said on
9 November:
This is the reality of our situation. We know absolutely,
through independent, peer-reviewed modelling, that the
impact on electricity prices into next year will be around the
order of … 4 per cent …

The Premier said on 3 November:
Any increase will cause pressure on household budgets; I
acknowledge that. But the numbers are more in the order of
4 per cent or 85 cents a week, not 25 per cent as has been, I
think, quite shamefully put about today.

Shortly after that AGL put an advert in the paper stating
that electricity prices will be hiked by 9.9 per cent on
average for residential power users and 13 per cent for
industry, while analysis from Frontier Economics
forecast retail prices could be in the magnitude of up to
25 per cent.
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There is another interesting issue that happened only
last week. The Andrews Labor government, through
Minister D’Ambrosio, released a media release that
announced that a $6 million initiative will improve
home energy efficiency and save money for those in
need. The initiative will be called the making home
energy more affordable program, and will deliver
efficiency upgrades for 800 concessional and
low-income houses.
I have done a little bit of maths and we have
approximately 2 million houses across Victoria. Of that,
and I will be very conservative in my estimates, we will
say that there are 800 000 low socio-economic
houses — needy houses, people who are really
struggling to make sure they pay their bills. So when
the government is spending $6 million on 800 houses
that represents only 0.1 per cent of the low
socio-economic people it is helping, I am not sure about
that strategy. I really do not feel that is a wise use of
funds. There are 99.9 per cent other low
socio-economic households that will not receive this
sort of engagement but will be burdened with an extra
cost impost by rising electricity prices. I do not think
this is a good spend. I believe there are winners and
losers in the Labor government’s agenda, and I do not
feel that the majority of Victorians are winners in this
scheme.
If we look at the bill at hand, there are three bills really
lumped into one. I want to focus on a couple of areas. It
covers the Electricity Industry Act 2000, the Electricity
Safety Act 1998, the National Electricity (Victoria) Act
2005, the National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008 and the
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007. Looking
at feed-in tariffs specifically, clause 3 amends the
Electricity Industry Act 2000 to shift the renewable
energy feed-in tariffs set by the Essential Services
Commission to be set for a financial year instead of a
calendar year. So this is more the mechanics.
But clauses 4 and 5 amend the Electricity Industry Act
to allow the Essential Services Commission to
determine multiple renewable feed-in tariffs for the
daytime; for example, there would be higher rates
during peak demand. The issue is not with charging
people rates according to the time of day and demand in
terms of periods but that it should be limited only to
those who are on solar schemes. Why is it not for all
energy users and those without solar panels as well?
Let me be quite clear. In my opinion, renewables
should definitely be part of the energy mix. It is
important that we embrace and move forward with
renewables. The Liberal-Nationals believe the future
with solar is important, as is the use of battery storage
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and community distribution, and not making non-solar
customers pay higher energy bills should be the
process. In effect this bill does not address affordability
for households.
Minister D’Ambrosio, in her second-reading speech,
noted that there had been broad consultation. I am
wondering whether or not she consulted with the
St Vincent de Paul Society and in particular the
manager of St Vincent de Paul, Mr Gavin Dufty, who
commented, through the consultation process that we
performed, that with expected electricity price rises on
the way which will impact households without solar
more, this change to feed-in tariffs compounds the
effect by subsidising those households with installed
solar photovoltaic (PV) systems. Solar is important and
it should be used as part of the future energy mix, but it
should not come at the detriment of others.
Finally, as it stands the solar PV systems are currently
supported by the federal renewable energy target and
are subsidised generously through rebates for the
benefits to the environment they provide. In addition,
solar customers have the benefit of having their daily
electricity use from the grid reduced substantially,
making the investment an attractive decision. Currently
the feed-in tariffs in Victoria represent the wholesale
price and benefits solar PV gives to the grid.
It is not enough to cause a behavioural change through
tariffs, reductions and savings for people with solar PV.
This is not really an incentive for them, but it certainly
does put pressure on the living costs of others. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition will continue to develop
policies to support solar and its complementary
technologies to increase uptake, but it will not do it at
the cost of other electricity users. It must be noted that
the people of my electorate in Hazelwood, in and
around Morwell and Traralgon and in Central
Gippsland will certainly be feeling the effects and the
crushing burden of the current Labor government’s
policies, so we should not be supporting this, which
does not add any positive advantage to Victorians.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the Energy Legislation Amendment
(Feed-in Tariffs and Improving Safety and Markets)
Bill 2016. This bill is an example of the Andrews Labor
government’s delivery of its election commitments and
fulfils our promise to Victorians to address the issue of
fairness in solar pricing. The government’s approach to
this matter is, and has been for some time now, that
Victorians deserve to be compensated for the true value
of the energy they feed into the grid. We said this in
opposition, and we are delivering on it now in
government.
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The bill includes many amendments, but I want to
focus here on the feed-in tariffs part of it. As the house
is aware, last year the government asked the Essential
Services Commission (ESC) to inquire into the true
value of distributed generation. The ESC has confirmed
that there is an environmental value for rooftop solar.
The Essential Services Commission also recommended
that Victorians should be paid more for the solar energy
they deliver into the grid during peak demand periods.
The government, through this energy legislation bill,
will adopt these recommendations. The result of this
bill will be that, for the first time, solar households will
be rewarded for the environmental value of having
solar panels on their homes. Victorians with solar
panels on their homes will also benefit at different times
of the day, including a special payment for delivery
during peak periods. This is the first time the feed-in
tariff has increased in six years, and I am proud to say
that it is an Andrews Labor government initiative.
Of course the work of the ESC has not concluded, and
this year the ESC will recommend what the network
value for rooftop solar should be. I look forward to the
release of that information. All of this is in addition to
the many achievements of the government in relation to
energy policy and is in stark contrast to the almost
complete absence of coherent energy or environmental
policies from the opposition. I can inform those of my
constituents in Western Metropolitan Region who have
considered or are considering solar energy that the
government — —
Mr Finn — You can have solar energy at the youth
prison!
Mr EIDEH — It is a good idea, Mr Finn. The
government is most certainly acting in their financial,
health and environmental interests. The installation of
rooftop solar panels in my electorate is not as high as in
many other locations throughout Victoria, but
consolidating and clarifying legislation with this bill
may serve as an incentive to many.
The Energy Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs
and Improving Safety and Markets) Bill 2016 amends
the Electricity Industry Act 2000. The proposed
amendments on feed-in tariffs will allow the Essential
Services Commission to determine a single rate or
multiple rates for purchases of limited or small-scale
renewable energy generation electricity. The act
currently only, and unfairly, permits a single rate to be
set. This will also have the added benefit of better
meeting demand.
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There are also significant environmental variables that
impact upon the process. The Essential Services
Commission will now be able to factor into its rate
determinations the avoided social cost of carbon and
avoided human health costs attributable to a reduction
in air pollution.
In addition to amendments to the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 there will also be amendments to the
Electricity Safety Act 1998, the Gas Safety Act 1997,
the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the
National Gas (Victoria) Act 2005 and the Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007. All of these
amendments will serve to improve Victoria’s energy
legislation and will benefit all Victorian consumers of
electricity and gas. They will improve energy safety in
Victoria. They will make Victorian law consistent with
other participating jurisdictions in the national energy
markets, and they will consolidate and streamline
Victoria’s approach to energy policy.
There will be a concerted communication campaign by
the Essential Services Commission which will include
direct information flows to industry stakeholders as
well as a more general website and social media-based
communications plan for all interested parties. I am
proud to make even a small contribution to the
progress of this bill and its maintenance of Victoria’s
deserved reputation for national leadership of energy
and environmental policy in the country. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is a delight
to be back for 2017 and particularly a delight to be
speaking on this bill, because this is something that
does raise a great deal of interest in my mind. I have to
say that without casting aspersions on any other
speakers in this house there are times when I lie awake
at night, in the depths of the dark of the night, and I
think to myself, ‘I wish that I was as clever as Greg
Barber’. He has given us an example here today of
exactly what I am talking about, because he got up and
gave us a dissertation on the Greens attitude to all
things energy — ‘Stick something up on your roof and
have a look up’. I am not entirely sure what he was on
about but he was pushing along the Greens line of how
to energise ourselves, and I thought to myself, ‘If only I
had the intelligence and the brain that that man has, I
would be in seventh heaven. It would be a wonderful
thing’.
The only thing you can say about this bill is that it is the
product of a coalition of the unwilling — a coalition of
the Labor Party and the Greens, who are joined by this
devotion to global warming-climate change bunkum
that we hear so much about. That is what they are on
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about. The unfortunate thing is that the aim of the left
wing in this country — indeed the left wing around the
world, as we have seen — is to put up the price of
power. We have seen that in so many places. That was
the reasoning behind the carbon tax. We all remember
the carbon tax that was at least part of the reason for the
defeat of the Rudd-Gillard-Rudd government a few
years ago. That was all about sticking up power prices
so people could not afford to use electricity, and that
seems to be a particular aim of left-wing parties and
left-wing activists around the place. They seem to target
power prices. They seem to target electricity prices, and
that is something that in my view is quite unsustainable,
if I can use the term that our friends opposite might use.
Power is the basis of everything that we use in our
homes. It is the basis of everything that allows business
to run. Of course power — electricity — is the basis of
just about every job in Australia. An attack on
electricity, an attack on electricity prices and an attempt
to artificially inflate electricity prices is an attack on our
homes. It is an attack on our families. It is an attack on
our businesses, and it is an attack on our jobs.
It is interesting to note that many members opposite —
if not all of them — are or have been members of trade
unions and have graduated from the House of Stoush
on Lygon Street. Many of them will get up here and
lecture us at length about the importance of protecting
and defending workers. I ask: how can they come into
this chamber proposing a bill which contains
measures that will put up the price of power, attack our
families, attack our homes, attack business, attack jobs
and attack workers? If they are fair dinkum about
protecting workers, they will not go along with this sort
of nonsense. They will want cheaper electricity. Indeed
they will want to have greater sources of electricity.
The enthusiasm we have seen from those opposite
about the closure of Hazelwood power station quite
frankly disgusts me. It more than disgusts me, it sickens
me, because we have a situation where many
families — many thousands of people in the Latrobe
Valley — will suffer as a result of the closure of
Hazelwood. Of course Hazelwood is being closed as a
direct result of the carbon tax — the coal tax — that
was introduced by this government. The Labor Party
can deny it as much as they like, but simple economics
tell us that if you slap a tax on something that is close to
the edge in terms of a profit margin, you are going to
push into the wall, and that is what this government did.
The people of the Latrobe Valley and the workers of
the Latrobe Valley know only too well who is
responsible for their predicament. They know only too
well that it was their mates in the Labor Party. They
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wrote off the Greens years ago. That is not something
that was of any consideration to them at all. But now
they have written off the Labor Party as well because
they know the Labor Party bashes the workers
whenever and however it can. An attack on electricity
prices to up the price of electricity artificially is Labor’s
way of doing that.
When I look at what is happening in this state at the
moment I have to shake my head. I have to shake my
head because we are going to have a situation here,
unless there is some urgent remedy in the
not-too-distant future, where electricity prices will go
through the roof. We will also have a situation where
we will have blackouts. We will have blackouts
possibly next winter, but almost certainly next summer.
We have been very fortunate this year to have a very
mild summer — —
Mr Barber — Start stocking up on candles,
Mr Finn!
Mr FINN — Well, you should start stocking up on
candles, Mr Barber, because that is what we will be
using this time next year if we get any decent sort of
heat. Of course we have heard about the earth warming
from Mr Barber and members opposite for quite some
time, but here we are in February — I have always
found February to be the hottest month of the year —
and last night I had the heater on at my place. I do not
know about anybody else, but it was very, very chilly
last night. This is what those people tell us: the earth is
warming and everything is changing, and we are all
going to die of heat exhaustion. Well, let me tell you, if
this summer is any indication, that could not be further
from the truth.
Last winter was a particularly cold one. We have seen
over in Europe ice and snow, and indeed just this week
in the Middle East there were a number of people who
died in a snowstorm. This nonsense about the earth
warming is just that; it is nonsense. That is what all this
enthusiasm to boost the price of electricity is all about.
It is pandering to the new religion of global warming —
the climate change industry — and let us face it, it is an
industry. There are thousands of people throughout the
world who are making a killing out of climate change.
The more that they make, the more ‘evidence’ — in
inverted commas — they produce to back up the view
that they need more money. We have even seen this at
the UN with the Paris agreement, which I think is pretty
much dead now anyway, and that is a very good thing. I
think we should congratulate President Trump on doing
that. The fact that the UN was set to harvest billions of
dollars from countries around the world on the back of
climate change is — —
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Mr Ramsay — It is suss.
Mr FINN — It is more than suss; it is a con. It is
something that people in Australia have just about had
enough of. Certainly people in the US showed last
November that they have had enough, and Australians
are rapidly saying the same thing. They are sick to
death of paying excessive electricity prices just to
pander to somebody’s political philosophy, somebody’s
political ideology. Not only have we seen how much
electricity is costing government and how much it is
costing the people of this state and the people of this
nation, but we have seen around the country these
‘climate experts’ — again, in inverted commas — who
have told us that it would never rain again.
I am fond, as the house would be aware, of quoting
Sandbags Flannery, Professor — is he? — Tim
Flannery, who told us that the rain that fell from the
heavens would never be enough to fill the dams again.
That was just before we had the floods in Sydney, the
floods in Brisbane, the floods in Gippsland, the floods
in Adelaide and the floods, I think it was, in Tasmania
as well; and we have had a number of severe floods
since then. But he was saying that at a time when Labor
governments were in place in a number of states, and
the idiots who ran those governments went out and
spent billions of dollars on desalination plants.
So we now have a situation where there are desalination
plants scattered around various points of Australia, and
many of them, or most of them — almost all of them, in
fact — are totally obsolete. They are just not needed at
all. Indeed we have the extraordinary situation down in
Gippsland, down in Wonthaggi, where the desalination
plant down there is actually rusting. It is rusting
because the Bracks government built it on a flood plain.
Only the Labor Party would do it.
Mr O’Sullivan — And how much are we going to
pay for it?
Mr FINN — I think it is $2 million a day.
$1.8 million or $2 million a day. It is an extraordinary
sum of money that the Victorian taxpayer is paying all
because of this climate change claptrap.
Mr O’Sullivan — Every day?
Mr FINN — Every single day, Mr O’Sullivan.
Every single day we are paying $2 million to prop this
rusting thing up that — —
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr FINN — Sorry?
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Mr O’Sullivan — Do we use it?
Mr FINN — We have not used a drop of water out
of it, and even now, when the Premier is trying to get
water out of the thing — God knows why he is trying to
get water out of the thing, because we do not know
what we are going to do with all this water, because we
have got more water than we have ever had, certainly in
recent years — when they tried to fire the thing up, it
would not work. That just sort of completes the
narrative on Labor governments, does it not? They have
spent all these thousands of millions of dollars building
these things. They are not needed, nobody is using
them, and when they try to justify them and say, ‘Yes,
we have some money. We’ll spend $27 million of
taxpayers money to get some water that we don’t need’,
they cannot get the thing started. It is absolutely
wrecked, as indeed is the government, and that is the
sad fact of life.
I have got to say that I am sick to death of governments,
Labor governments, making policy based on this false
religion, this false green religion of climate change, of
global warming, which is just nonsensical. Every now
and again we see somebody come up with evidence —
so-called evidence — saying, ‘Well, you know, this is
the hottest year that we have ever seen’. Every year is
the hottest year we have ever seen, but interestingly
enough you never hear that from people who have not
got a vested interest in ensuring that it is the hottest year
ever because this is a booming industry. This is a huge
industry, one of the biggest industries in the world, and
they need to produce evidence — again I use inverted
commas — just to justify their existence.
I will not be supporting this bill, and indeed I will not
be supporting anything at all which panders to this
green nonsense. I will not be voting for or supporting
anything at all which panders to an ideology, to a
philosophy, which is sticking it to the workers in this
state just to make a few people in the inner city of
Melbourne feel good. I am not going to put the boot
into the people in the Latrobe Valley or in the western
suburbs for a political philosophy which I do not
believe in and the majority of Australians do not
believe in, so I will most certainly be opposing this bill.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to make a small contribution to the Energy
Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and
Improving Safety and Markets) Bill 2016. As has been
mentioned, there are different components to this bill,
with changes to the Electricity Industry Act 2000, the
Electricity Safety Act 1998, the Gas Safety Act 1997,
the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the
National Gas (Victoria) Act 2008 and the Victorian
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Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007. Other contributors
from our side of the benches have indicated our concern
in relation to this bill and the impact it will have on the
cost of living and specifically on energy prices for
households and those families that depend on power not
only for livability but for business.
The timing is interesting. While Mr Eideh indicates it is
an election commitment and that certain promises were
made at a certain point in time in relation to increasing
the feed-in tariff, originally I am not sure it was scaled
as it is identified in the bill now. In fact the feed-in tariff
formula is so complicated that a household would not
be able to understand the pricing in certain peaks of the
feed-in and feed-out as proposed in this bill.
In fact Origin and other suppliers have indicated their
concerns in relation to the multifaceted pricing
mechanisms in this bill, and if they are confused, you
can only imagine how families would be confused in
relation to peak use pricing.
That aside, much has been said about energy pricing
and security of energy in Victoria, certainly over the
last few months with the announced closure of
Hazelwood, a significant closure given its role in
providing energy to Victoria and interstate as required
on the national grid from Gippsland. When I was in
Gippsland recently I heard loud and clear from those
that live in that part of the world of the impact the
closure of Hazelwood — of taking out a workforce of
2000-plus in a regional area — will have on jobs, job
security and the economy of Gippsland and of the
unlikelihood that many of those workers will be able to
gain full employment again. So not only are we talking
about a Labor Party philosophy of transitioning from
traditional coal-fired generation to renewables; we are
also talking about the livelihoods of many families that
actually are dependent on jobs in the traditional
coal-fired energy industry.
I just recently put out a survey to gauge the impact of
that closure, and also of the 40 per cent renewable
energy target that the Labor Party have imposed on the
Victorian community in relation to this transitioning to
renewables, and to gauge the cost not only to
households but also to industry. Already out of the
67 000 survey forms I sent out from my office I am
getting considerable feedback to say that the increasing
costs just from the closure of Hazelwood and from the
renewable energy target we have here in Victoria will
be in excess of 15 to 20 per cent for households and
anywhere between 30 and 100 per cent for business. So
the costs associated with Labor Party policy are quite
dramatic in respect of their transitioning from
traditional energy sources to renewables.
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We have seen that just recently in the Australian, where
they identified that the taxpayer is currently supporting
the wind industry to the tune of $3 billion per year.
Even with that considerable amount of investment we
are not assured of any sort of security of supply from
wind generation towards Victoria’s future energy
needs. So while Mr Barber, a strong and long and loyal
proponent of wind generation, can come to this
chamber and say that renewables will replace our
traditional coal-fired energy generation, the fact is that
certainly in our lifetime they will not, and we will
always be dependent on baseload power, whether it is
coal, whether it is gas or whether it is some other form.
The fact is, as we have seen in South Australia, you
cannot rely on wind power particularly, in relation to
renewables, to provide baseload power and also
security of that power to industries, whether it is in
South Australia or in Victoria.
In relation to this particular bill it is indicated to us that
the increase in the feed-in tariff and the provision for
different pricing in different peak periods will in fact
increase again the cost of energy for households that
can least afford it and that the bill also does not provide
any behavioural change to those that are seeking some
longer term security of energy, but at the same time
some price competitiveness, using a more untraditional
green power or green renewable resource in solar.
Having said that, as Mr Barber will know, I have been a
strong supporter over my many contributions in this
chamber of the use of solar power as a mix of energy
for use, whether it is for households or for business. In
fact in my own house I have panels that feed into our
hot-water service and other appliances within the
house. That is being used not only for its environmental
properties but also for its cheaper cost, so there is a
place for solar power and the use of solar panels as well
as a place for us as responsible representatives of our
communities to encourage greater use of solar as a
power source. That does not mean that those users who
want to invest in solar have a greater propensity to have
subsidised power than others who use traditional
sources of power. In fact that is what will happen under
this part of the bill. We are actually supporting a
particular user — in this case solar users — to the
detriment of those who continue to use traditional
sources of energy, whether it is coal-fired or from
another source.
I think there is probably a better use of taxpayers
money in subsidies that encourage greater use of
battery storage, where you actually have a uniform flow
of energy rather than the sort of intermittent energy that
you get from solar power directly into the grid. I would
certainly like to see more activity from the Labor Party
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in relation to investing in battery storage rather than
fiddling with the multi-rate feed-in tariff pricing system
they are proposing in this bill.
I do not intend to go on for too long. I do note, though,
that there is concern in the community about the
long-term security of energy. There is certainly concern
in relation to the costs associated with the Labor Party
running at 100 miles an hour to transition us to a 40 per
cent renewable target at the risk of increasing the costs
of energy to families and households and also at the risk
of losing jobs, like we have seen at Hazelwood.
Certainly I cannot think of one industry that has divided
rural communities across Victoria more than the wind
industry and the wind industry policy of the Labor
Party. I hope that this bill does not create the great
divide between those traditional users of energy, who
do not have access to the sorts of subsidies that have
been proposed in this bill for solar users, and the
multifaceted pricing approach.
I have also raised an issue around gas. There will
certainly be opportunities in the future around a greater
use of gas. It is my hope that with new technology, new
research and innovation we can have a mix — a
sensible mix; a balanced mix — whether it be coal,
clean coal, gas, wind, solar, geothermal or something
else that may well come up on the horizon with which
we can reduce our greenhouse gas emissions, we can
have greater use of renewable energy, we can retain the
jobs within current industries and transition those jobs
into newer industries and we can also have a secure and
price-competitive energy source meeting the future
energy needs of Victoria.
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — I rise
tonight to make a contribution on the Energy
Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and
Improving Safety and Markets) Bill 2016. My
contribution this evening will be relatively brief, but
there are a few important issues that I would certainly
like to place on the record tonight.
The bill has a number of implications. Other people
have spoken about those, so I will only reflect on a few
of them. The bill amends the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 to reflect the renewable energy feed-in tariff
set by the Essential Services Commission (ESC) from a
calendar year to a financial year. It amends the
Electricity Industry Act to allow the ESC to determine
multiple energy feed-in tariff rates for any time of the
day. That is to address peak demand. It also allows the
director of energy safety the ability to direct a person to
do things necessary for the prevention and mitigation of
bushfires involving electrical lines and electrical
installations.
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All of those things seem reasonable on the surface, but
there are a number of concerns in relation to some of
the finer detail of the bill. The major concern I have
with this bill is the increase in costs for electricity it will
bring about. We have heard others refer to that in both a
negative and a positive way, but certainly from my
point of view — when you look at the power prices
around the state now — we do not want to have
anything that is going to adversely impact those prices
and drive them up. The cost of living for ordinary
families now is getting more difficult every day and a
piece of legislation such as this that will raise the cost
of electricity for ordinary households is something that
I, as a member of The Nationals and the coalition on
this side of the chamber, simply cannot support. That is
the reason that we will be voting against this piece of
legislation.
I want to discuss more some of the implications of
electricity prices for customers and some of the impacts
that are putting additional pressures on electricity costs.
In particular if we look more broadly in the electricity
system, we have got the scenario in front of us where
Hazelwood power station is going to close on 31 March
this year. That is only a couple of months away and it is
coming very quickly. What is really disappointing for
those workers, their families and the community down
in the Latrobe Valley is how suddenly this decision was
made. There was no step-down or phased closure of
Hazelwood. It was just a straight-out announcement
that the plant would close, and along with that the
750 people who work there — that is, 750 families —
will be directly impacted and will be without a job
come the end of March, which is only next month. It is
not just those 750 direct jobs; there are thousands of
jobs associated with the power industry down in the
Latrobe Valley, so people will lose their jobs as a result
of the plant closing.
You have got to ask yourself: why did this plant have to
close? There is no doubt it has got some issues in terms
of the cleanliness of the way it goes about generating its
electricity, but I do not think it was very helpful when
the current Labor government put in place a coal tax in
the last state budget which added a cost of $252 million
to the exercise of extracting coal. Those sorts of costs
go directly to the companies, which then pass them on.
That has just made it even more difficult for them to
operate, and the $266 million bailout package from this
government really only amounts to $14 million when
you take away the $252 million coal tax added by
Labor in the first instance. So the Labor Party had a
direct input into the result of this closure.
We must remember that back in 2010 the Labor Party
had a policy to close Hazelwood power station, so for it
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to come out and say it was the company’s decision to
close Hazelwood I think is a misrepresentation when it
was in fact their policy back in 2010 that Hazelwood
should close. As a result of Hazelwood closing, that
baseload power has to be made up from other sources.
As a result of that, the price of power is going to go up.
A Frontier Economics report was released in May 2016
which had a table in relation to the retail price impacts
of the closure of Hazelwood. If you look at 2018, which
is just next year, the closure of Hazelwood is going to
impact retail prices with an increase of 25 per cent.
Now that is a lot of money for those families who are
struggling on lower incomes. Somehow they are going
to have to find that extra money to pay the 25 per cent
increase in their power bills just next year. It is going to
be even more difficult for pensioners who rely on
electricity to heat their homes during cold winters and
who are on a fixed income. As a result of the extra cost
of power some of them may decide not to turn on their
heaters, which will mean they will be very cold.
If we look at the impact the closure of Hazelwood
power station will have on the local community,
already we are seeing an increase in the unemployment
rate in the Latrobe Valley. It has jumped by 3.7 per cent
since December 2014, and that was noted in a press
release put out by the member for Morwell in the other
place, Russell Northe, who is a good local member in
Morwell. In his press release he said:
… the unemployment rate has skyrocketed, rising by more
than 50 per cent in two years of Labor.
More than 10 000 full-time jobs and 3289 full-time youth
jobs have been lost in the Latrobe-Gippsland region since
December 2014 …

Another 750 direct jobs will leave the community as
well as thousands of flow-on jobs, and that is going to
have a very negative impact on the Latrobe Valley
community. This government just does not seem to
understand the impact it is going to have on this local
community, particularly when you see also the potential
closure of the Australian Sustainable Hardwoods timber
factory at Heyfield.
What is really disappointing is that this piece of
legislation will contribute to driving up energy prices
for ordinary people who are struggling to pay their
electricity bills now. The Nationals cannot and will not
support this piece of legislation because it will make
electricity prices more expensive.
Ms FITZHERBERT — I also rise to speak on the
Energy Legislation Amendment (Feed-in Tariffs and
Improving Safety and Markets) Bill 2016. As has been
canvassed already, the bill makes changes to a
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significant range of existing acts pertaining to energy in
Victoria. It amends both the Electricity Safety Act 1998
and the Gas Safety Act 1997, clarifying Energy Safe
Victoria’s power to recall unsafe electrical or gas
products. It also amends the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 to allow the commission to run a register of
those entities that are exempt from needing to hold a
licence to generate, distribute, transmit, sell or supply
electricity.
The minister in the other place told us that the bill
streamlines and harmonises the existing reporting and
information management provisions under the National
Electricity Law and the National Gas Law. An example
of this was given in that a single report could be
prepared by the Australian Energy Regulator where
similar reports are required to be prepared in both the
National Electricity Law and the National Gas Law.
However, all this is a long way removed from the
concerns of most Victorians. When most Victorians
think about energy, their main concerns are cost and
availability, and in that regard the Andrews government
is obviously failing.
The closure of the Hazelwood power grid, which will
take about a quarter of our baseline energy out of the
grid, means that supply will be affected and so will
price. I understand it is likely that removing this
capacity will mean for the first time ever Victoria may
need to buy energy from other states at times of peak
usage, generally on the hottest days in summer when
everyone puts their air conditioning on the highest
possible setting. For the first time it is likely that we
will be net importers of electricity from New South
Wales and gas from Queensland. Of course we cannot
rely on South Australia supplying us with any sort of
power provision, even if we desperately need it.
In Victoria and indeed in Australia it generally takes a
long time to add new power capacity, and this is not
something that the Andrews government can blame on
the previous government. However, it has been the
policy of those opposite for a long time to close
Hazelwood. They proceeded in executing this without
bringing on any extra capacity, and the result will be the
reduction in capacity and increase in power that I have
just been speaking about.
The Brumby government wanted to close Hazelwood
and similarly had no plan to increase power capacity.
The current government, without doing anything to our
capacity, to baseload power, has followed through on
that promise. In the last budget the Treasurer introduced
a $252 million coal tax increase. The company that runs
Hazelwood, Engie, said that would lead to serious
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consequences and, if I could say, that is exactly what
the coal tax was intended to do.
After the announcement of the closure, the Andrews
government said it was putting together an economic
growth plan for the area that was affected. I think it
would have been quite a good idea to work on that plan
well before the closure and have some kind of staged
introduction, which would be looking after the best
interests of the people who would be affected by it. The
government said that through this plan, which they are
just starting to work on, it would look at incentives to
encourage business in the Latrobe Valley. This is
shocking planning. Given the Andrews government
knew that it was working to force the closure of
Hazelwood, it is inexcusable that it did not have a plan
in place well before this time to support the local
economy and jobs in the valley.
There will be about 1000 jobs lost because of the
closure of Hazelwood in a small community which
already faces many economic challenges. Employees
will be compensated for job losses, but the businesses
around Hazelwood — especially the small businesses
that will also suffer a great loss because of its
closure — will not have compensation. There is also
the effect of the closure on electricity prices, which I
alluded to earlier.
We were assured by the Premier that closing
Hazelwood and removing up to 25 per cent of baseload
energy from the grid would not have much of an effect
on prices. The Treasurer also weighed in at the time,
saying:
The reality will be that if Hazelwood closes there will be an
impact on electricity pricing.
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they consume and the costs that they will pay as higher
energy costs add to the cost of other items as one of the
input costs.
What is behind all of this? Well, it is about votes. It is
about the threat that the Greens pose to traditional
inner-city ALP seats. It is convenient to the ALP to
close Hazelwood because it will boost its green
credentials in Northcote and Brunswick. In other
words — —
Mr Barber — Don’t forget Richmond.
Ms FITZHERBERT — And Richmond. You are
quite right there, Mr Barber.
Mr Barber interjected.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Yes, there is quite a list.
That is why you have got to spend a lot of money to
pull this sort of thing off.
So, in other words, Daniel Andrews’s marginal seat
campaigns in seats like Northcote, Brunswick,
Richmond and the others that Mr Barber has just kindly
outlined for us have caused power prices to soar, jobs to
be lost and Victoria’s power security to be put in
jeopardy. It is also having a huge effect on our cost of
living. Mr O’Sullivan referred earlier to cost as one of
his major concerns with this bill, and I share his
concern.
In closing I urge the Andrews government to start
focusing more on energy costs for everyday Australians
and to start putting this front and centre of their policy
for a change, because what we have seen to date has
been a failure of policy and a straight-out failure of
leadership.

And then he said:
House divided on motion:
How much that will be we’ll need to continue to monitor.

Well, that is great. In other words, ‘We’ll close it and
then we’ll work out later what sort of effect that might
have on prices’ — fantastic!
Then the Andrews government estimated that the
average residential power bill would rise about 4 per
cent in 2017 or about $44 a year. The Premier admitted
it is true that this would have an impact on weekly
family budgets, but it became clear almost immediately
that this estimate was wrong when AGL advised of a
10 per cent increase for residential users and more for
commercial users.
These are the kinds of issues that concern Victorians,
who are looking at how they will pay for higher energy
costs, both in terms of the costs they pay for the power
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Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have
got a few questions for the minister about this bill
which I think could well be covered under clause 1.
This bill arises out of a series of inquiries that have
been run by the Essential Services Commission (ESC),
and after the bill is passed, which I certainly hope it is,
the Essential Services Commission will then do some
work based on the new powers that are given under this
bill. It is for that reason that I wanted to ask the minister
a few questions about implementation, some of which
arise out of the reports by the Essential Services
Commission itself, and also for that matter about some
of the claims the government has made about the
impact that this bill will have. For example, in a press
release from the government of 26 October 2016
entitled ‘Supporting fairer feed-in tariffs for solar
households’, we read in somewhat triumphant language
the suggestion that maybe all this has already
happened:
This is the first time the tariff has been increased in the last six
years, rising by approximately 20 per cent. It fell every year
under the coalition.

So I think the first question for the minister is: is it this
bill that is expected to lead to the 20 per cent increase in
the value of the feed-in tariff (FIT), or is some other
mechanism already being used to actually deliver that
20 per cent increase?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It is
the bill. Well, it is the amendments to the act that will
be delivered thanks to the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So we
anticipate that after this bill passes the Essential
Services Commission will go away and, using these
new considerations that have been provided mainly in
and around clauses 4 and 5, decide on a new tariff and
that that tariff is likely to be 20 per cent higher than the
one we have currently got. Now I should point out that
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it fell from 6 cents to 5 cents last year, and a 20 per cent
increase would actually take it back up from 5 cents to
somewhere near 6 cents. So in order to make sure that
this bill does in fact deliver on that promise of a 20 per
cent increase, I just want to ask the minister some
questions about the implementation phase that the ESC
will go into from here on in. If we go back to the
Essential Services Commission report that lead to all
this, The Energy Value of Distributed Generation, from
August 2016, I will refer to page 8 of the report. Does
the minister need to borrow a copy? I have a second
copy, if required.
Mr Jennings — I would need a copy of it, yes, one
way or the other.
Mr BARBER — At page 8 of the report there is a
finding headed ‘Implementation time frames’, and it
says that various things will happen in year 1, year 2
and year 3. What I want to know from the minister is: is
that time line proposed by the ESC more or less the
time line we can expect after we pass this legislation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — On
page 8 the Essential Services Commission has made
some recommendations about, as Mr Barber has
described, in the first year introducing a multirate
feed-in tariff, including different rates for peak,
off-peak, shoulder and critical peak periods. The
following year it is intended to introduce a deemed
output tariff establishing a payment reflecting avoided
greenhouse emissions and in year 3 to introduce
location-based pricing in the form of two loss zones in
Victoria.
My answer to Mr Barber’s question is that in the course
of the first year of that implementation the government
has committed and indeed is determined to provide for
solar customers receiving fair compensation from this
year going forward, so we are making these changes in
relation to time-of-use tariffs that can be accessed by
customers as soon as possible. Through this mechanism
that we are introducing in this piece of legislation we
will also include compensation for the environmental
and social value component. That will mean the
customers will begin to receive payments in 2017 rather
than having to wait an additional year. Effectively
years 1 and 2 in that report are actually being
accommodated this calendar year.
In terms of the other issue that has been identified in the
report, the Essential Services Commission will deliver a
final report on the network value of distributed
generation to the Victorian government in February —
so by the end of this month — and a separate
government response will be prepared soon after that,
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once the Essential Services Commission fully
completes its review, which will consider the inquiry
findings as a whole and determine any further changes
to the feed-in tariff scheme.
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be 4.06 whereas in the shoulder it is 3.73. That is just
saying you will get paid a slightly different amount at
different times of the day. Introducing that tariff is not
going to increase our payment by 20 per cent, is it,
Minister?

Progress reported.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.

ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(FEED-IN TARIFFS AND IMPROVING
SAFETY AND MARKETS) BILL 2016
Committee
Resumed; further discussion of clause 1.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That was
exactly the clarification I was seeking from the
minister, so it appears that what the ESC originally
described as year 1 and year 2 will actually be done as
soon as this bill is in place. In relation to the year 3
location-based pricing, do the provisions of this bill
allow for that to happen or would the government need
to come back to the Parliament at a later date in order to
make new amendments to allow for that to happen?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
the first instance, I remind Mr Barber of what I have
just indicated: there is further work that is going to be
provided by the Essential Services Commission. The
government will respond to that during the course of
this year. The specific answer to this bill is that these
amendments, because they establish a multi-tariff
regime, could give effect to that based upon that
recommendation from the government response. But I
am not pre-empting what that policy consideration may
be.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Yes,
because it is a pretty simple amendment here. It is just
basically saying that the ESC may set a rate or rates,
and that actually gives the ESC pretty wide discretion at
that point to come up with all sorts of different
approaches. What I then wanted to ask was if it is the
government’s intention that the ESC goes ahead and
introduces the multi-rate feed-in tariff and also the
deemed output tariff establishing a payment reflecting
avoided greenhouse gas emissions, it does not look to
me from the information contained in the report like the
multi-rate feed-in tariff is going to lead to a 20 per cent
increase in the value of the tariff. The multi-rate tariff
does not even necessarily increase the total payment at
all. If we go to page 53 of the report, where they put up
a three-part model, what you get paid in the peak might

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — If
Mr Barber is wanting to spend a lot of time on the
maths to actually try to work out the accuracy of the
press release, which I assume is his intention here, I
suggest to him that from my understanding of the
interlocking nature of the deemed output in relation to
the contribution that is made to the distribution network
by reducing demand in one instance and a combination
of the ability to have a tariff that is based upon hours of
use over the course of a day, in relation to the
contribution that may mean to peak capacity across the
distribution network and on the basis of the existing
economic analysis of impact by the ESC and assessed
by the government, the government would hold fairly
confidently to the 20 per cent estimation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
what I am trying to understand. What is the basis of that
confidence? The government announced a 20 per cent
increase to the tariff. They announced it in a way that
sounded like it had already been done in October, but
actually we are dealing with this bill now. A fair bit has
changed since last October in the electricity market, so I
cannot read anything in the report that says a multi-rate
feed-in tariff is going to lead to a 20 per cent increase.
However, for the deemed output tariff, which is a
payment reflecting avoided greenhouse gas emissions, I
think the ESC used a simple dollars-per-tonne figure. It
may have been $12 or $14 per tonne — —
Mr Jennings — Or another number.
Mr BARBER — Or another number. If that leads to
a 1 cent increase in the value of the feed-in tariff, which
is a 20 per cent increase in the value, then it is that
number that is delivering the benefit. Is that correct,
Minister? It is the figure you insert for avoided
greenhouse gas emissions that gives you the extra
1 cent for the feed-in tariff. Am I right?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not entirely sure, given that you are actually intending
to pass this piece of legislation, you are on the side of
the government’s legislative reform and you are
supporting the policy intent, why you may want to split
hairs. If we take it that the tariff sits between 5 and
6 cents and we talk about a 20 per cent increase of that
number, then the number increase — the quantum of
that increase — will be between one and two. I think
you can find ways in which you can make 1 or 2 cents
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fit within 20 per cent, satisfying the press release, and I
am not sure that you will get much more comfort than
that. I would discourage all of us from talking about the
accuracy or the attribution of press releases in relation
to the energy sector that any party may have made in
recent times.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just on that point, if I may, on the economically elegant
increase and perhaps even a 7 or an 8-cent peak FIT,
how does this discourage the consumption of
electricity, even solar electricity, and how does it lead
to behavioural change? If you are actually increasing
the incentive to consume more solar energy, how does
that lead to behavioural change?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — No.
The price incentive, if it works in any way, works in the
opposite direction, because the value that would come
to the owner of a solar panel would be if they reduced
their personal domestic demand so that additional
capacity was put through the distribution network. They
would receive an increased financial return because of
what has been fed back into the distribution network.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So if the
$10, $12, $14 a tonne, or whatever number the ESC
and the government eventually agree on, leads to the
2010 increase — that is, maybe a cent, maybe
2 cents — the ESC still needs to take into account
separately, and under the existing legislation without
this bill, the wholesale price of electricity. That was
their original decision-making criteria, and it is still
their decision-making criteria, so the ESC will have to
make an assessment about the wholesale price of
electricity looking forward a year or so, and then they
will come along with the greenhouse number: the
tonnes per CO2. So what is the government’s
assessment of the wholesale price of electricity looking
forward?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — My
knowledge base has actually increased significantly,
but — —
Mr Barber — Help me out. Fill me in.
Mr JENNINGS — Rather than penny pinch in this
regard in relation to whether 20 per cent is the outer
limit of the effect of this policy change, I think maybe
you should just be optimistic, but not overly optimistic.
In terms of when that will become evident to you, the
consumers, the variation in the wholesale energy price
will have been well and truly factored in by the
Essential Services Commission by the time it makes its
determination at the end of the month.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Okay. I
will not press the question about what the government
thinks is likely to be the wholesale price of power for
the next year, because the minister has said I will find
out anyway in a month. But the government has made
some comments already about the expected impact of
things such as the closure of Hazelwood. As we know,
the closure of Hazelwood, the effect of the gas price,
the amount of water in the hydro dams, the closure of
the Toyota plant, the reduction in demand in
households, the Victorian energy efficiency target
mechanism, the on-again, off-again closure of the
smelter, how sunny it is, how windy it is — these all
feed into the wholesale price of power and any
prediction that we might make about that.
In the last two years the ESC, considering largely the
wholesale price of power, decided to cut the tariff twice
in a row. I tend to go on what the futures market is
doing because I think that is people betting their own
money, and at the moment the futures market seems to
have priced in an extra 2 cents a kilowatt hour over the
years. So if the ESC does its job the way I understand
this bill to work, then they will consider the wholesale
price of power, and I cannot see how they would ignore
the futures market. They might use their own
modelling, they might use their own firm, as I think
they did in the past, but the futures market suggests an
extra 2 cents on the wholesale price.
The minister has more or less said it will be an extra
1 cent or more as a result of the greenhouse gas
component. So that is starting to sound more like
3 cents on top of the 5 cents, which is a 60 per cent
increase to the tariff, not a 20 per cent increase to the
tariff. While that might be good news to me, of course
the opponents of this bill are worried about its effect on
a subsidy, and a bigger payment is going to lead to a
bigger — the way they see it — cross-subsidy. It is not
a cross-subsidy, as I have always said; it is simply just
paying people who generate electricity for their
electricity, and we are all having an argument about
what that electricity is worth. There are a few hundred
pages here, Mrs Peulich, if you want to read that and be
part of that argument.
Mrs Peulich — I am sure most people would like to
own solar panels as well, but they cannot afford it.
Mr BARBER — That was most helpful.
I do not know if the minister has got any further
comment on what I just said, but as far as I can tell that
is it for me on clause 1. I do have some questions
though on clause 5, which relate to another bit of the
mechanism we have not really talked about yet, which
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is the so-called social cost of carbon and the human
health issues, but depending on the guidance of the
Deputy President we can probably deal with that under
clause 5.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just a few questions on clause 1, if I may, before
Mr Barber goes off to clause 5. There have been a
range of concerns expressed, and actually Mr Barber
did a very good job in identifying some of those
ingredients that will impact on the wholesale price of
electricity, for which I am sure we will be very
thankful. He is absolutely right. The coalition’s concern
is the impact of paying higher feed-in tariffs to those
who own solar panels and the residual impact that that
will have on those who do not own them and on the
cost of electricity. To that effect, why is it that there has
been no cost-benefit analysis undertaken on the
multirate FIT?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
assessment, really, in relation to the cost benefit comes
through the other element of consideration, which is the
avoided demand on the distribution network and the
benefits that solar panels individually and collectively
contribute to the energy supply system within the
nation but also certainly as that applies in Victoria. So
the deemed output tariff is the area in which the benefit
to all energy consumers has been attributed a value. On
that basis, because that value is designed to be a fair
and reasonable response — it is not as if there is a
price-gouging mechanism for the owners of solar
panels — the tariff is meant to be struck in a way which
actually provides equity and a reasonable price for the
contribution that those households are making to the
collective wellbeing of all energy users. That is the way
in which the Essential Services Commission has tried to
balance its obligations in relation to maintaining
reasonable and appropriate pressures downwards on
prices for all energy consumers while providing for an
appropriate, reasonable and equitable return for the
contribution made by external solar panel owners.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is unclear at what rate the government will set the
environmental payment, as Mr Barber pursued. There
have been suggestions that an environmental payment
of about $42.60 per annum may be the ballpark figure,
but these estimates are well below what many believe
will be the carbon price that will be struck, which will
be around $20 a tonne, representing an annual payment
of $61.20. A $3.75 per household charge would be
required to fund that. Could the minister make
comment on the environmental payment and how that
is going to be established?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
fact Mrs Peulich and Mr Barber are correct that this will
by and large be determined by the Essential Services
Commission in relation to what they believe to be the
savings to the distribution network of reducing demand
by incentivising the owners of solar panels to save
electricity within their own domestic circumstances to
make a net increase in the contribution they make to the
distribution network. They will then apportion what
will be the saving across the entire system on the basis
of reduced demand and the carbon reductions that
actually may be associated with that and try to then
assign that global saving across the system back to
individual households on the basis of what their
individual contributions may be.
Mrs Peulich has outlined a couple of scenarios, an
upper limit and a lower limit. She believes, through her
assessment of the literature, the Essential Services
Commission will be making some determination within
that range. That range that she has indicated does vary.
Ultimately within all the market forces, the supply and
demand factors that Mr Barber outlined in his
contribution about the reduced capacity within the
generation network, whether it be changes and
improvements to the availability of renewable energy,
whether it be through the swings and roundabouts of
major high-energy consumption industries in Victoria,
there is a series of factors which will see a tightening,
primarily driven by the closure of Hazelwood but not
necessarily that on its own. So that will lead to some
tightening and pressures in relation to price, but on the
basis of the government’s assessment, based upon the
Essential Services Commission’s determination,
certainly we do not think that the demand on all
consumers will be in excess of the numbers that
Mrs Peulich has referred to. Indeed we believe it will be
constrained within them.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — Is
there a limit on the level of environmental payment?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
have just taken some advice from the advisers in the
box, who remind me that the $3.79 is actually the
attribution that is derived from the commonwealth
renewable energy target scheme as distinct from the
matters that we are actually discussing here.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The Australian Energy Council expressed the view that
non-solar households that had already forked out for
overly generous subsidies for a decade would be further
penalised. Are you able to comment on that — confirm
it, deny it?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — For
completeness, the $3.79 is attributed to — effectively
from Mrs Peulich’s terms — the subsidy that actually
applies through the application of a commonwealth
program in relation to the introduction of solar panels.
That is one. Because there is an additional payment that
is made on the basis of the contribution to the system, it
would be nonsensical for me to say to you that it would
not be an additional impost spread across all energy
users. It would be insulting your and anybody else’s
intelligence, but what I suggest to you is that in the
scale of that attribution and that impost it is actually
fairly minor compared to the value that is derived from
the contribution that is made in terms of demand
management and in terms of adding to the capacity of
the energy sector to meet its supply demands. That is
what the Essential Services Commission has been
charged to do — to work out what is a fair and
reasonable price for that contribution.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Origin Energy made the comment that the
commonwealth government’s small-scale renewable
energy scheme currently more than adequately
compensates solar photovoltaic (PV) customers for the
environmental benefits of their installations. Are you
able to comment on that and the double benefit that
accrues in terms of levels of subsidies to solar panel
consumers?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think there would be a variety of views. Origin as an
energy supplier and as a commercial interest may have
its own views, but they are not necessarily the views
that are shared by this government. That is not
necessarily the assessment that has made by the
Essential Services Commission. In fact I am sure all of
us could call on a variety of different stakeholders who
would have slightly different perceptions of this value
and the way in which it should be apportioned across
the economy, across energy users and across those who
contribute to energy supply. The government on
balance thinks it is an appropriate measure.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
formulating this particular regime, has the government
taken into account the commonwealth scheme? What is
the total amount of subsidy at the federal level and the
state level that accrues to solar panel customers?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — At
the moment the value of the subsidy we have actually
been discussing is a variation in the order of 20 per
cent, as the government has identified, to the tariff,
which sits within 5 or 6 cents per kilowatt hour. That
would be not necessarily a target but an outcome that
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we would expect to occur, and that would be then
determined by what the net contribution to the
distribution network is of people who have solar panels.
Some people are well geared up in relation to having a
capacity that enables them to be major contributors to
the grid, as Mr Barber may be geared up with his
storage system to enable him to provide feed-in to the
system at a time of his choosing. Some people just use
every single bit of electricity that they generate through
their solar panels and more and make very, very minor
net contributions to the distribution network. That
varies significantly on the capacity, the domestic
consumption and other elements of households. But in
terms of the return for what is a significant outlay, even
with the subsidies that are provided by the federal
government, the net value over the course of a year is
comparatively modest for the households that are
affected by it both as an impost and as a return.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can you confirm that there are 153 000 eligible
installations in Victoria — I think that is the figure that
was used in the Essential Services Commission
report — and 2.5 million households over which to
recover the funds that will be paid out in subsidies?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not disputing those numbers.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — So
therefore only a small proportion of people will benefit
and the vast majority will wear the brunt. Would you
then comment on the concerns expressed by the
St Vincent de Paul Society, which said that with the
expected electricity price rises on the way, which will
impact households without solar more, this change to
feed-in tariffs compounds the effect by subsidising
those households with installed solar PV systems.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Not
necessarily, because in fact you are ignoring what the
opportunity costs might be or the investments that are
actually required. In circumstances where there may be
a reduced capacity in terms of the energy system or
where there might be supply and demand pressures, I
can assure Mrs Peulich and every consumer of energy
in Victoria that the contribution made by solar
panels — the contribution made by renewable energy
sources generally — makes a significant difference to
our ability to maintain a steady and reliable supply. In
fact there is an incentive — going back to a question
that Mrs Peulich asked me before — for households
with solar panels to reduce their consumption in their
homes at times when the system needs additional peak
capacity. Whilst that is a modest financial return to
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those households, as it accumulates across the entire
153 000 households that are affected it may make a
significant contribution and prevent adverse outcomes
in the distribution network at times of peak demand.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
understand the multirate FIT regime — off-peak,
shoulder, peak. Could you just outline what hours that
applies to?
Mr Barber — It is page 50 of that report you
haven’t read, Mrs Peulich.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Do
you have a copy of this report? We might share it.
Mr Barber assisted me through his interjection by
taking me straight to page 50, which indicates that the
off-peak period is 10.00 p.m. to 7.00 a.m., the shoulder
time frame is from 7.00 a.m. to 3.00 p.m. and peak
period is from 3.00 p.m. to 9.00 p.m. There is an
afternoon shoulder, and then there is an evening
shoulder from 9.00 p.m. to 10.00 p.m. That is
completing the picture on a weekday. Then on
weekends the off-peak period is 10.00 p.m. to 7.00 a.m.
and the shoulder period is 7.00 a.m. to 10.00 p.m.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
do not have any further questions on this clause except
to thank the minister for clarifying that for people to
take advantage of this scheme they would have to be
insomniacs.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Clause 5(4)(c) introduces two new concepts that the
ESC, in determining one or more feed-in tariff rates,
should consider: one, the avoided social cost of carbon;
and two, the avoided human health costs attributable to
a reduction in air pollution. Clause 5(5) then provides
for the Governor in Council to specify a methodology
or factor that the ESC must use in making those
calculations.
It is currently February. If the bill has a speedy passage
and if the government has done its homework, the ESC
could determine multiple rates that take into account
those two factors for rates to commence on 1 July this
year. But the ESC cannot consider the avoided social
cost of carbon or the avoided human health costs
attributable to a reduction in air pollution until the
government publishes the methodology under
clause 5(5) of the bill.
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I understand that during the debate in the other place
last year the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change said the government is currently
considering methodologies for an order in council and
there will be consultation in the coming period of time.
Will the work be done in time for the ESC to use it in
making its determination by the end of February — by
the end of the month?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Until
Mr Barber just became very specific at the end of his
question I was about to remind us of what was actually
said in the Assembly. Up until that point in time I was
about to actually read into our committee stage what
was said in the Assembly. Let me just see whether I can
actually do any better than that.
I have been encouraged to assist us to get on with it and
pass this piece of legislation at the earliest opportunity
so that in fact what the Essential Services Commission
is obliged to do by the end of this month it will be able
to do with the guidance of the Victorian government
within that time frame.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So when
does the government intend to publish the
methodology, Minister?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — My
very circumspect friends did not tell me the exact
timing of it, but they have actually given me the
momentum and the enthusiasm to implore you to keep
on with your support for this piece of legislation to
enable us to get on with that task between now and the
earliest opportunity to implement this policy.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Has any
of the consultation referred to by the minister in those
other comments taken place? If so, who has been
consulted in coming up with what will very soon be the
magic number?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — It
will not be magic; it is based on other issues. But I will
talk about the consultation. I have been provided a list,
and I will not start with the government departments
that are at the start of the list or the Essential Services
Commission itself; I will start at the other end of the
list, which includes retail businesses, the Australian
Energy Council, the Victorian Council of Social
Service, the Brotherhood of St Laurence, the energy
and water ombudsman, Consumer Affairs Victoria, the
St Vincent de Paul Society, the Australian Photovoltaic
Institute, ClimateWorks, the Alternative Technology
Association, the Moreland Energy Foundation, Solar
Citizens, the Australian Solar Council, the Clean
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Energy Council and the Australian Energy Regulator.
Then we get to the Department of Premier and Cabinet,
the Department of Treasury and Finance and the
Essential Services Commission.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — And in
consulting all those many, many groups, had you
actually prepared a draft of the proposed methodology
that you were able to show them?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I am
not quite sure whether this was actually identified in the
Legislative Assembly, so maybe I should have teased
out exactly what was mentioned in the Assembly.
Certainly the material was based upon the Victorian
energy efficiency target (VEET) scheme long-term
average certificate price and the average price when the
scheme commenced in 2009. The VEET long-term
average certificate price is intended to act as a proxy for
environmental and social value. This includes the value
of greenhouse gas emissions avoided by distributed
generation until such time as a national carbon price is
reintroduced or an alternative mechanism is developed
by the government or the Essential Services
Commission to value avoided emissions.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is a
very useful and fascinating piece of information,
Minister. Do not get the idea that I drafted all these
questions; I am just a guy who reads a lot of energy
blogs and polishes my solar panels a lot. My very
effective research and policy staff will be thrilled to
read that when they get a copy of Hansard.
I think we have learned what the social cost of carbon
that will be used is; you are going to use the VEET
price, or the long-term VEET price, as a proxy for that.
However, there are also the avoided human health costs
attributable to a reduction in air pollution, which could
include reductions in hospital admissions and deaths
related to cardiovascular and respiratory diseases that
are directly caused by outdoor air pollution. These are
the things that are sort of referenced or hinted at in the
explanatory memorandum, so how are you going on
producing a methodology for those latter health costs
associated with pollution?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — This
is a greenfield opportunity for policy development and
analysis, and the Essential Services Commission, which
will be charged with the responsibility, will probably be
taking the lead in relation to the analytics that will
enable this financial attribution to be made. The
government will provide assistance and guidance as
appropriate to try to take what my advisers in the box
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tell me is an opportunity that has not been seized — and
detailed analysis has not occurred — in other
jurisdictions. It is our intention to explore that value,
but we acknowledge that there is quite a lot of work to
be done.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Not
completely greenfield, I would have thought, given that
we have national pollution standards. The states and the
federal government have been struggling along trying
to set new standards for particulate air pollution, for
example.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — Yes,
that aspect of it, but in terms of its attribution to the
broader — —
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Sure. Is
the minister in a position to actually table a copy of that
draft methodology for those two factors that he has
referred to and that were the subject of extensive
consultation?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — My
friends would like to provide me, so that I could
provide Mr Barber and the committee, with this
material, but they are unable to at this point in time,
although they are happy for me to make undertakings
that it will be shared with Mr Barber or any other
interested member of the Legislative Council between
now and the end of February.
Clause agreed to; clauses 6 to 23 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

TRANSPORT INTEGRATION
AMENDMENT (HEAD, TRANSPORT FOR
VICTORIA AND OTHER GOVERNANCE
REFORMS) BILL 2016
Committed.
Committee
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr O’Donohue has an amendment to circulate as
substitution for the amendments previously circulated.
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I have a
substitute amendment to circulate to the committee.
Given it has been a couple of months since the
second-reading stage of this bill concluded, let me just
summarise the circumstances that have led us to where
we are today. The opposition in the other place, through
Mr Hodgett and Mr Clark in the Legislative Assembly
and other members, expressed some concern about the
Parliament’s oversight in relation to the new powers
being created for the ‘transport tsar’, to use the
colloquial term. Discussions ensued between the
government — Minister Allan — and Mr Hodgett for
the opposition in relation to addressing those concerns
that were put in the other place and in this place during
the second-reading debate.
I previously circulated, during the second-reading
debate, some amendments that the opposition had had
drafted by parliamentary counsel to address our
concerns about transparency and oversight for the
Parliament and concerns about, for example, the
potential gutting of an authority such as VicRoads or
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) without reference to
the Parliament, without approval by the Parliament and
without the knowledge of the Parliament potentially. I
am happy to say that the government has conceded the
point on that matter, and the position that I am
proposing is that, in place of the amendments I
previously circulated, the substitute amendment, which
makes omissions to clause 3 of the bill, be circulated.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! In addition,
I wish to call on Ms Dunn. She has an amendment in
relation to this bill, so I call her to circulate them.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — If the Greens
amendment can be circulated, I will speak to it at a later
time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! According
to standing orders, the time has arrived for me to report
progress.
Progress reported.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
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TRANSPORT INTEGRATION
AMENDMENT (HEAD, TRANSPORT FOR
VICTORIA AND OTHER GOVERNANCE
REFORMS) BILL 2016
Committee
Resumed.
Clause 1
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
might just respond to Mr O’Donohue’s earlier remarks
and Ms Dunn’s, if this is an appropriate time to do that.
It has been quite some time since we were debating this
bill, and a couple of months have passed over the
summer recess. As members would all recall, the
Transport Integration Amendment (Head, Transport for
Victoria and Other Governance Reforms) Bill 2016 was
introduced and debated in the Council late last year. It
was about to be committed, it was ready to be
committed, but it was deferred to allow time for the
resolution of some matters that were raised by members
of the opposition and the Greens.
Potential amendments were floated with the Greens in
the final sitting week but ultimately not agreed to. The
issues raised by both the opposition and the Greens —
and I say this without knowing what it is that Ms Dunn
proposed just now in the last 5 minutes — refer to the
restructuring order powers given to the head of
Transport for Victoria (TFV) to reorganise and abolish
agencies within the portfolio.
As written, the bill allows the head of Transport for
Victoria to move responsibilities between agencies and
to abolish agencies with an order in council. The
opposition spoke of the need for an amendment that
would require a vote of both houses of Parliament for
any restructuring orders. The Greens proposed a
slightly less burdensome mechanism with the orders
being tabled and disallowable in either house. We
proposed that the Greens amendment proceed but with
disallowance only by both houses, but that was not
agreed to by the Greens.
The Liberal Party have proposed an amendment that
would allow for restructuring orders to be made as
proposed except where they propose the abolition of an
agency. This response of the opposition concerns that
the bill would allow for the abolition of an agency,
which is certainly not the intention of the bill or of
government policy. During the course of the debate on
this bill there has been some suggestion that the bill
would enable the abolition of VicRoads. Just for the
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record, I make clear, if it was not already, that the
government has no plans to do anything of the sort. It is
not the intention of the bill and it is not the policy of the
government, so the amendment that Mr O’Donohue has
circulated is acceptable to the government and is a
result of discussions between Minister Allan and
Mr Hodgett, a member in another place. It was my
understanding that we were to proceed to discuss that
and consider that.
Just quickly in response to the amendment that
Ms Dunn has presented to the house: I have not had
time to read this, let alone confer with the responsible
minister or any other member of the government. Let us
see how we go in this discussion, but this is pretty late
in the piece to be receiving new information and
amendments that have not previously been circulated.
Certainly the government’s intention, and we flagged
this in the business committee meeting on Monday
night, is that we would like to finalise the consideration
of this bill today if possible. This is very much
late-breaking news, this amendment from Ms Dunn.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Just on the
matters raised by Ms Pulford while we are addressing
these threshold or preliminary matters, the presentation
by Ms Dunn of her amendment on behalf of the Greens
does present some challenges, as the minister says,
given that I am representing a shadow minister for the
opposition who is in the other place and the other place
has risen. We have literally just now been presented
with this amendment by the Greens, which makes it
very difficult to provide an on-the-spot response
without consultation with the appropriate shadow
minister and the party room.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I have
had a moment to confer and take some advice on this
question, and I can now inform the house that this is an
amendment that is not acceptable to the government.
This actually goes to some of the matters that I raised
just a few moments ago — in essence the question
about such action being disallowable by either house,
not both houses. It actually reflects a point of
understood disagreement on the question, so the
government will be opposing Ms Dunn’s amendment.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Although I
may speak to this amendment later, I feel it is important
to speak to it now. It has been very clear from
negotiations held all along that in the Greens’ view in
relation to this particular clause of the bill, a
disallowance was a very important component.
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Setting aside what the opposition was trying to achieve
with its amendment, which we only found out today
very late in the piece was no longer on the table, and on
which we had further briefings from the government as
well when we discovered there had been a negotiation
in relation to that, let me just say for the record the
Greens’ view in relation to a disallowance in this
particular clause that it relates to — clause 3 — has
been no secret. The Greens have been willing to work
with the government in relation to this, and we did try
to come to a solution that would meet the Greens’
benchmark for accountability. For us a disallowance
instrument was the mechanism to do that.
This particular amendment reflects that view of the
Greens. For us it is about scrutiny, accountability and
transparency, and although we take the point of what
the opposition was trying to achieve with its original
amendment, for us there are still other issues at play
with the enormous amount of power that the minister is
afforded by this bill.
I do apologise for the lateness. I recognise that this is
far from ideal in terms of the process, but I think what
we need to accept is that these changes have come very
late in the day and that unfortunately when things do
come late in the day — and I accept that this is a
dynamic place and those things happen — this might be
a result of that. Time runs against us in terms of the
legislative work of this particular house and the actions
we take, the toing and froing between government,
opposition and my own party room. Certainly it is not
an ideal way to introduce an amendment, but it is still
an amendment that is very important to the Greens.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is for the minister. Clause 1(a) says:
The purpose of this Act is to amend the Transport
Integration Act 2010 to improve overall transport integration
in Victoria and enhance the transport user experience …

My question to the minister is: how will this bill ensure
we do not have a repeat of the debacle we saw recently
regarding all the wheel issues with the V/Line carriage
fleet which put many V/Line services off the rails for
months and months and caused enormous angst and
concern to my constituents in Gippsland? I had
hundreds of representations from and conversations
with regular V/Line users, particularly from the Latrobe
Valley and from West Gippsland, who were incensed at
the service they were receiving and the consequences
for their ability to access employment and services in
metropolitan Melbourne.
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. Of course we
recognise the inconvenience to travellers from that
maintenance issue. Around this time last year —
perhaps January of last year — a number of months, on
some lines many months, were taken to restore services
to a standard that is acceptable to both the government
and the community. In response to Mr O’Donohue’s
question, there is nothing in this legislation that impacts
directly on maintenance programs.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I would
like to ask the minister a question on clause 1. Minister
Allan has talked about some movement of staff already
from Public Transport Victoria and from VicRoads to
the new head of Transport for Victoria, which this bill
will obviously give legal authority to. As of today, how
many staff have been transferred to Transport for
Victoria from PTV, VicRoads and other transport
agencies within the Victorian government bureaucracy?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Around 240 staff positions of a combined agency
workforce of over 3000.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you, Minister. Do you have any concerns that the
movement of those staff before this legislation has
passed the Parliament pre-empts the Parliament or,
worse, is being done without the legislative or
appropriate authority?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his question. There are a
small number of additional staff who we would propose
to move following the passage of this legislation, but all
of the people who have moved already, which is the
vast majority of people who will, have been moved
within the existing powers under the Transport
Integration Act 2010. These are people whose work
consists of responsibilities held in common across
multiple agencies. For instance, VicRoads has unique
responsibility for road safety, but there are other duties
that are common across agencies. That has all been able
to be done under the existing legislation.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you, Minister. A couple of questions arise from that.
The first is: if those 240 employees have been relocated
under the existing legislative powers, what will the
passage of this legislation enable in addition to this?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Thank
you, Mr O’Donohue. The nature of the work that is yet
to be transferred is those people working in road safety
policy and road safety related legislation, as VicRoads
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is the only agency that currently has responsibility for
and the capacity to hold those functions. The bill does
many things other than enable the transfer of staff from
one part of government to another, so I might let you
take as read, given the debate that we had before the
end of last year, that the bill does a variety of other
things. In relation to the transfer of staff it is people in
those functions that are unable to be moved that will be
able to if the Parliament agrees to this legislation.
I did pick up an interesting fact just now that I would
like to share with you. Perhaps members are aware of
this, but this was news to me: two-thirds of our public
transport runs on roads. So in terms of better integrated
policy and planning this is clearly a very important
thing.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you, Minister, for that information and for including
that point about the importance of public transport on
our arterial road network in particular. Thank you also
for the advice that 240 staff have already been
relocated. Just to clarify, can you confirm that you said
just a handful of extra staff are due to be relocated once
this bill has passed the Parliament?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Around 10 to 20 people are remaining to be transferred.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Thank
you, Minister, for that answer. On the issue of road
safety I think we in the community are all concerned
about the current road toll and the road toll last year,
which was significantly up on 2015. Can you identify
how the movement of some of the road safety functions
from VicRoads to the head of Transport for Victoria
will help the delivery of the road safety strategy
Towards Zero and what other benefits it may have for
improving road safety, something which I am sure all
members of the house are hoping will be achieved?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — In
essence it will mean vastly improved integration of
policy and planning. I absolutely share
Mr O’Donohue’s comments about our concern around
any life lost on our roads of course being one too many.
The incidence of fatalities on our roads I think we can
all agree is unacceptably high. What this move will
enable is expanding the reach of road safety. For
instance, as members would be well aware, the
government has committed to and is undertaking a very
significant project of removing 50 of Melbourne’s most
dangerous and congested level crossings. Where road
meets rail is a particularly good example of how better
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integrated planning and policy can lead us to better
outcomes.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that answer, but it did not really address the
question about what the transfer of these road safety
functions from VicRoads to the head of Transport for
Victoria will do to improve road safety. The minister
said it will expand the reach of road safety, without
actually identifying what that will mean, and then
pointed to a policy of the government which was in
place well before this legislation came before the house
and which is operating without this legislation.
While I do not question the intent, I am struggling to
understand the tangible outcomes that will flow from
the passage of this legislation, and I take up the road
safety example as but one. There are already many road
safety partners that contribute to the challenge of
improving our roads and safety on our roads, from
Victoria Police and the department to the Transport
Accident Commission (TAC) and a range of other
stakeholders — government and non-government
stakeholders. How will the creation of this, another
stakeholder, the head of Transport for Victoria, actually
help to deliver improved road safety?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — At the
moment road safety is the exclusive domain of
VicRoads. What this will enable is a much broader
focus on road safety, so that in the development and
planning of the network a road safety approach will
take into account all aspects of the transport network.
Instead of being siloed, it will have far greater reach.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — With
respect, Minister, that is just simply not true. Road
safety is not the domain simply of VicRoads. The TAC
help to fund road safety initiatives which VicRoads
implement. VicRoads work with Victoria Police in
enforcement. The sheriff in some instances assists with
that enforcement in relation to unlicensed vehicles and
vehicles that should not be on the road, which office is
obviously part of the Department of Justice and
Regulation. There are indeed many road safety partners
within government that already contribute to both
policy and the implementation of policy and
infrastructure. As I said, with respect, Minister, I think
you are wrong, and I still do not see the answer that will
address the question I have put forward to you.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — We
have been discussing the transfer of the road safety
policy function. Road safety policy — and perhaps I
could have been more explicit earlier — is the
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exclusive domain of VicRoads. As Mr O’Donohue has
pointed out, there are lots of other agencies that have an
interest in this, but at the moment it sits with VicRoads
alone.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Without
labouring this point, if I accept the proposition that
Ms Pulford has just made, what improvements to policy
will the passage of this legislation lead to?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — To
give Mr O’Donohue some context, there are
300 million trips a year on road on buses and trams. Of
course countless other trips are taken by cyclists and
pedestrians. So the change will enable the use of
VicRoads policy expertise and knowledge around road
safety, which has been rooted for a very long time in
drivers and private commercial transport on our roads
network without taking a broader view. We are of the
view that there is a gap that will be better able to be
dealt with by this change — by taking a broader view
of road safety but certainly in no way diminishing the
role and the expertise of VicRoads in road safety
policy.
Three hundred million trips on roads a year that are
considered by a different policy formulation is a lot of
trips on the road to be not contemplating in a holistic
sense. It is a very significant part of the activity on our
road network, and we believe that by bringing these
functions together we can only improve policy and
then, in turn, outcomes for travellers of all types,
whether they be private vehicles, travellers on the
public transport system that does operate on our roads
or even those on bikes and on foot.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. I do not want to unnecessarily
prolong the committee stage, so let me just say, if I
may, I do not think the minister has, to my mind, made
a convincing argument about the benefits that will flow
from this. On the one particular example that we are
discussing at the moment, the fact is that VicRoads
already do a lot of work around pedestrian safety,
around cyclist safety and around vulnerable users on
our roads, and they look at a whole range of users of
our road network when it comes to road safety. I do not
mean to say that there is not a lot more that can be done
to improve things. The question for this house is: what
tangible benefits will flow from this legislative change
and what material impact will that have on road safety?
I accept the answers provided by the minister and I
thank her for those, but I think there are still questions
that will be raised about what tangible benefits will
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flow, and perhaps, I think, many other questions could
be raised about other aspects of this bill. But I will not
unnecessarily prolong the committee stage. I just want
to make that point to finalise this discussion the
minister and I have been having.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Yes,
VicRoads does work on road safety for cyclists and
pedestrians, but we would like greater emphasis on this.
We also believe that 300 million trips a year is not an
insignificant share of activity on our roads, and we look
forward to a better integrated policy approach on this
very important question and to better road safety
outcomes and better planning as a result of that. I thank
Mr O’Donohue for his interest in these matters.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
for the minister is in relation to clause 1. What is the
process that will be used to incorporate the various
authorities into Transport for Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Could
I just ask Ms Dunn: is the member inquiring about a
staff transfer or function or about the shift of
responsibilities from agencies to the new entity? I am
not completely sure I am understanding her question.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — The bill
contemplates a whole range of agencies spanning from
the Roads Corporation of Victoria, taxi services,
V/Line, VicTrack — the whole range. I am not going to
go through them all. I am just wondering what process
the government intends to use to determine whether all
of those agencies sit under Transport for Victoria and
the timing around that. It is not so much around
staffing. It is at a broader strategic level that I ask the
question; it is not actually about the personnel per se.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. The policy rationale
for this change goes back some time to the
development of the Transport Integration Act 2010 and
represents all agencies’ desire for better integration
among them and more seamless integration of all of the
work that they do, which of course integrates our
transport services in a number of different ways. I note
Ms Dunn did not want to get into too much of the finer
detail on this question, but this has been a long
journey — more than seven years — with staff in all
agencies keen for this change to happen, their vision
having been articulated a good number of years ago
now. What this legislation does is provide for the
machinery of government changes to give it effect, but
the policy rationale has been around for a while.
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Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Minister. I am wondering if you can describe for me the
accountability measures in place that are proposed as
part of this bill. I note that the minister does have
absolute power, so I am interested in where those
accountability mechanisms might appear as part of this.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. The bill is quite
specific about the circumstances in which the minister
or the secretary can use these powers. In terms of
Ms Dunn’s concern that there is some superpower to
rearrange agencies, I would reassure Ms Dunn and
remind her that all of these agencies have their own
legislation. The agencies and their legislation are
unaffected other than in the ways that the bill intends —
in quite specific ways. So anything that was to impinge
on other legislation and the functions of agencies in the
way that we have known them to be would have to be
brought before the Parliament as legislation — if it in
any way went beyond the reach of this legislation.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. I know with this particular bill before us that
there is no ability for it to be a disallowable matter. I am
just wondering if there was a rationale or reason behind
why in this particular instance that was not
contemplated as part of this bill.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — As I
indicated in my remarks at the commencement of this
committee stage, there have been numerous discussions
with the minister involving the Greens and the
opposition on this question. The Greens have proposed
a disallowance, and that is the subject of Ms Dunn’s
amendment. On this question I think the Greens and the
government will have to agree to disagree.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister. The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office
(VAGO) report Managing the Performance of Rail
Franchisees, which fortuitously came out in the last
sitting week of Parliament last year, which was when
we were last contemplating this bill — it seems a long
time ago — states:
PTV has determined that both MTM and Yarra Trams have
met the performance benchmarks specified in the agreements,
enabling them to negotiate a new franchise agreement, which
will be known as MR4. If these negotiations fail, the state
could extend the agreement at a fixed price for up to three
years, while it undertakes a tender process for new
franchisees.

It is understood that Public Transport Victoria is not
leading on the negotiations for the extension; the
negotiations are being led by the Department of
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Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources. So my question is: why is PTV not leading
these negotiations, given that it was reportedly PTV
that determined that Metro Trains Melbourne and Yarra
Trams had met their performance requirements and it is
PTV that oversees all aspects of the franchisees’
day-to-day operation of the train and tram networks and
so is best placed to understand the weaknesses and
strengths of the franchisees — of course PTV being one
of those agencies contemplated to be under the
umbrella of Transport for Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — The
franchise agreements are well beyond the scope of this
legislation. Whilst we often have quite a broad
discussion on legislation in clause 1 — and I appreciate
that Ms Dunn might like to take this as an opportunity
to raise other issues — this is beyond the scope of the
bill.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Will there be a role for
Transport for Victoria in contract negotiations in the
provision of transport in Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — PTV
will continue to manage the contracts, so whilst there
will be a role, it will not be a major role.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I just want to
clarify: PTV will manage the contract but not negotiate
the contract as part of its role in Transport for Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Those
negotiations will occur in exactly the same way that
they do now.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I was hoping
to ask the minister a question regarding clause 1, which
states that the purpose of the bill is:
to amend the Transport Integration Act 2010 to improve
overall transport integration in Victoria and enhance the
transport user experience by reforming the governance of
sector transport agencies and establishing the Head, Transport
for Victoria as the lead transport agency …

I am hoping the minister may be able to enlighten the
house as to whether or not this bill will make it easier to
facilitate the relocation of VicRoads to Ballarat.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — This
bill provides the machinery of government to enable
better integration between numerous agencies. It does
not canvass questions of public sector relocations.
Again I understand Mr Morris’s interest in this, but it is
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beyond the scope of the bill. It will have no impact one
way or the other.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I was hoping
the minister might be able to enlighten us as to whether
or not this bill will in any way, shape or form help the
Lydiard Street North residents who are going to suffer
through the indefinite relocation of the Ballarat bus hub
to their magnificent heritage street.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Morris for his question and his interest in the
temporary arrangements in Lydiard Street, Ballarat, and
I note his rapid departure from support for the Ballarat
station project — and that is very disappointing. Again
this is well beyond the scope of the bill, and the bill will
have no impact on this one way or the other.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — I am
wondering whether or not this bill will in any way,
shape or form assist the many bus travellers who reside
in Ballarat who are deeply concerned about the
dangerous and inappropriate placement of new bus
stops across the great City of Ballarat.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
would encourage Mr Morris to reflect on the questions
and answers between myself and Mr O’Donohue
around the integration of policy functions so that road
safety can be considered more broadly than it has been
historically. I think that is something that we would all
welcome.
The temporary bus stops, I might add, are very much
related to a significant expansion of the bus service in
Ballarat — a great many more services — and are the
kind of thing that come about as part of the
government’s ongoing investment in regional public
transport and the fine work of my colleague Jacinta
Allan in the regional network development plan. I also
note the clear desire of Ballarat residents for additional
bus services expressed to the government in any
number of forums. In fact there has been a desire
among Ballarat residents to see an improvement to bus
services for certainly as long as I can recall.
Again Mr Morris’s question about these matters in
Lydiard Street, Ballarat, are beyond the scope of the
bill. This is about enabling better integration of services
and enabling the intersection between our road network
and our public transport system to be smoother and
more effective for all Victorian travellers.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — Just to clarify,
that last question was not in relation to the inappropriate
use of Lydiard Street North. It was in regard to the
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inappropriate location of bus stops in places like
Humffray Street, Brown Hill; Gracefield Road, Brown
Hill; Skipton Street; and Bridge Street, Sebastopol. It
relates to the road safety aspect of this bill, where there
has been significant concern raised by local residents
that the locations of the bus stops in these streets are
going to have a detrimental impact on road safety in
Ballarat and place lives at risk. I am wondering whether
or not there is anything in this bill that is going to assist
with the locations of those bus stops.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I stand
by my earlier answers in the committee stage on this
question.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is
understood that 20 per cent of the key senior staff that
were meant to transfer from PTV to Transport for
Victoria have left, moving to agencies interstate or to
the private sector. The VAGO report I mentioned
earlier notes that there have been failures in contract
management, and I quote:
… PTV’s record keeping and document control has not been
adequate. This creates a risk that knowledge needed for
effective contract management may be lost when key staff
leave PTV.

Considering this risk has now eventuated, how will
Transport for Victoria be able to effectively manage the
franchise agreements?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. As I indicated in
response to an earlier question, PTV will manage the
franchise agreements.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Minister. Can the minister advise how the new structure
proposed in the bill will address concerns such as a lack
of focus on managing train and tram system assets,
assuring the people of Victoria that these critical assets
are being optimally maintained and used by operators
to maximise the efficiency and effectiveness of train
and tram services?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — In
response to Ms Dunn’s question, PTV will remain
responsible for the management of their assets;
Transport for Victoria will be charged with strategy.
Maintenance and management will sit with agencies as
they currently do, enabling agencies that are responsible
for the operational aspects of the network to focus on
those matters.
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Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Minister. A further question I have is there is currently
a call to bring the PTV call centre in-house, because at
the moment it is not in-house, and transfer all current
PTV call centre workers over to Transport for Victoria.
Is the government contemplating seeing that transfer of
call centre operations over to Transport for Victoria?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question. As I indicated in
response to Ms Dunn’s earlier question, we want
agencies responsible for operations to focus on
operations. Whilst it is a possibility that that could
occur, there are no firm plans to do that as yet. But if
we are heading to a more integrated and seamless set of
arrangements for delivery of our transport services, then
I think we need to be mindful of the passenger
experience or the road user experience. Conceptually I
think the idea that people could go to one point for all
the information they needed to manage all of their
journeys is a good one. There are no firm plans as such
to do that, but it would be possible.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
in a similar vein to some of the previous questions, I
want to ask you about the cessation of rail freight in the
north and west of the state at temperatures as low as
33 degrees, which is because of the appalling state of
part of our rail freight network. Rail freight is being
stopped at temperatures of just 33 degrees. I understand
until last year it was being stopped at 36 degrees. In
large parts in the north of the state it is regularly above
33 degrees for weeks and weeks and weeks. What will
this bill do to improve the farcical situation of rail
freight travelling at 10 or 20 kilometres an hour or
indeed being stopped altogether, and hundreds of trucks
being put onto our roads rather than freight travelling
on our rail network?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr O’Donohue for his interest in rail freight. The
government is very proud to be delivering the Murray
Basin rail project, which will be the biggest upgrade to
the rail freight network since the coalition government a
number of years ago now flogged the whole thing off.
As the agriculture minister I am certainly very
conscious of the challenges that our growers have
experienced with the freight rail network, which does
need significant work — work I am very pleased to say
is underway.
In answer to your question, this is very much an
operational question that will fit with the relevant
agency. Whilst I would love to stay up all night
debating rail freight and the form of various coalition

TRANSPORT INTEGRATION AMENDMENT (HEAD, TRANSPORT FOR VICTORIA AND OTHER GOVERNANCE
REFORMS) BILL 2016
78

COUNCIL

governments on this over the ages, I can indicate, as I
have in answer to a number of other questions, that this
legislation will not affect this one way or another. I
know that Minister Allan is working with growers and
grower groups on this question, and that where greater
speeds can be safely managed, that they are being
safely managed, but the work on Murray Basin rail
certainly goes on at a great pace.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
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Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
Clause 3, page 34, proposed section 65E, omit lines 10 to 14.

As discussed at the introduction of the committee stage,
this amendment has come after discussion and
negotiation between the shadow minister and the
minister, both in the other place. It addresses in part at
least the concerns raised by the opposition about
appropriate scrutiny and oversight by the Parliament
and the power of the head, Transport for Victoria.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:

Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 4 to 50 agreed to.

Clause 3, page 30, after line 14 insert —

Clause 51

‘(5) A copy of an Order in Council made under this Division
must be laid before each House of Parliament on or
before the 6th sitting day after the Order in Council is
made.

Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is just one of clarity. This particular part of the bill is
the part that facilitates the transfer of passenger and
freight of V/Line Pty Ltd to V/Line Corporation. My
question is: will any staff be affected by this change?
And for any staff that may be affected by this transfer,
will there be any impact on their employment
conditions, or will there be any redundancies?

(6) An Order in Council made under this Division may be
disallowed in whole or in part by either House of
Parliament.
(7) Part 5 of the Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 applies
to an Order in Council made under this Division as if —
(a) a reference in that Part to a “statutory rule” were a
reference to the Order in Council; and
(b) a reference in section 23(1)(c) of that Part to
“section 15(1)” were a reference to subsection (5).’

The amendment seeks to put into clause 3, which is in
fact division 2 of the transport restructuring orders, the
provision of a disallowance. I did speak to that a little
earlier when we commenced in committee. The Greens
think it is important to include in the bill this
transparency measure. We think it is important in terms
of accountability and scrutiny that there is a
disallowance instrument included as part of this bill and
in particular in relation to division 2, the transport
restructuring orders.
With that, for brevity, I am going to leave my
comments there because I think I really addressed them
earlier when we commenced in committee.

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question and for her interest in
staff impacted by the transfer of functions. I can assure
Ms Dunn that there will be no impact on staff, that there
will be a full transfer of entitlements, that there will be
no redundancies and that these matters have also been
discussed with the relevant union.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — Can the
minister provide me with advice in relation to the roles
and responsibilities of the current V/Line board as it
would stand under the new legislation?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Two
boards will become one. I am advised that the people
that are on the board of the private part of the business
and those that are on the board of the public part are
exactly the same people, so in effect we already have a
mirror arrangement with the board. It will legally and
technically become one board, whereas it is now two.
There will be no impact on the personnel.

Amendment negatived.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) —
Having conferred with the people who are involved in
this committee stage in consideration of this bill, we
think we have got about 10 minutes left, so if members
are willing to allow us to finish the task, then we will be
able to move on with the next bill on Thursday.

Clause agreed to; clause 52 agreed to; schedule 1
agreed to.
Reported to house with amendment.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank all members for their contribution to the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

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

Campaspe crime
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police, and it
is regarding increasing crime in the Tongala
community. My request of the minister is that she
acknowledge the fears of the Tongala community and
directly respond to their concerns, including outlining
what immediate action the government will take to
improve community safety for the Tongala community
as well as other local communities, including Tatura,
Mooroopna, Timmering, Nanneella, Rochester and
Lockington.
Since early December the Tongala community have
lived in fear because of what they feel is an increase in
crime and a lack of law and order in the town, saying
they are too afraid to go out because of a lack of police.
Community members say people in the community
think they are above the law, and specify speeding,
hoon driving and ice dealing as major concerns.
There has been a high crime rate in the Campaspe
region in the past six months, and the Crime Statistics
Agency figures for the end of 2016 show increases in
various crimes across the Campaspe region from the
end of 2015, especially crimes against the person and
drug, public order and security offences. They include
sexual offences, which were up by 147.3 per cent;
abduction and related offences, up 300 per cent;
robbery, up 125 per cent; stalking, harassment and
threatening behaviour, up 42 per cent; dangerous and
negligent acts endangering people, up 96 per cent;
weapons and explosives offences, up 88 per cent;
cultivate or manufacture drugs, up 18.2 per cent; and
drug use and possession, up 19 per cent.
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Residents in the Campaspe region, like people across
Victoria, are feeling less safe in their own homes and
their own community because the Andrews Labor
government has been soft on crime and law and order
issues. Awful events like the Bourke Street tragedy
remind us that community safety should be paramount.
All Victorians have the right to feel safe in our own
community. The unfortunate reality is that bad things
happen, but this is when we need the government to
step up and act quickly and decisively to make sure our
communities are as safe as they can be. The Tongala
community has been expressly clear in that its residents
do not feel safe and they need government assistance to
improve community safety.
Some of the community comments included ‘There are
never any police here … it’s getting beyond a joke. You
ring the police station and no-one is ever there.
Everyone is worried someone is going to get hurt’;
‘People believe a car is going to end up through a
bedroom window’ and ‘Some mums are too scared to
go out walking with their babies’.
Residents in Tongala join members in other small
communities like Tatura, Mooroopna, Timmering,
Nanneella, Rochester and Lockington, communities
that say they also need help with community safety.
Tongala residents spoke directly to the Premier when
he visited nearby Rochester in December about their
concerns — unfortunately to no avail. As a journalist
said, ‘Daniel Andrews casually fobbed off questions
about the soaring crime rate in Tongala during his
visit’, and that the Premier ‘offered little to comfort
victims of thefts in Tongala and other small towns, or
of dangerous hoons taking over the streets after dark’.
What a disappointing let-down of the Tongala
community by the leader of the state.

Upper Ferntree Gully height limits
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — On 23 January
this year, Knox City Council tabled at its council
meeting a report by an independent planning panel that
recommended building heights in the town of Upper
Ferntree Gully should be mandatory and no more than
two storeys high, except at the 1812 Theatre. This was
provided for in planning scheme amendment C141. The
council voted six to three to abandon planning
amendment C141, thereby providing for no height
limits.
Upper Ferntree Gully is adjacent to the green wedge
and frames the entry to the Dandenong Ranges
National Park. It is a significant part of the vista and
landscape as you approach the Dandenong Ranges, and
height limits are a sensitive matter not only for the
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residents of Upper Ferntree Gully but also for those
thousands and thousands of tourists that visit the
Dandenong Ranges and have an expectation that they
are in fact going to see trees and not rooftops. It is
clearly not an area that is appropriate for high-density
development with unchecked height limits.
The action I seek is that the Minister for Planning
inquire into the abandonment of the height limits
outlined in C141 and ensure that appropriate height
restrictions and mandatory controls are put in place in
Upper Ferntree Gully.

Western Metropolitan Region TAFE funding
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Training and Skills, Gayle Tierney. I note that Victoria
Polytechnic recently received more than $550 000 in
state-of-the-art specialised teaching equipment, a very
welcome investment that will make a real impact in not
only ensuring that the needs of students, staff and
industry are met but also that students enter the
workforce with the knowledge, skills and experience to
use the most up-to-date equipment within their chosen
industry. Victoria Polytechnic has already outlined that
it will use its funding for simulation equipment for
health-based courses, to purchase 10 robots and to
improve equipment for hair, make-up and beauty
courses, yet further investment in the TAFE sector is
needed in Western Metropolitan Region following
years of lack of investment by the former coalition
government.
With this in mind, the action I seek is that the minister
visit Victoria University’s Sunshine campus in the near
future to discuss further support for the TAFE and
training sector in my electorate.

Youth justice centres
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throughout Wyndham at the moment. Even the mayor
of Wyndham, Cr Henry Barlow — a man who came
exceedingly close some years ago to being elected to
this place as a member of the Australian Labor Party —
has issued a press release ripping strips off the
government for its lack of consultation, because that is
exactly what we have found on this issue and many
other issues as well. On this issue the government has
refused point blank to talk to anybody about it.
It is just extraordinary that the minister told us today
during question time that she first spoke to the CEO this
morning — the CEO actually rang her this morning and
finally got on to her — more than 24 hours after they
had actually made the announcement. That is some sort
of consultation. I understand that there is some
discussion going on that the government may allow
local residents to have some input as to the wall colours
of the prison, which I am sure will make the residents
pleased beyond words.
Next Monday night there is a public meeting in
Werribee, and the local community would like answers.
I will be speaking at that meeting, and I am hopeful that
I will be able to provide some answers to that
community, but clearly there are some who know more
about this than I do. I would hope the minister is in that
position, so I am asking her — —
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr FINN — So do I, quite frankly. I am asking her
tonight to accompany me to that public meeting next
Monday night in Werribee and to explain to the local
community what she is doing with this youth jail right
in the middle of their city.

Sexual harassment and assault in licensed
venues

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter on the adjournment this evening for the
Minister for Families and Children. It concerns her
announcement yesterday — and of course she was
accompanied in that announcement by the Premier and
the member for Werribee in the Assembly, Mr Pallas,
who is of course the Treasurer — that there would be a
youth prison built in the middle of the City of
Wyndham near residences, near a university, near a
hospital and not far at all from the famed Werribee
tourist precinct.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation. A
number of recent sexual assaults at music festivals and
gigs have been reported to police and covered
comprehensively in the media. These reports probably
represent the tip of the iceberg. Australian research has
found that around half of all women report having been
harassed or assaulted at licensed venues. We also know
that Australia in general and Victoria in particular have
very high rates of sexual violence by a non-partner
when measured globally.

To say that the community is angry about this
announcement would be somewhat of an
understatement. The fury is palpable in Werribee and

In July 2015 the former Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, Jane Garrett,
announced the establishment of a policy task force on
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sexual harassment and assault in licensed venues. This
was a very promising initiative that brought together
some impressive leaders from across the music industry
and government agencies. Having worked extensively
on the issue and options for action, the task force has
developed a pilot project that would work with selected
licensed venues and their staff to help them develop a
zero-tolerance policy on sexual assault, procedures to
support that policy and a culture of safety and support.
The pilot includes a robust research plan to measure
impact. But the task force has stalled, and no-one seems
to really know where it is headed.
May I remind the house that the task force was
established more than 18 months ago. Researchers and
campaigners have been highlighting the scale of this
problem for decades. Through its inaction the
government is sending a message that sexual assault in
public places is not a problem, or at the very least that it
is not important. I want to put on the record that it is a
problem, one that this government has acknowledged in
the past. All public places should be safe and free from
illegal, intimidating and predatory behaviour. Victoria
boasts some of the most incredible musical talent, and
all Victorians and visitors should be able to celebrate
that in a safe and non-threatening environment. As the
government rolls out its gender equality strategy, surely
this represents an area where momentum has already
been generated and where action is clearly needed.
Can the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation update the chamber on the current
status of the task force and its future plans?

Ballarat railway station precinct
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Regional Development. There is at present a wave
of anger in Ballarat aimed fairly and squarely at
ministers Pulford and Allan and at Ballarat Labor MPs
Geoff Howard and Sharon Knight. The Ballarat railway
station redevelopment should be an opportunity to
improve this incredible asset in our city, but what we
have seen so far is an absolute shambles. This
government’s plan for our transport hub includes a
reduction in commuter car parking of over 120 car
parks, from the current car parking capacity for over
390 cars down to just 270. This reduction is at a station
that has of late experienced and is expected to
experience into the future huge growth in commuter
numbers. What does Labor do when commuter
numbers grow? It reduces car parking — absolutely
absurd.
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Not only is Labor cutting car parking but it is also
cutting bus parking. That is right — Ballarat’s transport
hub will have its current bus hub entirely eliminated,
and all of Ballarat’s V/Line and local buses will be
forced onto the magnificent Lydiard Street North. That
is Lydiard Street, Ballarat, one of the most — if not the
most — intact and magnificent heritage streets in
Australia. Why has this occurred? It has occurred due
to this government’s absolute lack of consultation with
the local community. Therefore the action I seek from
the minister is that as part of stage 1 of the
redevelopment the government commit to fully funding
additional commuter car parking so there is no net loss
of car parks and to funding the Ballarat bus hub’s
placement within the railway precinct, rather than
placing it on the magnificent Lydiard Street North.

Heathcote water supply
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Water. Many Heathcote residents contacted me during
January to complain about the quality of their water.
They reported brown, smelly, undrinkable water. I
visited affected Heathcote residents Michelle and Jason
so I could see firsthand the water quality coming
through their taps. Despite assurances from Coliban
Water that the water was safe to consume, I can
confirm there is no way I would have been drinking
that water and probably would have thought twice
about bathing my children in it. Michelle and Jason had
litres and litres of bought water filling their kitchen.
In the main street I spoke with locals who reported
similar stories — white sheets hung on lines with
brown streaks, murky kids paddle pools and the boiling
and filtration of water by cafes for coffees. Coliban
Water received many complaints, held community
meetings and embarked on flushing the mains of
customers who reported poor quality issues. The issue
was ongoing for several weeks. I am advised that the
water discolouration at Heathcote was caused by
naturally occurring manganese in the source of the
water supply. The water treatment processes at
Heathcote do not specifically remove this from the
source water, and so it was finding its way into the
water pipeline network and discolouring the town’s
supply. The water supply is now satisfactory, and the
discolouration issue has been addressed.
Residents feel that this issue was not handled well.
There was no formal advice about the water problem,
many people report that Coliban had no idea about the
water colour for the first few days and several were told
the issue had been rectified during the time when it had
not been at their house. There was a lot of concern in
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the community and mixed messages, and it was
difficult to get clear advice on what had happened and
how long it would take to be fixed. Coliban has since
acknowledged that drinking water provided to
Heathcote residents during this time was not of the
standard that it should be supplying. It admits it could
have communicated better and is working on
improvements in this regard and further investigating a
long-term solution to resolve the issue of the variable
quality of drinking water experienced in Heathcote. I do
thank Coliban for these efforts.
This experience has been alarming for the community,
and I am concerned that there is now a high level of
mistrust regarding the water quality and fears that this
will be a regular problem. My request of the minister is
to facilitate a site visit for me and a couple of town
representatives to see firsthand the water treatment
facility that supplies water to Heathcote to learn more
about the water supply, the processes of treatment, the
condition of the equipment and pipes and other relevant
information so we can report back to the community
and hopefully provide reassurance that everything that
can be done is being done to ensure that safe, quality
drinking water is provided now and in the future to the
Heathcote community.

Northern Victoria Region rail culverts
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — The
matter I wish to raise tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place. The action I am
seeking from the minister is for her to direct VicTrack
to undertake the necessary maintenance works on the
culverts between Numurkah and Wunghnu. We are still
in summer, but we are just around the corner from the
flood season, which comes up as we enter into the
winter period. As we all know, floods can be very
devastating if you are impacted by them, whether that
be in the country or in the city. What is even more
annoying is when you have a flood that could have
been avoided.
I have met with the Numurkah Flood Action Group on
several matters, and this is a matter that the group has
just raised with me. They are very concerned, as we
approach the winter period, about these culverts and
what is growing in them. Cumbungi growth in the
culverts has been extensive through the end of last year
and over the summer. Particularly with some of the
summer rains and the good conditions we have had in
the north of Victoria, the cumbungi has grown right up
through these culverts. If any floodwater were to go
down these culverts, the cumbungi would impede water
flow, which would result in localised flooding around
these culverts. This is not a new request to the minister.
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The minister is aware of this issue, and I understand
that the minister had a commitment from VicTrack that
works would be undertaken and completed by the end
of 2016. That has not occurred at this point. The action
I am seeking is for the minister to again speak to
VicTrack and for it to undertake the necessary
maintenance works on the culverts so we can avoid any
flooding this winter.

Country Fire Authority Ballan brigade
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Emergency Services, the Honourable James Merlino.
The action I seek is for the minister to outline to the
Ballan community the current status of the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria work
notices at Fiskville, the firefighter training college in the
south-west, and the government’s commitment to
providing a new Country Fire Authority firefighter
training facility in the Ballan area.
Firefighters in western Victoria are having to travel to
Craigieburn, which is a Metropolitan Fire Brigade
(MFB) training facility, and to find accommodation in
and around Melbourne during their training days at a
significant cost. It was recently reported that traces of
PFOS, which is a chemical residue, was found in the
water system at the MFB training facility in
Craigieburn — ironically, the very chemical residue
that caused the closure of the Fiskville facility in
south-west Victoria.
It is now nearly two years since Fiskville was closed
due to samples of this chemical residue being found at
certain water points, but even though there was a
budget allocation for a new training facility and a
commitment from the Andrews government to build a
new firefighting training pad in the Ballan region, there
is yet no sign of any land purchase and no sign of any
construction of a new firefighting pad — or in fact the
potential re-use of the accommodation and lecture
rooms at Fiskville not party to the contamination issues
that have surrounded the college.
My call to arms or action is for the minister to travel to
the Ballan community and speak to them in relation to
both the current status of Fiskville and also the status of
the new firefighting training pad in the Ballan region.

Flemington Road trams
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I am seeking is for low-floor
trams to operate on the 55 and 59 routes as soon as
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possible. This issue has been raised with me by a
constituent named Kate McMahon. Kate and her
husband have two children, William and Olivia. Olivia
is four. She is a beautiful little girl with a smile that
lights up the room. Olivia has the rare genetic condition
Kleefstra syndrome, and she is also fortunate to have
two parents who love her very much and are clearly
prepared to give as much as they can to ensure that both
their children have the best possible start in life and can
reach their full potential.
Due to Olivia’s condition the McMahon family have
spent hundreds of hours over the years at the Royal
Children’s Hospital, and to do this they have to drive
because there is no disability-friendly way to get there
by public transport from their home, which is their
preference. In Kate’s words:
It has long been a bugbear that for families like mine which
use prams or wheelchairs when at the Royal Children’s
Hospital, the only practical option is to drive there.

There is a significant cost involved in this. Medical
appointments often run late. Kate told me that there
have been periods of time when she and her daughter
have regularly visited the Royal Children’s Hospital
twice a week or, alternatively, when Olivia has been
hospitalised for a period.
The irony is that while there is a tram super-stop right
outside the Royal Children’s Hospital on Flemington
Road, there is not a single low-floor tram operating on
either the 59 or 55 routes that go there. Those who do
brave the older style trams to the Royal Children’s
Hospital need to negotiate at least two sizeable steps to
get on and off through narrow doors and with no
dedicated areas for wheelchairs or prams. Again to use
Kate’s words:
Many rely on the kindness of other passengers to help lift
their bags and children on and off safely. From personal
experience, trying to get a 22-kilogram four-year-old child in
their custom-built wheelchair up any sort of step on a tram is
almost impossible. If you do manage it, there is no safe space
aside from the aisle where a chair can be put.

The Yarra Trams website and accessibility plan explain
that low-floor trams run on 10 lines across Melbourne,
but there are currently no plans to introduce them on the
59 or 55 routes that service the Royal Children’s
Hospital. The alternative at the moment, leaving from
Port Melbourne, is to go to the Royal Park train station
or the Haymarket tram stop. Leaving aside what it is
like to navigate the Flemington Road roundabout or an
unsealed track from the zoo, this is hardly viable with
exhausted children or in anything other than mild
weather.
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One new low-floor tram is expected to join the fleet
each month this year. I fail to see why some cannot be
put at the disposal of sick children and their families,
and I note that route 59 stops at a range of other
hospitals and route 55 services a range of other facilities
as well. Kate McMahon told me she hopes there will be
at least one low-floor tram on the 55 or 59 lines by the
end of this year. I would like to think the government
could do a lot better than that and introduce low-floor
trams as a priority on both lines.

Heyfield timber mill
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Agriculture,
the Honourable Jaala Pulford, and the action I seek
from the minister is to release and guarantee the timber
supply required by Australian Sustainable Hardwoods
(ASH) at Heyfield for at least the next five to seven
years while long-term contracts can be determined, so
enabling the 250 workers and their families to be
secured in Heyfield.
The Australian Sustainable Hardwoods mill at Heyfield
has significance not only for the town but for Gippsland
and all of Victoria. ASH products, including Victorian
oak, are extensively used in residential and commercial
applications across the state and internationally. This
includes the impressive fascia board which is in place
along the redevelopment of the Margaret Court Arena
at Melbourne Park. The closure of the mill could see
crippling flow-on effects and potential job losses in the
thousands. The mill provides jobs and economic
stability not only for the town of Heyfield but also
downstream in terms of processing, value-adding,
transportation and agricultural and paper production
jobs.
It has been well documented that in 2014 there was an
agreement on the table with Australian Sustainable
Hardwoods for a supply of 155 000 cubic metres of
wood for at least 10 years. Yet ASH has informed me
that there is just 80 000 cubic metres on the table this
financial year, dropping to 60 000 in the subsequent
second and third years, which is hardly job or supply
security. VicForests has said that this is primarily due to
additional areas being locked up in reserve. Clearly the
timber has not just evaporated.
It is also well documented — and I might have said it
before in this chamber — that 94 per cent of Victorian
forests are national parks, leaving the remaining 6 per
cent available for the sustainable harvesting of sawlogs.
Based on an 80-year rotation this equates to less than
0.1 per cent of Victorian forests being harvested each
year. The transition to purely plantation timber will take
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decades and require a total re-establishment and
realignment of manufactured products and domestic
and overseas markets, all of which is cold comfort to
Victorian and Gippsland families in the here and now.
Timber is also a capturer of carbon dioxide and a
renewable resource with multiple building applications.
It is far less energy intensive than other construction
materials. As a side benefit the timber industry also
contributes to the maintenance of the capillaries of road
networks throughout the forests, which can be used as
firebreaks during significant burns. It is essential that
the agreement for the long-term supply of wood for the
Heyfield mill be locked in very soon to prevent the
closure of this important manufacturing plant and the
loss of thousands of jobs.

Melbourne Metro rail project
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Planning, and it concerns the preliminary
works aspect of GC45. GC45 gives power to the
Minister for Planning to control the process for
planning permits and controls in relation to Melbourne
Metro. Unfortunately though GC45, amongst many of
its failings, lays out some arrangements which provide
for carte blanche on preliminary works.
What it means is that parts of GC45 will require the
project to comply with parts of the environment effects
statement (EES) that have been accepted by the
Minister for Planning. But he provides a blanket
exemption for preliminary works, and that means a
substantial lack of control and unrestrained destruction
are a significant possibility. It means — and
Ms Fitzherbert has been fighting very hard for the trees
along St Kilda Road — that the preliminary works are
not controlled in the way that other key aspects of this
project are meant to be controlled. So damage can be
done — massive destruction — and significant works
can occur under this carte blanche or open slather
arrangement, which provides for an open permit, in
effect, for these preliminary works.
What I am seeking from the minister is that he stop the
preliminary works. He can ensure, thereby, that the
preliminary works can meet the better requirements in
the EES and comply with the EES requirements. He
needs to make sure that we do not have tremendous
destruction of those trees and other aspects, including
the war memorials in that significant boulevard. The
risk is that the weak controls that Heritage Victoria
has — patently a very tardy and weak body all
round — will not be able to protect what is a significant
part of our heritage.
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We have seen application to Heritage Victoria by
2600 people seeking the protection of the boulevard
along St Kilda Road. I would have thought that is a
clear demonstration of the significance that is attached
by Victorians to this very significant boulevard and the
very significant heritage aspects of it, but the idea that
you would as part of GC45 provide that blanket
exemption for preliminary works is a travesty.
What I seek from the minister is that he stop the
preliminary works until proper protections are in place
and that he re-examine this and put those protections in
place.

Heyfield timber mill
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Agriculture. The action I seek from the
minister is that she do whatever is required to ensure
the adequate long-term supply of timber to enable the
Australian Sustainable Hardwoods mill at Heyfield to
continue to operate on a sustainable, long-term basis.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr O’Donohue, are
you going to come to something more specific in terms
of the action?
Mr O’DONOHUE — Yes. That is the outline of
the action. I will provide more specifics in my
contribution.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is just that ‘Do
whatever you can’ is not sufficient to satisfy the
adjournment debate requirements.
Mr O’DONOHUE — As I said, President, I have
just opened my contribution. I will provide more
specifics as I continue, but thank you for that guidance.
The Gippsland region is under significant threat in
relation to jobs and economic activity, with the issues in
the Latrobe Valley regarding the power generators, the
imminent closure of one of those power generators, the
loss of hundreds of jobs and now the risk to 250 jobs at
Heyfield and thousands of jobs around Victoria if that
mill were to close.
Many workers at the Heyfield mill have worked there
for years or indeed decades, and many would have
difficulty finding other suitable employment in and
around the Heyfield or Central Gippsland region. The
Minister for Agriculture, with responsibility for
VicForests, can influence the outcome in relation to the
supply of timber and the allocation of timber to enable
this mill to continue to operate. VicForests has
currently offered the mill just 80 000 cubic metres of
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timber a year, and that is clearly insufficient to enable
the mill to continue in a viable manner. I am advised
that the mill needs approximately 150 000 cubic metres
to be viable to continue.
As the minister responsible for VicForests and as the
minister responsible for the ultimate allocation of
timber, the action I would seek from the minister is that
she ensure that the mill has access to the 150 000 cubic
metres that it needs to be viable to ensure that these
important jobs are retained at a time when economic
activity in Gippsland is under threat and at a time when
jobs in Gippsland are being lost. This is a critical part of
the economic fabric of Gippsland, and I ask that action
of the minister.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — We had adjournment matters
raised tonight by Ms Lovell to the Minister for Police in
relation to the Tongala community request for
improving community safety; there were a number of
other communities alongside Tongala as well.
Ms Dunn raised a matter for the Minister for Planning
to abandon planning scheme amendment C141.
Mr Melhem raised a matter for the Minister for
Training and Skills, seeking that she visit the Victoria
University Sunshine campus to discuss what further
work can be done to assist, what programs can be
provided and what money can be spent.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Families
and Children seeking that she attend a community
meeting in Werribee with him on Monday night. I
would just like to clarify that that was not a dinner date;
it was just seeking that the minister attend the meeting.
Mr Finn — No, there was no dinner invitation.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I just wanted to clarify that. I
was just looking out for my colleague’s welfare there.
Ms Springle raised a matter for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
seeking that she update the chamber on where the task
force is at on the very serious issue of sexual abuse of
women at events. Mr Morris raised a matter for the
Minister for Regional Development in relation to the
funding of car parks at the Ballarat CBD railway
precinct and the bus hub. Ms Symes raised a matter for
the Minister for Water in relation to water quality at
Coliban. Ms Symes seeks a site visit to view the
treatment facilities for the Heathcote communities.
Mr O’Sullivan raised a matter for the Minister for
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Public Transport seeking that she direct VicTrack to
undertake maintenance works around Numurkah.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Emergency Services seeking that he travel to Ballan
regarding the status of firefighting in the region.
Ms Fitzherbert raised a matter for the Minister for
Public Transport in relation to introducing low-floor
trams on routes 55 and 59. Ms Bath raised a matter for
the Minister for Agriculture asking her to release
enough timber to supply Australian Sustainable
Hardwoods for the next five to seven years. Mr Davis
raised a matter for the Minister for Planning in relation
to GC45. He wants that to be stopped. Mr O’Donohue
also raised a matter for the Minister for Agriculture
seeking to ensure an adequate supply of 150 000 cubic
metres of timber to Australian Sustainable Hardwoods.
Furthermore, I have 73 written responses to
adjournment debate matters.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On that basis the
house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 9.14 p.m.
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Wednesday, 8 February 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Domain railway station
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the many serious
impacts of the cut-and-cover construction method for Domain
station. Compared to using deep cavern mining construction,
this means more extensive disruption for residents, local
businesses and commuters. Cut-and-cover also means the
destruction of each of the 223 trees in the construction zone.
The petitioners therefore request that the Andrews
government use deep cavern mining construction of the
Domain station, to minimise the impact on one of
Melbourne’s great boulevards during construction, and retain
as many of St Kilda Road’s trees as is possible.

By Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(1166 signatures).
Laid on table.
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The north-east link is the final connection between the
Metropolitan Ring Road (M80) and the Eastern
Freeway/EastLink (M3) and is locally known as the ‘missing
link’.
The petitioners therefore request the Legislative Council of
Victoria to urge the government to immediately plan, fund
and construct the north-east link without further delay.

By Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(250 signatures).
Laid on table.

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT, JOBS, TRANSPORT AND
RESOURCES
High-capacity metro trains project
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture), by leave,
presented project summary, February 2017.
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —

Stonnington Neighbourhood Watch
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Council of Victoria to note that crime in
Stonnington has increased by 23 per cent in the last two years
alone and community members are concerned at the
proliferation of previously uncommon offences such as
carjackings, home invasions and violent youth gang activities.
We therefore implore the Victorian state government to
support local crime prevention through funding the
establishment of a neighbourhood watch group serving
Prahran, Windsor, South Yarra and St Kilda East.

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

North-east link
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Banyule, Nillumbik and Victoria
draws to the attention of the house that serious traffic
congestion is affecting the amenity and safety of residents in
Banyule and Nillumbik due to the lack of the north-east link.
These roads include Main Road, Bolton Street, Fitzsimons
Lane, Rosanna Road, Greensborough Highway, Yan Yean
and Plenty Roads.

Managing Community Corrections Orders, February
2017 (Ordered to be published).
Regulating Gambling and Liquor, February 2017
(Ordered to be published).
Climate Change Act 2010 — Victoria’s Climate Change
Adaption Plan, 2017–2020 pursuant to section 16 of the Act.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PILOT OF
SAFE CONSUMPTION ROOM AND PILL
TESTING) BILL 2016
Withdrawal
Withdrawn, by leave, on motion of Ms PATTEN
(Northern Metropolitan).

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Kindergarten funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Last week about 75 000 children started
their first day at kindergarten right across Victoria. In
last year’s budget the Andrews Labor government
invested $4.4 million over four years for our small rural
kinders to ensure their financial viability. As a result,
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three kindergartens have reopened this year —
Laharum Preschool in Horsham, Cann Valley
Community Kindergarten in East Gippsland and the
Community Early Years Childcare in Walwa. In 2017,
every single one of Victoria’s 2300 funded
kindergartens will be providing children with 15 hours
of quality teacher-led preschool education in the vital
year before school, showing how in demand this
additional support is.

The Andrews Labor government is helping farmers and
those throughout the supply chain to make this
important change by offering subsidised tags,
infrastructure grants, co-funded equipment grants and
an education program to support sheep and goat
producers, saleyards, abattoirs, processors and service
providers. From 1 January this year all newborn sheep
and goats in Victoria will require electronic tags before
they leave their place of birth.

Victoria’s kindergarten children directly benefit from
the universal access funding agreement, which sees
15 hours of kindergarten per week provided at low cost
to families for children in the year before school. The
universal access funding arrangement is now looking
increasingly shaky and is set to run out at the end of
2017. There has been no sign from the federal
government that they will end the uncertainty and
commit to ongoing funding.

The cheapest subsidised electronic tags available to
Victorian sheep and goat producers are 35 cents each.
To enable cost-neutral tags the government is providing
a tag subsidy of up to $7.7 million. Sheep and goat
producers only need to purchase electronic tags to
comply with the new regulations. In addition producers
can also access co-funded grants to purchase optional
equipment and software to take advantage of the
productivity benefits that come as a result of this
reform.

Research clearly shows the link between kindergarten
participation, better school performance and improved
job prospects on entering the workforce. The Andrews
Labor government is calling on the Turnbull
government to end this cycle of equivocation and
commit once and for all to ongoing funding for
15 hours of kindergarten for children in the year before
school. That is why the Victorian government will be
joining with the Australian Education Union, the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the Early Learning
Association Australia, staff and parents in campaigning
for the continuation of the 15 hours of kindergarten. I
would in fact urge all members of Parliament to join
their local communities in sharing our online
petition — www.thismatters.org.au/kindercuts — and
to lobby the Malcolm Turnbull government to continue
the 15 hours of funding to benefit all of Victoria’s
children.

Sheep and goat electronic identification
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I rise
to update the house on a significant new initiative of the
Andrews Labor government to implement the
electronic identification (e-ID) of sheep and goats. In
November last year I announced that all sheep and goat
producers as well as abattoirs, saleyards and knackeries
would benefit from a $17 million package to support
the introduction of e-ID technology across the supply
chain. Today I am proud to announce that I have just
approved grant funding to 69 applications totalling
$401 326. This funding will go to a total of 61
producers, five scanning contractors, one transporter,
one saleyard, and one third-party provider. This is the
second tranche of funding from this package.

Embracing identification technology will not only help
safeguard our existing access to lucrative export
markets but also create opportunities to expand that
access and to continue upward productivity gains, as
well as securing greater biosecurity arrangements for
the state. Victoria has a reputation as a clean, green and
safe source of food, and implementing this is essential
for all.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Duck season
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It is
so very disappointing that on 3 January the government
announced that a full 12-week duck shooting season
will go ahead this year with no reduction in bag limits
and no restrictions on so-called game species that can
be shot, except to exclude the blue-winged shoveler due
to ‘continued low numbers’. This is despite the finding
of the annual aerial survey of wetland birds in eastern
Australia, October 2016, conducted by the Centre for
Ecosystem Science at the University of New South
Wales that:
Total waterbird abundance was the lowest on record
(34 years) …

and that despite a rise in ‘breeding species richness and
wetland area’ compared to 2015 ‘there are continued
long-term declines in these indices’. The survey also
found that:
Game species abundance were all well below long-term
averages, in many cases by an order of magnitude.
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That is, there was an increase in breeding of some
species last year, but the overall trend is declining
numbers of waterbirds across Australia. This is very
obvious when looking at the graphs in the report. In
particular the breeding indexes for the Pacific black
duck, the grey teal, the chestnut teal, the Australian
wood duck and the pink-eared duck — all declared
so-called ‘game species’ during duck shooting
season — have been falling steadily since the late
1980s, except for the occasional better year. Some
indexes have completely flatlined in some bands.
With this information to hand, it is unbelievable that the
government, which should be protecting our struggling
native waterbirds, would allow another duck shooting
season to go ahead rather than give our waterbirds a
chance to recover. This is over and above the brutality
that duck shooting involves. Duck shooting should be
banned, as it is New South Wales, Western Australia
and Queensland.

Give Where You Live Foundation
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — In my
members statement today I would like to acknowledge
the important work that the Give Where You Live
Foundation does in Geelong. This community
foundation that targets the disadvantaged in the
Geelong region has been in existence since 1958 and
has raised $63 million over that time. In the last year
the foundation raised $2.4 million and distributed
$1.7 million to 50 community groups.
I attended an annual fundraising dinner at Clyde Park
winery last Friday night, and thanks to the generosity of
the foundation’s corporate sponsors, the many
businesses represented and the generosity of Terry and
his crew at Clyde Park winery we raised $25 000 on the
night.
Geelong businesses and their workforce have over
many years provided funding to tackle disadvantage
through the G21 region, with support going to
organisations like Multicultural Aged Care Services
Geelong, Northern Futures and the Wesley Centre
through the GROW program. This work is a wonderful
example of a community helping its disadvantaged by
giving a little bit of their pay packets each week to
support those who are more in need.

Kay Wiltshire
Mr RAMSAY — On the weekend I was delighted
to be able to be at the 100th birthday celebration of
long-time Liberal member Kay Wiltshire. Kay over her
lifetime has been an active Liberal Party member,
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helping in all sorts of party activities in rain, hail and
sunshine; even in her 99th year she was manning the
polling booths and supporting campaign activities.
Always with a smile and beautifully presented, she is
wonderfully articulate and intellectual, with genuine
interest in people and issues. Congratulations, Kay
Wiltshire. Happy birthday!

Timber industry
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) — I rise today to pay
tribute to the workers of Heyfield and their
representatives, the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union. It has been an exercise in constructive
engagement to hear directly from them about the way
in which the former government’s inability to sign
contracts has led to a failure to deliver supply and
certainty for people in and around the timber industry.
Those opposite refuse to acknowledge that this problem
of the longstanding issue of timber supply is one which
spans multiple governments ever since the federal
government declared the Leadbeater’s possum to be a
critically endangered species, right through to the
former government’s announcement of Leadbeater’s
possum reserve areas. Now what we see is that we need
to balance that with sustainable timber options as far as
plantation supply is concerned to make sure that we
have a viable industry now and into the future.
I look forward to continuing to work with those
workers, their unions and the timber towns that rely
upon this industry to be able to get through negotiations
which are on foot, and I am pleased to be able to play a
role in that.

Hazelwood power station
Ms SHING — It was a pleasure to meet with
workers and delegates in Morwell last week to discuss
the issues in relation to the Hazelwood transition and
the cessation of production, which will occur at the end
of March this year. To understand the issues of fear and
concern on the ground as they are playing out and to
understand that this is an issue some 30 years in the
making is something which I take pride in listening to
communities about and look forward to delivering
solutions on.

Morwell Central Primary School
Ms SHING — It was a great pleasure to join the
Minister for Education, James Merlino, to open
Morwell Central Primary School, a fantastic initiative
which has delivered one of the very best new schools in
Victoria to the Latrobe Valley, where some
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400 students, including 61 preppies, now have a light,
bright and beautiful building to enjoy as well as an
adventure playground and a pirate ship. It has been
brilliant to see just how well everyone is settling into
their new digs.

Public transport
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — Today I will
be talking about the ownership of public transport in
Melbourne. We have experimented with privatised
public transport in this state for over 17 years, and it is
failing. Taxpayers are shelling out billions to pay for
the operation of these services, yet customers have
suffered with slower, less frequent, disconnected and
cancelled services. The rolling stock and infrastructure
have been run on minimal maintenance. The less
money spent on repairs, staffing and new equipment,
the more profit made. The performance targets have
been simplistic and have not sufficiently focussed on
the quality of the experience. Concessionaires have
figured out devious ways to avoid negative ratings,
such as unplanned expresses. The franchises have been
run to bring massive profits to their owners while
barely achieving the slackest of standards.
These state funds would have been better spent
reclaiming these concessions once they expired and
investing in network infrastructure. The Metro Trains
Melbourne concession is run by the MTR Corporation,
which developed and runs the Hong Kong transit
system. MTR is majority owned by the government of
Hong Kong. If public ownership is good enough for
Hong Kong, why is not good enough for Melbourne?
The Andrews government has unnecessarily narrowed
its options by going straight into closed-door
negotiations to extend the franchise agreements for
Melbourne’s train and tram networks. The Victorian
Greens support the call by the Rail, Tram and Bus
Union to return public transport to public ownership.
Melbourne’s public transport system must be run by
the Victorian government on behalf of the Victorian
people for the benefit of all Victorians.

Australia Day awards
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to take the opportunity to congratulate the
following members of Melbourne’s south-east
community who were awarded the Medal of the Order
of Australia (OAM) in this year’s Australia Day
honours. They include Captain Donald Bergman,
OAM, of Noble Park; Colin North, OAM, of Clayton;
and Jill Page, OAM, for her services to the arts
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community. Professor Nahum Mushin of Clayton was
also awarded the Member of the Order of Australia.
I would also like to make mention of and congratulate
the following Medal of the Order of Australia recipients
for their contribution to multicultural affairs. They
include Roland Jabbour for services to commerce and
industry and in particular for promoting
Australian-Arab relations; Emeritus Professor Jon
Altman, OAM, the founding director of the Australia
National University Centre for Aboriginal Economic
Policy Research; and Padmini Sebastian, OAM,
manager of the Immigration Museum.

Patti Sandars
Mrs PEULICH — Very recently I attended a
memorial service in a local bowling club for Patti
Sandars, who was a long-time dear friend and a very
proud member of the Liberal Party. Her passing
followed the passing of her beloved husband, Ben
Sandars. They were a dynamic duo. Patty was an
intelligent woman, a teacher by profession, and an
individual who was certainly well ahead of her time.
She was irrepressible, especially in her commitment to
community and political affairs, and irreverent in the
manner that we loved her for. We mourn her passing
and also pass on our condolences to her family: Ken,
Richard, Miranda and Diana, as well as all of her
grandchildren. It was quite a gathering, in the way that
Patti would have appreciated.

Caroline Springs railway station
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the government’s recent completion of
Caroline Springs station. The Andrews Labor
government’s recent action of fulfilling election
promises in regard to new stations demonstrates its
commitment to public transport and real action, not just
talk. In just two years Labor completed the station and
made key improvements to the design of Caroline
Springs station, including a wider centre platform, an
enclosed waiting area and customer toilets. This new
station has become the 10th built in this term of
government, and it is ready to go and take passengers.
Two hundred and eighty services a week will service
the thousands of passengers that are already feeling the
benefits of a shorter commute to and from the city and
further along the line.
In conjunction with the completion of the station the
surrounding services have been improved to better
complement the new infrastructure. The route 460 bus
service has been upgraded to run from the town centre
to the new station, and 350 parking spaces, as well as
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bike cages, have been added to supply this growing
area. The $37.4 million invested in Caroline Springs
station demonstrates this government’s belief in the
value of economic growth in the western suburbs. This
contrasts with the Liberal’s abandonment of this station,
leaving the local community stranded during its
four-year term of inaction, even after Labor had
previously funded the project in 2009.

Ballarat rail line
Mr MELHEM — I also would like to commend
this forward-thinking government for its $518 million
investment to transform the Ballarat line and duplicate
the line to Melton, essentially providing more services
more often to the residents throughout Melbourne’s
west.

Population policy task force
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) — The
Liberal and Nationals population task force recently
convened in Shepparton to discuss with community
leaders the ongoing challenges faced by the local
community and how they can be best addressed.
Victoria’s population is increasing by about
100 000 people every year, and about 90 000 of those
residents make Melbourne their home. Melbourne is
overcrowded now, and with a combined population of
Mildura and Shepparton moving to Melbourne each
year we need to introduce plans which will take the
pressure off Melbourne and bring new residents to
regional Victoria. People who live in or visit Melbourne
will know that the roads are very congested now, crime
rates are through the roof, livability is declining and
housing is unaffordable for many. Regional Victoria
provides a great opportunity for these people to take up
residency in the country areas.
The Victorian population task force is focused on
developing a plan that will outline the desired
investment required to facilitate more people deciding
to live in regional centres such as Shepparton, Benalla,
Mildura, Echuca and Wangaratta. The population task
force in Shepparton discussed a whole range of issues,
including better transport connections to and from
Melbourne, required hospital upgrades, the need to
capitalise on agricultural industries moving into China
and inland freight requirements.
The Victorian population task force is chaired by the
member for Kew in the Legislative Assembly, Tim
Smith, and the deputy chair is Danny O’Brien, the
member for Gippsland South in the Legislative
Assembly. They journeyed to Shepparton for the task
force. I would also like to thank Ms Lovell for her
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efforts in bringing that population task force together in
Shepparton.

Southern Metropolitan Region crime
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
draw the house’s attention to an anti-crime forum that
was held in Prahran last Thursday. This was at the
Baptist community hall, and it was well attended, with
almost 100 people there. It is very clear that crime is a
major concern through this area of the inner east,
through Stonnington, parts of the City of Port Phillip as
well and certainly Glen Eira — all of these areas of the
electorate that Ms Crozier, Ms Fitzherbert and I
represent.
It is clear that in Stonnington crime is up by 23 per cent,
and there were key people at that meeting who have
been victims of crime. Tony Fialides from Imp
Jewellery contributed to the group discussion, and a
number of people who had been victims of crime also
spoke. I want to acknowledge the contribution of the
shadow Attorney-General, John Pesutto, for his
contribution on sentencing, better bail laws and better
arrangements in terms of more police, and
Mr O’Donohue’s contribution there is significant too.
What is important here is that the government needs to
listen to the community. Instead of weakening the
crime laws, instead of weakening bail arrangements and
instead of weakening parole arrangements, the
government has in fact lost control, and it needs to take
control again. It is clear that we need more police, and
those in the south of the city are not going to stand for
more carjackings, more home invasions or the threat to
personal safety that is so much a part of this terrible
crime wave.

Australia Day awards
The PRESIDENT — Order! I might just take this
opportunity, given that we have had relatively few
statements today, to bring something to the house’s
attention. I am sure many members have already noted
this themselves and perhaps have extended their
congratulations accordingly. I think it is appropriate
that we recognise some of the nominees of the Australia
Day awards this year. The first one is the Governor of
Victoria, Linda Dessau, who was awarded a
Companion of the Order of Australia, which is the
highest award accorded to Australian citizens in our
honours system. The Governor has obviously done a
remarkable job in her term thus far, and it is a fitting
tribute to the contribution that she has made both as
Governor and also to the community prior to that
appointment.
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I recognise that all the recipients deserve
commendation for the work they have done and that
there are many distinguished people on that list, but
because of his association with this Parliament and this
house, I particularly refer to the Honourable John
Brumby, a former Premier of Victoria, who was given
an Officer of the Order of Australia award. I actually
saw Mr Brumby last night at a function. Whether or not
people would be excited or trembling at the prospect,
Mr Brumby asked me if I could find him a seat back in
this house. Clearly he enjoyed his time here in the
Legislative Council and is perhaps pining for an
opportunity to contribute back to our political system in
such a way. Nonetheless, his contribution as a Premier
of Victoria and as a Treasurer of Victoria deserved the
commendation he received in the awards this year. I
particularly bring those two awardees to the attention of
the house.
Mr Davis — Gemma Varley is another one.
The PRESIDENT — Yes, thank you, Mr Davis.
That was remiss of me. Gemma Varley, a former chief
parliamentary counsel, also received commendation in
the Australia Day awards. It was richly deserved for the
work that she undertook and for the support that she
provided to members of Parliament and to the
Parliament itself over a great many years.
I am not going to go on all day, and I might well get
some other prompts, but we should also note that the
Honourable Julia Gillard, a former Prime Minister and
a distinguished Victorian, was recognised on this
occasion. Ms Gillard, who had an association with this
Parliament, albeit as an adviser, received the
Companion of the Order of Australia.

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
AMENDMENT (PROTECTING
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTERS) BILL 2016
Statement of compatibility
Mr O’DONOHUE (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 (‘charter act’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Country Fire
Authority Amendment (Protecting Volunteer Firefighters)
Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Country Fire Authority Amendment
(Protecting Volunteer Firefighters) Bill 2016 (the bill), as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
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Overview of bill
The bill will amend the Country Fire Authority Act 1958 to:
recognise the CFA as a volunteer-based organisation;
recognise the authority’s requirement to have regard to
the volunteer charter and the principles and commitment
contained therein;
restrict the authority entering any deed, agreement or
arrangement that may adversely affect volunteers and/or
avoid the application of any commonwealth or Victorian
law.
Conclusion
There are no human rights engaged by the charter that are
relevant to the bill and I therefore conclude that the bill is
compatible with the charter act.
Edward O’Donohue
Member for Eastern Victoria Region

Second reading
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

The Country Fire Authority (CFA) is one of the world’s
largest volunteer-based fire and emergency services and
community safety organisations. The CFA is
responsible for the prevention and suppression of fires
across suburban Melbourne and country areas of
Victoria.
Volunteers are key to the organisation and its ability to
successfully protect all Victorians in emergency events.
Volunteers have a proud history of commitment and
dedication to protecting not only their own local
community but communities across the state, country
and globe.
There are over 57 000 volunteers registered in Victoria
who assist in many ways to protect families, homes and
assets across the state. Over 35 000 are active and will
respond whenever their pager calls upon them, be it
whilst at work, during family events or even during
well-earned holidays.
The CFA has evolved over time, and will continue to.
The organisation is set up as a volunteer organisation
supported by career staff, including career firefighters,
administration support and regional and command staff.
The volunteer charter, first signed on 22 December
2001, is a statement of the commitment and principles
that apply to the relationship between the government
of Victoria, the authority and its volunteers.
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The state reaffirmed its commitment to volunteers by
signing the volunteer charter on 27 February 2011.
Enacting legislation was unanimously supported and
was a proud day for Liberal-Nationals coalition to
protect the future of CFA volunteers.
Legislating for the volunteer charter during February
2011 had many positive implications. Perhaps the most
important of these implications being the requirement
of all future governments of Victoria and the CFA to
consult with Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria (VFBV)
on behalf of CFA volunteers prior to making any
decision on a matter that may have adverse effects. If
the CFA is to competently deliver services safely and
effectively the individual and collective interests of
volunteers must always be considered and protected.
The reason for introducing the Country Fire Authority
Amendment (Protecting Volunteer Firefighters) Bill
2016 is in part response to the current Labor
government’s support for the United Firefighters Union
(UFU) over that of CFA volunteers, which has
precipitated the abandonment of principles contained
within the volunteer charter.
The UFU sought to exploit a current loophole. The
loophole being the use of deeds, agreements or
arrangements to force the CFA to implement
discriminatory clauses by way of avoiding the Fair
Work Commission (FWC), thus compromising the
interests of volunteers. Hence any deeds, agreement or
arrangements made which would reasonably be
required to face the scrutiny of the FWC ought to
rightly go via that path.
The volunteer charter acknowledges that a primary
responsibility of the CFA and people employed by the
CFA is to nurture and encourage volunteers and to
facilitate and develop their skills and competencies.
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in the spirit of mutual respect and goodwill, which
remains at the heart of the charter, and the
Liberal-Nationals coalition wishes for this to remain the
case in the future.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 22 February.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT (PILOT
MEDICALLY SUPERVISED INJECTING
CENTRE) BILL 2017
Statement of compatibility
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment (Pilot Medically
Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment (Pilot Medically Supervised Injecting Centre)
Bill 2017, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The main purpose of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment (Pilot Medically Supervised
Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 is to enable the licensing and
operation of a medically supervised injecting centre for a trial
period of 18 months. The stated objects of the bill are to:
reduce the number of deaths from drug overdoses;

As outlined in the volunteer charter, it is also important
that the CFA provide administrative, operational and
infrastructure support to enable volunteers to perform
their roles safely and effectively within available
resources. As the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal
Commission recognised, policy development and
change in the CFA should always be considered in
terms of their potential to facilitate and support
volunteer contribution.
The charter provides the framework for an
interoperable relationship between all parties involved.
Its proactive application strengthens the essential
services that the CFA provides to the Victorian
community. The state government, the CFA and the
VFBV have previously worked collaboratively together

to provide a gateway to health and social assistance for
clients of the licensed injecting centre, including drug
treatment, health care and counselling;
to reduce drug overdose-related ambulance attendances;
to reduce the number of discard needles and syringes
and the incidence of drug injecting in public places;
to improve the amenity of the neighbourhood for
residents and traders in the vicinity of the licensed
injecting centre;
to assist in reducing the spread of bloodborne disease,
including but not limited to HIV infection or hepatitis C.
The bill provides for the licensing of one injecting centre for a
trial period of 18 months; data collection and review; the
establishment of internal management protocols; and
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exemptions from criminal liability for the use and possession
of a small quantity of a drug of dependence within the centre.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
(Pilot Medically Supervised Injecting Centre) Bill 2017 does
not limit any human rights. However, human rights are
relevant to the bill and are promoted.
In particular, the bill promotes the right to life under section 9
of the charter, by taking measures to protect the lives of a
vulnerable cohort of society.
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The Sydney medically supervised injecting centre
opened as a pilot in 2001. Ultimately, in 2011, it was
given the green light by both sides of politics to
continue indefinitely. Ten years of data and reviews
demonstrated it had:
generated more than 9500 referrals to health and
social welfare services;
decreased ambulance call-outs to Kings Cross by
80 per cent;
halved the number of publicly discarded syringes in
the area;

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human rights, and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
it does not raise any negative human rights issues.
Fiona Patten, MLC

Second reading
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

In December of last year I sat through a coronial
inquest. Her name was suppressed, but the deceased
was a young mother, 34 years of age. She overdosed in
a fast-food restaurant toilet in North Richmond, where
she was found with a needle and a spoon lying beside
her. We heard that she had tried to overcome her
addiction, but traumatic events, including a long history
of family violence, had set her back.
At lunchtime, that Sunday, there sadly ended her
decade-long battle with heroin. She was not the only
one. There were 172 heroin overdose deaths in Victoria
in 2015. That is more than three deaths per week.
As I sat and watched in the Coroners Court, the inquest
heard that deaths from heroin overdose had reached
levels not seen since the 1990s and that North
Richmond was the epicentre of the problem. Of those
172 deaths, 34 occurred in, or could be linked to, one
small block in North Richmond, a block of around
300 square metres.
That block is Melbourne’s heroin equivalent of
Sydney’s Kings Cross. Not coincidently, Kings Cross is
the site of Australia’s only licensed medically
supervised injecting centre.

successfully managed more than 4400 drug
overdoses within the centre, without a single fatality;
did not increase crime in the surrounding areas and
had no ‘honey pot’ effect.
Most importantly, it saved lives, and continues to do so.
Over 4000 overdoses successfully managed within the
injecting centre is over 4000 potential community
overdose deaths prevented and over 4000 less
ambulance attendances.
This bill is modelled closely on the legislation that
introduced the Kings Cross centre in NSW. It is
modelled on that NSW legislation, because it has been
a huge success and has comprehensively achieved its
stated goals.
The bill that I introduce today is to establish an
18-month trial of a medically supervised injecting
centre here in Victoria. The trial will test whether the
same remarkable success can be achieved here. And
based on the success in Sydney and in 90-plus other
locations around the world, I am convinced that it will.
The bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 by inserting new part VIAB. This
part enables the licensing and operation of a medically
supervised injecting centre for a trial period of
18 months. Comprehensive data will be collected to
permit a detailed review of the trial, which will be
tabled in both houses of Parliament.
The centre will be overseen by a new responsible
authority consisting of the secretary of the department
of health and the chief commissioner of Victoria Police.
This mirrors the structure of the responsible authority in
NSW. It is intended that the powers of the responsible
authority be exercised jointly by the secretary and Chief
Commissioner of Police, or their delegates.
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The objects of the bill, which we expect that trial will
achieve, are:
to reduce the number of deaths from drug overdoses;
to provide a gateway to health and social assistance
for clients of the licensed injecting centre, including
drug treatment, health care and counselling;
to reduce drug overdose-related ambulance
attendances;
to reduce the number of discarded needles and
syringes and the incidence of drug injecting in public
places;
to improve the amenity of its neighbourhood for
residents and traders; and
to assist in reducing the spread of bloodborne
disease, including but not limited to HIV or
hepatitis C.
We also expect that the centre will improve workplace
safety for paramedics and first responders by
decreasing the risks of violence and the transmission of
disease. As the Ambulance Employees Australia
Victoria has stated publicly, safe injecting rooms will
reduce assaults on ambos and free up crews.
Ambulances in metropolitan Melbourne attend more
than 2200 heroin overdoses annually, at an estimated
cost of more than $2.3 million. This bill will reduce that
pressure on our ambulance service.
It is a requirement that the centre be under the
supervision of a registered medical practitioner at all
times. The centre must also facilitate access or referral
to a range of primary healthcare, drug treatment and
other services. In this way, the centre will act as a
gateway to health and social assistance for clients of the
facility, and work to address the factors that underpin
addiction, for this difficult-to-reach cohort.
With respect to the criminal liability of users of the
centre, the bill provides that it is not an offence to
possess or use a small quantity of a drug of dependence
within the centre. It remains an offence to possess a
drug of dependence for the purposes of supply, or to
possess a drug of dependence in a quantity that is
greater than a small quantity.
This bill does not exempt a user of the facility from any
other conditions that they may be subject to that
prohibit their use of a drug of dependence — such as
the condition of a sentencing order, a condition of bail,
or a condition of parole.
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It remains an offence to possess a drug of dependence
outside of the facility. The successful operation of the
centre is therefore contingent on the appropriate
exercise of police discretion. It is intended that Victoria
Police formulate a written policy and/or guidelines to
address the exercise of police discretion in relation to
users of the medically supervised injecting centre.
Similar principles already apply around needle
exchange facilities.
The bill also refers to exemptions from criminal and
civil liability for management and staff of the facility.
The bill requires the formulation of suitable regulations
and internal management protocols for the medically
supervised injecting centre and exempts it from
planning permit requirements.
As the epicentre of Melbourne’s heroin problems, it is
intended that the medically supervised injecting centre
be sited in North Richmond. Demos Krouskos, the
chief executive of North Richmond Community Health,
stated when he addressed the coroner: his service is the
ideal model in which to create a supervised heroin
injecting room and, based near the large public housing
towers in Lennox Street, already offers many health
services, including a needle exchange program.
Expanding that site will provide space for the injecting
facility as well as accompanying services.
Of the 60-odd submissions that were made to the
coroner in December by experts, traders and residents,
none were opposed to a medically supervised injecting
centre. Yarra council and most residents, traders and
businesses in the area are calling for the trial. It has the
support of the Australian Medical Association, the
Ambulance Employees Association and many others.
This trial will save lives, reduce ambulance call-outs,
reduce discarded syringes and provide a gateway to
drug treatment and counselling.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 22 February.
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…
Governance in the public sector is built on:

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I move:

constitutional, legal and government frameworks;

That the Minister for Families and Children no longer
possesses the confidence of this house due to the minister’s
failure to —

government decision-making and reporting;
authorisations and delegations in decision-making;

(1) accept responsibility for the ongoing crisis engulfing
Victoria’s youth justice system;

accountability, transparency, integrity, stewardship,
efficiency and leadership;
values and codes of conduct;

(2) act on the numerous reports and reviews commissioned
by her into the youth justice system;

effective risk management;

(3) comply with the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
in relation to the transfer of young offenders from
Parkville youth justice centre to Barwon Prison; and
(4) provide accurate and timely information to this house
and to the Victorian public in relation to youth justice
incidents.

I note that this is a significant and serious motion that
the house no longer possesses confidence in the
minister. I note that these motions are moved very
rarely; in fact only a couple of these types of motions
have been moved in this place over the last 15 to
20 years. I am not moving this motion lightly; I am
moving this motion because I believe that the Victorian
community has lost confidence in the minister’s ability
to manage this important portfolio area, and I believe
that the minister has not undertaken her responsibilities
to the level the community expects. In doing so,
throughout the course of the debate I will explain why I
think that.
Before I go to those relevant issues in relation to each
of the areas that I have highlighted, I want to just
remind members about what is expected of ministers,
governance issues and how the Victorian community
expects to have confidence in a government and of
course in the executive, that being the ministers. On the
Victorian Parliament’s own website, in describing the
role of the Parliament and the executive of government,
it says, and I quote:
Ministers are then allocated responsibility for specific areas of
government administration, known as portfolios. Ministers
oversee the administration of their departments and are
accountable to Parliament for their departments’ actions.

On the Victorian Public Sector Commission website it
states:
Good governance provides the foundation for high
performance.
It strengthens community confidence in public entities and
helps ensure their reputations are maintained and enhanced. It
should enable public entities to perform efficiently and
effectively and to respond strategically to changing demands.

the integrity bodies — protecting public entities against
crime and misconduct.
…
Governance gives practical meaning to public sector
accountability obligations.

I think these principles that I have just read out in
relation to why we are here and what we are doing on
behalf of every single Victorian are absolutely critical
to why I have moved this motion. Again, I believe that
the Victorian community has lost confidence in the
minister’s ability to be able to handle the youth justice
crisis that has engulfed this government, quite frankly,
for the last two years. We are in the third year of this
government’s term, and yesterday we again saw
examples of the government and the minister trying to,
if I can be frank, spin her way out of a situation that we
should never have been in — the inability for her to be
up-front with the Victorian community about where the
latest youth justice facility that is required is going to be
built. The consultation process that she claims has been
undertaken simply has not been, and that has been
confirmed by what has happened — the public
backlash from that community, who had no idea of the
government’s plans.
This goes to the heart of what this government, I think,
is failing to do. It is failing on so many fronts to be
transparent and up-front. We have seen that with the
sky rail decision along the Pakenham rail line, and we
have seen that with the metro tunnel in the Domain
Road precinct, where people are going to have
significant impacts on them without any consultation
undertaken by this government.
Getting back to this motion, it is obvious that the
community has got great concerns about the
government’s ability to manage crime. We have got a
crime wave and significant issues around crime
occurring right across Victoria — we know that from
the stats and the data and the horrific events — but in
recent weeks within youth justice we have seen some
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extremely serious developments. Some extremely
serious crimes have occurred across Victoria whereby
the Victorian community’s lives and safety have been
put at risk. That situation, which I will come back to,
should never have occurred.
If I can go to the points of my motion, looking at
accepting responsibility for the ongoing crisis which
has — —
Mr Herbert — You should accept it.
Ms CROZIER — Your minister should accept it,
Mr Herbert. You are right in saying you should accept
it, because that is the expectation of the Victorian
public. They expect the minister — —
Mr Herbert — Then you should have done
something when you were in government.
Ms CROZIER — I will go to the point of what the
coalition government did, Mr Herbert. I will take that
interjection up because it was in fact the Victorian
coalition government that acted on the 2010
Ombudsman report that was commissioned under the
former Labor government, which again demonstrated a
litany of failures under your administration. So I will, as
I said, take up your interjection by just explaining to
members what actually occurred under the former
coalition government.
The fact is that what the minister said, that fortification
works were not undertaken, was completely untrue
because of the increase in capacity in Malmsbury that
was undertaken. As I said, that 2010 Ombudsman
report highlighted many failures in the system,
including the significant strain, low security and
appalling conditions that the youth justice facilities
were in and the fact that youth custodial offenders were
left to their own devices. It is a fact that the coalition
actually did improve the situation in the four years that
we were in government by upgrading and renovating
certain areas of the youth justice facilities, including by
putting an education facility into Parkville. That was
something that was — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You might nod your head,
Mr Herbert — —
Mr Herbert — It did not work.
Ms CROZIER — There is room for rehabilitation
and support by giving young offenders a chance, and
you are denying what has actually happened. You
cannot deny that the former coalition government did
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nothing because there were no riots under the former
coalition government. There was none of this mess, and
there was none of this out-of-control situation where the
staff members have been threatened with rape and have
been assaulted day in and day out — —
Mr Herbert — Absolute rubbish.
Ms CROZIER — It is not rubbish, Mr Herbert! I
can see that Mr Herbert is on the defensive here
because he understands that there were no riots under
the former coalition government. There was an
investment and expansion of youth justice diversionary
options, which helped reduce reoffending. There was a
reduction in the number of young offenders aged 10 to
17 who came into contact with Victoria Police by up to
7 per cent during that time. There was a reduction in the
average number of young people on community-based
supervision orders. There was an investment in a range
of drug and alcohol health and rehabilitative services
for those offenders who were in youth justice facilities.
There was significant infrastructure investment, as I
said, including $54.5 million for security. Again,
Mr Herbert, there were no riots, and that investment of
45 beds at Malmsbury was just the start. You have done
nothing. You have just overseen a system in crisis that
has been trashed because your minister has actually lost
control. So you cannot sit there and lecture me, because
the facts and the data stand for themselves — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You can banter on, Mr Herbert,
but you know that the community has lost confidence
in your government and your minister to handle this
very serious situation. I am going to go back to what
has actually happened under your watch in the two
years — well, we are in the third year of your
government now — that you have been in government.
Your minister has been an absolute failure. There have
been more than 30 riots or serious incidents at youth
justice facilities since October 2015. I am just going to
go through them all for members’ benefit so that we get
an understanding of their severity.
On 31 October six inmates armed with cricket bats and
tennis rackets climbed onto the roof of Parkville youth
justice centre. Four workers were assaulted, one during
an attempted stabbing. On 6 March Parkville youth
justice centre was in lockdown after hammers,
pitchforks and metal bars were stolen from a
horticultural shed. On 7 March six teenage boys were
involved in a 7-hour stand-off on the roof of the
Parkville facility. They were armed with poles and
some were involved in destructive and damaging
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behaviour. Violent incidents at Parkville, it was
revealed — —
Mr Herbert — It’s fanciful!
Ms Wooldridge — Thirty riots!
Ms CROZIER — Thirty riots!
Mr Herbert — That’s made up. You just made that
up.
Ms CROZIER — It’s not made up! Mr Herbert,
this is — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Herbert!
Ms CROZIER — Through you, Acting President,
this is the problem with you and your
government — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Ms Crozier, I did call for order!
Mr Herbert interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Herbert! Ms Crozier to continue without
interruption. Ms Crozier, can you please direct your
comments through the Chair.
Ms CROZIER — As I was saying, there have been
over 30 riots and serious incidents that we know about.
On 23 March an employee at the Parkville youth justice
centre was injured when he intervened to separate a
physical altercation between detainees. One of the
clients within the unit observed a client in the foyer
through the aluminium door and began kicking the
door. It was broken from its hinges, which then
compromised the physical separation. The two gangs of
clients interacted and several began fighting. Staff
intervened, which led to the injury. It has since been
revealed that findings were made against the
Department of Health and Human Services because the
Minister for Families and Children was unable to
provide a safe workplace, and that is fact.
On 26 March a youth justice inmate was rushed to
hospital after suffering a broken leg. On 6 May dozens
of images were issued through media outlets that
demonstrated the issues that were arising. The huge
amount of damage demonstrated to the Victorian public
for the first time the true extent of what was going on:
extensive damage to the infrastructure, including large
holes in the ceilings and walls; smashed doors and
windows; destroyed office equipment; importantly and
alarmingly, private information was accessed in a series
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of these events; and even up to the latest escape from
Malmsbury just a few weeks ago.
On 27 July there were probes into alleged abuses at the
various detention centres. A young offender spent
10 days in solitary confinement. On 17 August there
was another issue that caused lengthy lockdowns for
youths at the Parkville youth justice centre. The issues
just roll on and on at Parkville. On 8 September a
shocking WorkSafe report revealed that staff at a
Victorian youth prison were at risk of being killed by its
violent inmates. Some of those workers were quoted,
saying it was more dangerous there than at an adult jail.
Female staff were regularly threatened with rape. Code
blacks — or assaults — were at an alarming rate, and
the staff felt that they did not have the capacity or
ability to manage the situation. In fact it was reported
that staff were frightened for their lives and they were
also frightened that other young offenders who were
not involved in the activity could be very badly hurt and
assaulted due to the many issues that were going on.
On 10 September staff at Parkville youth justice centre
reported gang activities occurring on the Friday night
prior, with louts in balaclavas outside the Parkville
centre letting off firecrackers and flares in support of
those inside. A spokesman from the Department of
Health and Human Services said that there were a
number of young offenders involved in incidents and
the unit was in lockdown.
On 11 September about 11 juvenile offenders, some
believed to be members of the Apex gang, threatened
three staff and took over the Melbourne Youth Justice
Centre for 2 hours on the Saturday night. Staff were
forced to barricade themselves in an office, where they
placed furniture against the door to stop young inmates
from breaking in. On 13 September — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You can prattle on over there.
Just listen to me. On 13 September trouble erupted for
the third successive night at a major youth detention
centre, where more property was damaged by
inmates — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — These are the riots that occurred,
Mr Herbert, under your watch. These are the riots that
your minister — through you, Acting President —
denied even happening. I am going to go on because I
want to list these riots.
On 19 September dangerous teen thugs inside a
notorious youth detention centre acted up after it
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emerged an inmate had received preferential treatment
in a bid to curb his violent behaviour.
We know that the rioters were bribed with pizzas and
soft drinks to get off the roof. This does not go to the
heart of what is required to rehabilitate or support these
young offenders. You are just rewarding bad behaviour.
The consequences are not being felt, and of course the
ongoing issues just keep going. We know that more
demands and more rewards have been undertaken,
whether it has been icy poles, TV remote controls or
any number of rewards that have been provided to try
to placate some of these young offenders who have
been causing serious damage while the minister has just
sat on her hands and done nothing.
On 3 October 2016 a teenager had his skull cracked in
an attack by a member of a rival gang inside a
Melbourne youth detention centre. This 17-year-old
was king hit by another teenager shortly before midday
on that Monday. That was a very serious offence that at
the time I asked questions about and that could have
had catastrophic results for that young person. It is just
disgraceful.
On 17 October 2016 four youths allegedly vandalised a
Melbourne detention centre before climbing on its roof,
engaging in a staff stand-off for the second time in as
many months. It is understood the youths damaged one
of the remand units, and again significant damage was
caused to the ability of that actual centre to be
functioning.
On 22 October 2016 the police were investigating the
rampage at the central Victorian youth justice centre on
that Saturday night, which took hours to come under
control.
On 9 November 2016 again we saw an offender escape
from Malmsbury. Somebody who had a broken leg and
was on crutches or in a wheelchair could escape. He
was known to be very violent. He was finally, after
days on the run, caught in South Australia. That was a
serious issue in itself.
On 13 November 2016 again a very serious riot
occurred, and this was the one where the minister
started to change her language and started to try to
backtrack on a few things, but this was a significant riot
that occurred that went into a number of days as we saw
it unfold. That is when Victorians started to understand,
because that issue — that riot and what occurred for
many hours — started on Saturday night, calmed down,
flared up again on Sunday and went right through to
Monday. Everybody knew that a serious incident was
unfolding, yet the minister — well, where was the
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minister? She did not even come out and she did not
even explain herself for many hours — not to mention
the Premier, who was missing in action as usual.
These issues actually highlighted to the Victorian
community the extent of what had been going on, and
of course the media pictures that were soon to emerge
were not from that actual riot in November, they were
from months before in May. The extent of the riot that
was shown through those media reports that were
obtained through court proceedings, I understand, just
demonstrated that you cannot put people into this
facility when it is uninhabitable. Of course the situation
just got worse from there. That riot caused the capacity
to be severely diminished within our youth justice
system when 60 beds were taken out, and then we had
the inability of the minister to be able to bring it under
control.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I will go again to my list, which I
am going to persevere with because it is important that
members understand — not, as Mr Herbert said, that it
has been made up; it is not being made up — that this is
actually happening.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — An alternate universe? Do you
really think so, Mr Herbert? That is the problem with
your government. You just do not get how concerned
the community is.
On 28 November 2016 a code aqua, which is a staff
evacuation, was called at Malmsbury Youth Justice
Centre, with two units reported damaged. Once again
young offenders had accessed staff and client files. That
is an ability — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — I will come to that in my issue
about the reporting, Mr Herbert. These offenders are
accessing other offenders’ details and making threats,
and we saw what happened on 7 January, that horrific
situation when that riot occurred, again in Parkville,
where an offender’s details were accessed, phone calls
were made to that person’s mother and — I am
paraphrasing — she was told, ‘You’d better come and
get your dead son’s body’. That is just an appalling
situation, and that should never occur. That should
never occur.
This litany of damage and destruction and of very
serious incidents that have arisen throughout the youth
justice system is not fanciful; it is actually factual.
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Again we have seen the inability of the government,
highlighted in the chamber today, to recognise the
extent of this problem. That is why this motion is here,
because the Victorian public has lost confidence in this
government’s ability to manage the situation.
On 12 January the police were called to Malmsbury
after reports youths had locked themselves in a secure
yard and were causing trouble, and a police spokesman
said that some teens had armed themselves and that
staff had retreated from the unit. We have had just an
extensive litany. On 25 January, of course, we had
30 youths that were rampaging through Malmsbury,
and 15 escaped from Malmsbury.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — What happened on
25 January — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Ms CROZIER — He is just irrelevant.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You are irrelevant.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Herbert, I see your name on the list; we can
bring it up the chart if you want, but I think Ms Crozier
should be able to continue her contribution without
further interruptions.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Acting President.
This is actually a serious issue. It is a serious motion,
and I am just stunned that Mr Herbert and the
government are taking it so lightly. That is the problem.
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — That is the problem. You are
ignoring what has actually gone on. I say again,
15 young offenders escaped from Malmsbury, got
through a sally port door, which is a high security
door — —
Mr Herbert interjected.
Ms CROZIER — You should know, you were the
Minister for Corrections until your dogs got in the car.
A sally port door was lifted, and they walked out and
got swipe cards and personal details of staff members.
They actually bashed a woman, bashed one of the staff
members in one of the areas — a terrifying
experience — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, this is a serious motion, notwithstanding the
fact that there may be different perspectives. The
member opposite, Mr Herbert, is making it impossible
for me to hear what our lead speaker is saying — and I
am only within metres of her.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I uphold the point of order. Ms Crozier should
be able to continue without interruption. I know it is
quite a serious motion and an emotional subject for
both sides, so I ask that members be a bit more
respectful and not make it too personal. Ms Crozier
may continue.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Acting President. As
I was saying, that escape from Malmsbury just
highlighted again to the Victorian community the dire
issues that were occurring within the youth justice
facilities that I have mentioned.
I want to talk about the Grevillea unit in a moment, but
in the case of the escape from Malmsbury, those young
offenders were on the run for hours. It took 24 hours for
the police to capture the last two escapees in Colac.
During that time they carjacked and they were very
violent towards women and young families, who had to
witness those events. The rampage occurred across
Victoria. There were break-ins, carjackings — which I
have mentioned — and very violent behaviour. They
travelled almost 1000 kilometres across the state in the
24 hours. They were speeding on highways, and I am
just so thankful that nobody was killed in the terrifying
car chases that ensued and the mayhem that occurred.
Just how significant that escape was has been exposed.
It should never have happened, and that is the point. It
should never have happened, but it did. It has resulted
again in serious capacity issues — serious issues of
staff capacity to be able to handle what has been going
on. Staff have been dealing with these riots, assaults
and serious incidents for many, many months, and quite
frankly they are just burnt out. I know, because I have
spoken to some of them, that many of them have feared
for their own safety and lives on numerous occasions. I
do not think that is good enough, and it is a terrible
indictment of the serious situation.
It is not as if the escape from Malmsbury, the riot in
November in Parkville or the riot in January just
occurred. There have been warnings time and time
again. In October we had a debate on my motion to
give a reference to the Standing Committee on Legal
and Social Issues to look into what was happening,
which I moved because of all the issues that we were
hearing about and that were being reported. I certainly
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had information coming to me from a whole range of
areas — emails, telephone calls to my office and
anonymous communication that was being dropped off
to my office. There were serious concerns by a lot of
people who were just saying, ‘The government is just
not listening. The minister is not listening. What is
happening?’.
I go to my point: they were not listening. In the debate
that occurred on 12 October the Minister for Families
and Children said:
There were never riots.

I find that just astounding. She said, like Mr Herbert
did:
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also conducted a review into and provided a report to
the government on the March incident; and of course
just days ago that report was leaked. It revealed there
was chaos in the system. It beggars belief, if he was
saying back in October 2015 that there was chaos in the
system, that nothing was done and that the denials kept
coming from the minister in this place and outside it. I
quote from an article on this secret report — the one
that this house actually asked to see but was denied
because of privacy issues but was leaked to the
media — which says:
The Andrews government was warned in an explosive secret
report months before the latest riots in Victoria’s youth
prisons that the system was spiralling out of control in ‘a
continued and ongoing threat to the safety of staff and
clients’.

You are just making things up …

No, we have not been making things up. These issues
have occurred. The riots occurred. The assaults
occurred. The code black, code white and code aqua
incidents have all occurred.
That has just diminished the capacity for the youth
justice system to work. In fact the whole notion of
youth justice is not working because there is such a
breakdown of the youth justice system that the
education, the rehab and the support have not been
provided to young offenders in the facilities. There has
not been the capacity to do what is required for many of
those young offenders. Quite frankly there are some
who want to be rehabilitated. They do want an
improvement in their situation and they want to be able
to contribute back to society, but with so many stresses
and strains on the staff the ability has just not been
there. That is just another indictment of the
government’s inability to manage the situation. As I
said, that whole notion of youth justice, which was once
a leader in this state, is now gone. Even the minister’s
own Commission for Children and Young People has
commented on where youth justice is under this
government.
I am not going to go on anymore about the riots and the
issues, but it is very evident that there are well over 30
that we know about. There are many, many more that I
have been made aware of that have not been reported.
These are significant issues that have come to light, and
I am very pleased that they have because they just
demonstrate what has been going on.
The minister consistently has said that after the riot —
not that she called them that; she said there were never
riots; she called them incidents — of October 2015
Peter Muir, a former expert in youth justice, conducted
a review and provided a report to the government. He

This was a warning that was given a long, long time
ago, and the minister has done nothing to act on it. In
fact in October she again said there were no riots. It is
in Hansard.
The article goes on to say that young inmates were able
to get access to many weapons and describes
lockdowns where young prisoners are locked in their
cells for long periods due to endemic staffing problems.
The 61-page report was ordered after those riots that I
mentioned in March and obviously the one before that
in October 2015. That report was given to the
government in May. That was well before the
November riots, the January riots and the escapes that
occurred, and still the government and the minister said
there were never any riots. She also said there were no
gangs operating out of the youth justice facilities. She is
either in denial about what has been going on, or she
has just refused to accept the true consequences of her
mismanagement.
Peter Muir was not the only consultant and his was not
the only report that was undertaken. Former Chief
Commissioner of Police Neil Comrie undertook a
report after the November riots, and we have seen his
recommendations in that report. It is no wonder that in
that report it is stated that Parkville is uninhabitable.
There were 60 beds taken out of the facility, and a
number of units were totally trashed. There was severe
damage, whether it was through water or through the
damage and destruction that occurred when inmates got
into the roofs and broke through the infrastructure.
In the minister’s own words, some of these violent
young offenders are the worst of the worst and they
needed to be transferred to Barwon — and I will come
to that in a minute. They had to go; they had to be
housed somewhere. But the minister’s inability to
manage that process is just astounding as well. The
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reports and the reviews, whether it be WorkSafe’s, the
Neil Comrie report or the Peter Muir report, that have
occurred in youth justice over many months just
demonstrate that the government did not know how to
manage this. The minister did not have an ability to do
so. She was totally out of her depth and was trying to
spin her way out. But the simple facts are that an
extraordinary litany of damage has occurred, and the
inability of the government to respond has been evident
in the ongoing chaos and the crisis that has arisen.
I also note that the report by Peter Muir notes that
during 2014 and 2015 staff were forced to restrain
youths 160 times over an 11-month period and staff
were assaulted on 57 occasions. I am also aware from
reports in the media that the minister had a secret
meeting way back in December 2014 when she was
actually told of some of the issues in the youth justice
system. If she was told way back then, why did she not
do anything? If she has had review after review and
report after report following riot after riot and has done
nothing, that is why this motion is in the house. It is
because clearly the public has no confidence in her
ability to understand the gravity of the situation and
what has occurred.
Mr Leane interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Mr Leane, the community across
Victoria has no confidence in your minister. There is
clearly concern about what is going on, and the
minister’s inability to be accountable and responsible
for this chaos and this crisis that she has presided over
has cost the Victorian taxpayer tens of millions of
dollars, although we do not know the true extent
because she will not release those figures either.
If I could just go to my third point in relation to
compliance with the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 in relation to the transfer of young offenders from
Parkville youth justice centre to Barwon Prison, this
was, as I said, after an absolute debacle of a process that
this minister presided over. It was demonstrated and
played out in our court system in December, and it has
been shown that she bungled that process too. She
absolutely botched the process.
The reports at the time show there was a panic situation
because the minister had severely mismanaged
everything leading up to what occurred in Parkville in
November and had ignored all those prior warnings.
Anyone who was working in the system knew that it
was very dire. There were serious concerns being raised
all the time. But in the Supreme Court’s findings after
the court case was heard and the government was
forced to defend its decision, Justice Garde concluded

Wednesday, 8 February 2017

in his findings that the government actually did operate
illegally. I want to read out what Chief Justice Marilyn
Warren said about those findings after the government
lost the Supreme Court action and then went to the
Court of Appeal, because it is very enlightening in
terms of all of the issues that were highlighted
throughout that process.
Obviously when the government realised that they had
botched the process and legal action was taken the
Supreme Court upheld those findings. It was absolutely
damning and just demonstrated again the inability of
this minister and her incompetence.
If I could just read from some of those proceedings
from the Court of Appeal following the findings:
On 17 November 2016 three orders in council were made by
the Governor in Council — the first, to excise the Grevillea
unit from Barwon Prison, and the second and third to
establish it as a remand centre and youth justice centre for use
as emergency accommodation.

There is a lot of detail in the explanation of this, but
what the Court of Appeal found was the full extent of
the situation. We actually found out that there were a
number of people who were transferred to Malmsbury,
and six were transferred to the Mill Park police station
holding cells; that the Youth Parole Board rejected the
applications, declining to exercise its powers under
section 467 of the act; and that there were 40 adult
prisoners moved from the Grevillea unit to
accommodate the Parkville young offenders to be
moved there after they had trashed Parkville. Many of
these findings explain what happened.
Of course the Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service
undertook their proceedings. We saw three Indigenous
offenders moved from Barwon, from Grevillea, back to
Malmsbury. There was that situation. This was all
unfolding and all being watched, in terms of the
minister’s inability to demonstrate any ministerial
responsibility. She should have known this, she should
have been in charge, she should have understood the act
and she should have been able to comply with the act.
Instead, all of these issues that are highlighted in these
court proceedings just demonstrate where she has
failed.
In its consideration the Court of Appeal made many
points. I am just going to read from the announcement
of the decision by Chief Justice Marilyn Warren. She
said:
(3) In their proposed grounds of appeal, the applicants
challenge both His Honour’s finding that the decisions
were invalid and his declaration that the charter was
breached.
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She also said:
(5) Having considered these arguments, and the authorities
relied on, we have come to a unanimous conclusion that
the applicants’ challenge to the finding of invalidity
should be dismissed. For reasons which will be
published as soon as practicable, we have concluded that
no error has been shown in His Honour’s findings that
the minister — and hence the Governor in Council
acting on the minister’s advice — failed to take into
account relevant considerations bearing on the exercise
of the power conferred by subsection 478(a) and (c). At
the same time, we have concluded that His Honour erred
in finding that the orders in council were made for an
improper purpose.
(6) Failure to take into account relevant considerations
constitutes jurisdictional error and is sufficient, by itself,
to support the judge’s findings of invalidity.

As the Chief Justice demonstrates, the role of the
Supreme Court is to ensure that the government
operates according to law and that the powers conferred
on ministers and public officials are exercised within
the legal limits imposed on them by the Parliament. In
this case the judge held that those legal limits were
exceeded and hence the decisions had not been made
according to law, so the Chief Justice concluded that
His Honour was correct in the finding. The government
again lost the appeal. They botched that process. The
minister did not comply with the act; she did not
comply with the law.
That final sentence announcing the decision made by
Chief Justice Warren sums it up: the minister did not
follow what was supposed to have been undertaken.
That is damning in itself. It is an indictment of the
minister’s ability to operate under the Children, Youth
and Families Act in relation to this very serious area.
Again, it is an indictment of her to just refuse and not
take any responsibility when it comes to those
decisions, whether it be that one or whether it be her
inability to respond to the warnings that have come out
of the youth justice centres for many, many months.
We have seen that, as I have said, through the
numerous riots, the assaults, the incidents that have
occurred, the very serious breakouts and the very
serious risk to the life and safety of so many people,
and I think that is unacceptable.
The fourth paragraph of my motion goes to providing
accurate and timely information to this house and the
Victorian public in relation to youth justice incidents. I
want to just say that I have been calling on the minister
to provide information, and that is why I moved my
motion for a referral to the legal and social issues
committee, because one of the issues is that we were
not getting the full details and full accounts of what has
actually been occurring. I have read out before to this
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house the objectives of youth justice in Victoria. I will
say it again. The objectives of the youth justice service
are:
where appropriate support diversion of young people charged
with an offence from the criminal justice system;
minimise the likelihood of reoffending and further
progression into the criminal justice system through
supervision that challenges offending behaviours and related
attitudes and promotes prosocial behaviours;
work with other services to strengthen community-based
options for young people enabling an integrated approach to
the provision of support that extends beyond the court order;
engender public support and confidence in the youth justice
service.

On that same website, under ‘Youth justice custodial:
quarterly incident reporting’, it describes what a
category 1 incident is:
Category 1 incidents are the most serious incidents and
include incidents such as death of clients; allegations of
physical or sexual assault; and serious client behavioural
issues that impact on client or staff safety.

As members know, I have time and time again asked
for what is going on. But when you see this data and
when you see what is published by the government,
you have to wonder what it is that is being told or what
the government is not providing. Yes, the minister will
say that this is the first time that this data has been
published. Well, quite frankly, it is no good being
published when it is totally inaccurate. I say it is
inaccurate, because with all of the incidents, with all of
the riots that have occurred and given what I have just
highlighted and actually explained as to what
categorises a category 1 incident, we know that with so
many issues going on in youth justice that these
category 1 incidents are not being reported properly.
On the government’s own website from the first quarter
of 2016–17, from July to September, there were
12 assaults, two behavioural issues and three other
incident types. A total of 17 incidents. With all of those
riots and assaults that I described, with the issue that
occurred in Parkville with all of those people, with the
numbers that were transferred out of Parkville, with
those that were involved in the riots, with those that
were involved in accessing other offenders’ details and
with the offenders who threatened staff, each and every
one of those, you would have thought, would have had
an incident report against them — a category 1 incident
report against them.
Sorry, that was the second quarter, from September to
December, that I was referring to in relation to the
Parkville riots. The second quarter saw 16 assaults and
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three behavioural problems and, with other incident
types, a total of 24 incidents. So that refers to the
Parkville riots. I inadvertently referred to the Parkville
riots in relation to the first-quarter data.

Well, the minister’s answer was:

There were assaults and riots that occurred in that first
quarter, and of course it beggars belief that with all of
those incidents that occurred between September and
December those figures can actually be accurate. We
know that they get released, and they were released on
21 January. Actually they were released 10 days before
they were due to be, which was curious in itself, but
nevertheless they were released. But I have to question
the validity of that reporting regime and those incidents,
because they just do not reflect what we know. The
facts are out there in the public domain. Look, with
everything going on this cannot possibly be true,
because how can you justify 16 assaults, three
behavioural problems and five other incident reports
between September and December with all of those
other issues that have arisen? It just does not stack up.

Well, we know that is not accurate; we know that is not
true, and that just demonstrates what I am talking about.
The reporting and the ability to provide information by
giving a response as she has by just flicking it off
demonstrates that she is not willing to provide accurate
information in relation to what has actually occurred
and that she is not willing to be up-front about issues
that have arisen. She keeps talking about and blaming a
lack of fortification, staff cuts or ice — everything but
herself — and that is the issue with this minister: she
will not take responsibility. She refuses to be
accountable for her ministerial portfolio
responsibilities.

Again, when you ask for the data in this place the
minister provides a banal answer and just gives nothing
away. Instead it is just a typical response of blaming the
former government, of saying the government is being
transparent for the first time and of providing
information. That is what this part of the motion goes
to, because when you are seeking answers, when you
are trying to figure out what is going on and when you
are learning from reports and from people directly who
are concerned about the situation that has arisen, you
want to understand. That is what we have got a duty to
do here — to hold the government to account in
relation to these issues.
I will just read out a question on notice that I asked of
the minister in relation to youth justice:
what was the total cost of damages at the Parkville Youth
Justice Precinct due to riots or youth clients’ destructive
behaviour between 1 January — 30 September 2016; and
what was the total cost of damages at the Malmsbury Youth
Justice Precinct due to riots or youth clients’ destructive
behaviour between 1 January — 30 September 2016.

The reply I got from the minister was:
I refer the member to the answer I gave to her question
without notice on 23 November 2016.

That was the answer she gave to me on 23 November to
my question, which was about the damage bill to the
Parkville youth justice centre from the riots of 12 to
14 November, when it was stated by the government or
by the minister that it was less than $500 000.

… the preliminary estimate of the costs of repair as a result of
the incident last weekend is in the vicinity of half a million
dollars to $1 million.

She has had to go and get staff from interstate. She is
advertising for youth justice workers with ‘Casual
positions available; no qualifications are required’. I
have just highlighted to the chamber the very dangerous
situations that are occurring within our youth justice
facilities because this minister has lost control. How do
you think you can put inexperienced young people or
anybody — not just young people — into these
situations, where there are complex behavioural issues
and individuals who are very, very violent? How
irresponsible. It just demonstrates that the minister has
got no capacity to address those staffing issues, with
many staff on extended stress or sick leave because of
the ongoing very difficult circumstances that they have
had to put up with for months and months and months.
As I have already highlighted, there are the constant
threats and assaults and the inability for staff to be able
to do their job, and they have expressed their concerns.
They have expressed their concerns to the union and
tried to express their concerns to the government and,
quite frankly, both the union and the government have
sat on their hands and done nothing. I think it is an
indictment of the minister’s refusal to accept what has
actually happened. Her going to other states and asking
for experienced staff is an admission that she requires
staff, because they are leaving in droves or they are on
sick or stress leave because of the circumstances that
they have been put in. The government’s own
admission that they have failed in so many respects in
this area is being played out on a daily basis.
The last point in my motion is about the minister
coming out to try and make announcements about a
new youth justice facility. It is clear to all and sundry
that when you have trashed a facility, something has
got to happen, and it should never have got to that. The
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escape from Malmsbury should never have happened.
That destruction that occurred across Victoria — that
damage and mayhem that occurred after those
15 escaped from Malmsbury just two weeks ago —
should never have happened. Parkville being trashed, as
it was, should never have happened. This is not just
about fortification; it is about attitude and the
government’s ability to manage this.
The minister has failed dismally. She refuses to take
responsibility for anything, whether it is the botched
process of legal proceedings to transfer offenders from
Parkville to the Grevillea unit at Barwon Prison, her
inability to provide accurate and important relevant
information to this house and into the public domain or
her inability to act on those numerous reports and
reviews that were conducted 16, 17 or 18 months ago.
This just demonstrates that she has done very little to
curb what has gone on. She will defend herself and say
that previous governments did nothing.
The Ombudsman’s report of 2014 actually commended
the former government for the work they did. There is
no point trying to blame others when the fault clearly
lies with this government. In 2014 the Victorian
Ombudsman said of the Victorian coalition’s
improvements:
The response of the department and the impact this has had
on youth justice services for children has been both effective
and commendable.

Under this government’s watch, under this minister, we
have had a litany of very, very serious and dangerous
behaviours and incidents that have put the lives and
safety of too many Victorians at risk. For that alone,
this minister should do the right thing and resign. That
is why I have moved this motion — because she
refuses to budge. It is a disgrace. For too many
Victorians the tens of millions of dollars of cost to the
taxpayer and the lives and safety that have been put at
risk because of her inaction are a disgrace. Her refusal
to provide accurate information demonstrates what she
is trying to hide. Well, she cannot hide. She cannot hide
from the facts. The facts are there. The riots have
occurred under her watch. They did not occur under
previous governments. The whole system is in a mess.
It is a debacle of her own making, and she should do
the right thing and just resign.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Perhaps unsurprisingly I will be speaking against the
motion and I will be voting against the motion, and I
implore other members of the chamber to reject this
motion. It is fundamentally because of the reasons that I
will outline in detail, including the actions that have
been taken by my ministerial colleague the Minister for
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Families and Children and her unswerving
determination to address both her statutory obligations
and the demands that are required of her to keep those
young people that she is charged with rehabilitating in a
secure and safe fashion. She is as passionate, as
determined and as focused a minister as I have ever
experienced in my public life.
I am very mindful of the notion of what personal and
ministerial responsibility is about. For illustrative
purposes, I want to give an indication of what I
understand personal responsibility is about in relation to
the benchmark that I would apply to myself and the
benchmark that I would apply to my ministerial
colleagues in relation to whether they accept
responsibility for their office and their obligations to the
people of Victoria.
I will give an example that may be understood by
members of the community. People may have seen the
film Gone Baby Gone, which is about a child who
disappears from the care of a very disruptive household
and from a mother who was having a great deal of
difficulty providing security and a viable life for her
young child. It is the story of the private investigator
who finds the child. It is a very intriguing story that
deals with the complexities of child protection issues
and the way in which safety can be provided to children
each and every day.
At the end of this film, after its very complex set of
issues have been outlined, the concluding scene is the
private investigator taking personal responsibility for
the ongoing care of the child. I am sorry that in terms of
the film I should have given a spoiler alert. Many
members of the community may have seen that film
and they may understand what personal responsibility is
about.
Can I say, in terms of my understanding of it, as an
example — this is actually something in nearly 20 years
in this place that I have never referred to — on my first
day as a social worker student working at the
Aboriginal health service in Fitzroy I was sent to
St Vincent’s Hospital to take into care an Aboriginal
child who was perhaps three years old at the time and
who was being subject to the scrutiny of the child
protection system. My brief, as a social worker student
working at the Aboriginal health service, was to do my
best to ensure that that child stayed in the care of its
mother and within the family structure. I understood
what personal responsibility was, because for the next
three years I picked up that child every morning and
took it to child care and provided for its wellbeing
during the course of the week. That was the
responsibility I had taken on on behalf of the

MINISTER FOR FAMILIES AND CHILDREN
106

COUNCIL

organisation that I worked for and its expectation of
protecting the interests of Aboriginal children staying in
the care of their mother, where the child’s mother may
not have been at the time able to provide for the total
care of that child each and every day. I took that as a
huge burden of responsibility. I will never forget that. It
may be the last time that I will ever refer to that in a
public setting, but that is my understanding about what
responsibility is about.
I see in my ministerial colleague, Minister Mikakos, the
same determination to take responsibility for her
obligations under the act, her obligations to Victorian
children and young people, to hold them in good care,
to be mindful of their family restoration and of their
ability, regardless of their criminal behaviour, to find a
viable and productive engagement with the Victorian
community and to live successful lives within the
Victorian community. That is something that I know
my ministerial colleague is determined to do.
Beyond that I can actually outline how I know it in
terms of the actions she has undertaken since she has
been the responsible minister in this important
portfolio. I also want to place on the public record in
relation to this debate that many of the issues, if not the
majority of the issues, that Ms Crozier has identified as
being the root cause of her concern in terms of the
security and safety of young offenders who are in
custodial care through the youth justice system are not
disputed. The facts are not disputed in many of these
instances. The commentary may be disputed. The way
in which the story is told, the convenient memory lapse
of the opposition in relation to the history of youth
justice in Victoria and the opportunistic gotcha
moments — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, Ms Crozier, I just think
that within a few minutes I will be able to indicate to
you quite clearly on the public record that there were a
whole series of incidents under the coalition
government, and in fact these incidents did occur. I am
trying to be generous to indicate to you that the
government does recognise the severity of the incidents
that have occurred in youth justice and we are taking
action to remedy them. They are not in dispute. They
are not being denied. They are being acted on.
Investigations have been instigated by my ministerial
colleague. Actions have already started being
implemented through the recommendations that have
come through those investigations. The investments
that have been made by this government are a clear
indication not only of the acceptance of responsibility
but that actions have been taken in accordance with that

Wednesday, 8 February 2017

concern and the advice that has actually been received
by government.
On this point I would like to continue to make a bit of a
contrast of what happened under the coalition
government and the rose-coloured glasses view that
was the subject of Ms Crozier’s contribution, but which
is actually riddled with contributions that have actually
taken place in this place now and in the media over the
last two years. It is actually quite galling and indeed an
additional reason why I think, perhaps, if Ms Crozier is
calling for us all to have a mature, considered debate
about these matters and to act on the basis of
information that is available to us and assess the
effectiveness of our actions, then maybe she should rise
up to that expectation herself, because in fact I am
mindful, and it can be easily demonstrated, that during
the course of the previous administration jobs were cut
from the youth justice system and jobs were cut from
the then Department of Human Services. In youth
justice about 20 jobs were taken out specifically within
that program area, with about 600 jobs being removed
through the Department of Human Services at that
time — 600. So in fact whilst that occurred under the
coalition’s watch, our government has increased the
number of positions by more than 100 to monitor
young offenders both in the community as well as in
custodial situations. We have specifically invested in an
additional 41 positions to improve custodial staffing
arrangements. We have invested in 50 new staff to
deliver youth control order and intensive bail
supervision programs. We have invested in
11 clinicians to provide specialist mental health services
to address complex behaviours. We are providing better
staff training.
We actually understand that under the previous
administration the standards that Ms Crozier criticised
the current government for in terms of what are the
standards of recruitment and employment practices
were actually introduced by her former ministerial
colleague Ms Wooldridge. On Ms Wooldridge’s watch
there was a totally inappropriate reliance on casual and
agency staff. In fact it is this government that
recognises that there need to be permanent staff
arrangements. Under the previous administration there
was an extraordinary rate of absenteeism and
WorkCover claims. The daily average use of casual
staff has now been reduced under this government
across those secure services. In relation to staffing, the
rhetoric of the opposition would be that the staffing
situations would have been fine on their watch — there
was no problem there; there were no pressures in terms
of the workforce — but that does not actually bear fruit
in relation to not only the staffing profile but also, as I
will draw attention to soon, the fact that there were
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severe WorkCover claims being made in terms of the
attacks and pressures that staff were under under the
previous administration that this government is now
trying very determinedly to turn around.
We also inherited a situation in terms of the youth
justice system. In retrospect, if we have a look at the
disappointment of the 2010 election outcome in relation
to investment in this area, we can see that the
Ombudsman provided a very significant report in 2010
in the days leading up to the 2010 election
recommending major reform in relation to the Parkville
precinct. In the four years of the previous
administration not a jot was spent within Parkville, nor
was it acknowledged as a significant issue.
It is hypocritical of not only the opposition but also
other recent commentators to suggest that the current
government under its watch has been asleep at the
wheel. Unfortunately in relation to the secure youth
justice facilities there were four lost years. Indeed the
investment that was made by the previous
administration by way of a significant reinvestment in
the Malmsbury facility has been demonstrated by the
recent breakouts at Malmsbury to have been totally
inadequate expenditure.
The previous administration decided to build a
so-called secure facility, but the breakouts in January
clearly demonstrated it was not secure. The fabric of
that reinvestment in those so-called secure facilities was
insufficient to maintain the ability to lock down and
contain those offenders. They adopted methods that
clearly enabled them to break out of those secure units
in a facility that has no outer perimeter. In fact the term
‘secure’ has been fundamentally proven through the
actions of some young people to be a misnomer
because it is not a secure facility.
The pretence maintained by the previous government
that they made wise infrastructure investments in secure
facilities for young people has been shown to be what it
is — a pretence. In fact it was poor decision-making in
relation to the only investment strategy that they had
during the course of their term in office. This
government unfortunately has been playing catch-up in
terms of the deterioration and poor quality of the fabric
of Parkville, which was built in the 1990s to a
residential standard rather than as a secure facility, and
the unwise infrastructure decision made by the coalition
government during its 2010 to 2014 term.
This government understands the importance of
increasing data and transparency. What an irony that
the fourth part of this motion talks about a lack of
information. It is quite extraordinary that this is the
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government that has legislated to strengthen the
oversight and powers of the commissioner for children
and young people. We have legislated to ensure that the
commissioner for children and young people receives
all serious incident reports. We publish incident reports
quarterly, as compared to the previous administration,
which on its watch only published incident data
annually alongside the annual report and introduced
during the course of its term new secrecy provisions in
the act. It is quite a hypocrisy that this has now been
laid at the feet of this government.
In relation to diversion and community programs, this
is the government that has invested in statewide
diversion programs — $5.6 million in the 2016–17
budget. We have established more early intervention
and diversion programs, including Aboriginal youth
support services in two areas of Victoria. In both the
first two budgets of the Andrews government we
funded additional bail supervision workers.
In terms of providing protections to our staff and in
terms of what decisions may be made in relation to the
appropriate release or ongoing containment of young
people who have acted to hurt staff within the youth
justice system, there is now the obligation for any
serious incident to be reported to the Youth Parole
Board to determine the eligibility for parole. New
legislation will be introduced to increase the
consequences of assaulting youth justice custodial staff,
which has been previously announced by my
colleagues, who include, clearly, the Minister for
Families and Children.
If you have a look under the rubric of the criticism that
the government has not taken responsibility or taken
action — ignoring perhaps the last 5 minutes of my
contribution, where I have outlined our investment in
people and our investment in law reform in relation to
accountability and in fact to greater certainty in our
community — in December 2016 my ministerial
colleague the Minister for Families and Children, in the
company of the Premier, the Attorney-General and the
Minister for Police, announced a range of law reform
and other program measures to respond to
recommendations that had come out of a Victoria
Police youth summit late last year and the requests that
are coming from Victoria Police for greater monitoring
and control of young offenders. Those reforms included
increasing the maximum period of detention that can be
imposed by the Children’s Court on young offenders
from three years to four years and creating a new
offence for adults who lure young people to commit
crimes for them. The offence of procuring young
people to commit offences will carry a maximum
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penalty of 10 years in prison regardless of the crime
committed by the youth.
The reforms will establish a new youth control order to
give the Children’s Court the power to issue a more
intensive and targeted supervision sentence for young
offenders. These youth control orders can restrict where
a young person can visit and who they can associate
with and can include curfews and require the young
person to comply with an education, training or
employment plan. Non-compliance will result in courts
being able to place the young offender in custody.
The reforms will set up an intensive monitoring and
control bail supervision scheme based on the successful
model from the United Kingdom, which will mean
young people have to report more regularly to the
department and to Victoria Police and comply with
education, training or work requirements. If they fail to
meet these requirements, they risk having their bail
revoked.
The reforms will hold young people more accountable
for their actions while in detention by ensuring the
Youth Parole Board is told about any critical incidents
involving youths in detention, such as assaults or
rioting, which may be taken into account when
considering their eligibility for parole. They require the
Youth Parole Board to notify Victoria Police when
specific youth offenders, such as violent and repeat
offenders, are released on parole.
The reforms will give clearer guidance to the
Children’s Court when dealing with offenders. They
will require magistrates in the Children’s Court to give
particular consideration to community safety when
sentencing young people who have committed serious
violent crimes and have previous convictions for
similar offences. They will introduce laws to clarify the
criteria which allows for Children’s Court matters to be
heard in the Supreme or County courts. This will
provide greater guidance about when serious cases
should be elevated to a higher court.
I want to take those announcements that were made in
December 2016 as, I think by any measure, a
significant demonstration of the reform agenda and
actions taken by this government to address the serious
matters that have been of concern to the community
and have been raised in this chamber. They are very
responsive to the need to provide ongoing safety for the
young people in question, the workers in youth justice
facilities and ultimately the community and the need to
provide the Victorian community with greater
confidence about the appropriate scrutiny, guidance,
sentencing arrangements and opportunities for
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programs to be undertaken within the rubric of the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to provide for
the appropriate development of young people who are
in custody.
Indeed this is a very difficult balancing act for the
government to acquit its obligations to make sure that
our community is safe and to provide for the
philosophical and programmatic responsibilities that are
contained within the Children, Youth and Families Act
in terms of the development of young people in this
state. Our system, as in fact Ms Crozier indicated in
terms of the structure of the act, has served this
community well for many years. It continues on a
philosophical basis to serve the community well. Its
challenge has been in the last few years to deal with the
occurrence of violent, serious offending by young
people that had not been a feature of our community on
a recurring basis until recently.
Again, we need to keep this in proportion. If Victoria
Police were here today and we put them on oath and
asked them what they believed were the dimensions of
the number of young people who create a serious risk
not only, and more importantly, to themselves but to the
broader community, they would indicate that that
number is in the hundreds; it is not in the thousands, it
is not in the tens of thousands or the hundreds of
thousands, it is in the hundreds of young people. That is
not to demean the significance of this issue, but that is
the order of magnitude in terms of the population of
young serious offenders.
We need to be most mindful of the risk that they create
for community safety and the totally unacceptable
behaviour that is evident in the community but that has
been replicated and in fact in some instances elevated
within the youth justice system, which means that there
has been additional rigour brought to bear in relation to
providing safety within facilities for workers and for
young people in custodial arrangements, because in fact
under the existing regime, with the existing methods of
restraint, enforcement and skills and training provided
to staff in relation to being able to de-escalate issues
within those youth justice facilities, it is very evident
that some young people, despite what is perhaps
romantically seen as their tender age, exhibit very
dangerous behaviours.
This is not to ignore that the individuals themselves
may have serious mental health issues. It is not to say
that they may not have even been subjected to major
traumatic events in their lives which may need serious
therapeutic interventions and support to overcome — it
is not to deny that for a second — but in fact what is
evident is the volatility of their behaviour. It is quite
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often associated with ice addiction and the
consequences of coming off ice. It is sometimes
exacerbated by being able to procure ice while in
custodial arrangements, making them a monumental
risk to other people within that facility, whether they be
clients, whether they be those in custodial arrangements
or whether they be those who work within those
facilities. And that is untenable.
That has actually led to a number of reforms that have
been announced by the government as recently as this
week which will provide for greater certainty in terms
of correctional staff being responsible for the security
arrangements within youth justice facilities now and
into the future. The government has also made the
decision to invest in a new high-security youth justice
centre as part of reforms that have been announced by
my ministerial colleagues this week. This will see the
moving of responsibility for the youth justice system,
including all custodial and community-based youth
justice services, from the Department of Health and
Human Services to the Department of Justice and
Regulation, effective from 3 April. It will also see
Corrections Victoria assuming responsibility for
maintaining the safety and security of the youth justice
facilities.
The particular focus should be on the building of a
$288 million fit-for-purpose high-security youth justice
centre that the government intends to build in Werribee
South, which will include 224 beds for remand and
sentenced clients, a 12-bed mental health unit and an
intensive supervision unit of at least eight beds, with
scope for a further expansion within the 31-hectare
government-owned site.
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well recognised in terms of public administration and
expertise in youth justice areas, on the adequacy of the
current operating models in the existing youth justice
programs. The minister will be guided by the work
practices and the way in which we design programs and
support young people into the future on the basis of that
best advice, which is work that will be completed soon.
So if you outline a personal connection to
responsibility, an understanding of ministerial
responsibility and an obligation to make sure that you
provide for not only your statutory obligations but in
fact the safety and security of not only people within
youth justice facilities but the community more
broadly, you have a minister who has actually
demonstrated through her actions, through her
temperament and through her commitment to her work
that she has assumed a heightened degree of
responsibility, so any suggestion that she is shirking
any measure of personal, professional or political
responsibility just does not pass the test of scrutiny of
her actions. On that basis I am totally of the belief that
the first provision in Ms Crozier’s motion is debunked
and through the actions of my ministerial colleague it
warrants the motion being defeated.
I draw attention to the second paragraph of the motion,
which talks about the minister’s failure:
… to act on the numerous reports and reviews commissioned
by her into the youth justice system.

I have already outlined in my comments on the first
paragraph of the motion that the minister has responded
to the reviews that have been undertaken by former
police commissioner Neil Comrie, acting on the advice
of Penny Armytage and James Ogloff. She has acted on
recommendations that have been made evident by the
Ombudsman, and she will be taking advice about the
best way in which the future development of the youth
justice facility will be undertaken.

This government actually realises that on the basis of
advice that we have received from former police
commissioner Neil Comrie, who has finished his
review of the Parkville precinct, it would be unwise to
retrofit the Parkville site for a variety of reasons,
including that it would take seven years to complete
whilst having to remain in operation. So the quickest
way in which a secure facility can be created is by
going to a greenfield site, in this case Werribee,
proceeding with the business case, engaging in some
degree of community consultation about the design and
the way in which services may be provided there —
and community confidence can be elevated in terms of
the proximity of the facility — and then to get on and
build it at the earliest opportunity.

Certainly the minister has been mindful of the public’s
assessment about the viability of the previous
administration and lessons that need to be learned in
relation to staffing issues — in relation to the number of
staff, the quality of staff and the support provided to
staff. I just want to give a couple of examples in
relation to this very convenient aspect of the motion
that Ms Crozier believes that the previous
administration were in the best of times. That is not in
fact what the evidence suggests.

This is not cutting across the ongoing work that has
been commissioned by my colleague the Minister for
Families and Children into the youth justice system by
Penny Armytage and Professor James Ogloff, who are

As I have already indicated in my previous contribution
today, on the cusp of the 2010 election the then
Ombudsman issued a report to say that the Parkville
youth justice facility should be redeveloped. In the
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course of the 2010 election the then Leader of the
Opposition, Ted Baillieu, said:
The conditions are disgraceful, the management has been
appalling, the centre is not fit for the job it is supposed to
do …

It did not quite happen within the four years of the
coalition’s administration. Admittedly, Ted Baillieu did
not stay Premier for four years. Maybe he would have
been able to maintain his commitment to that issue if he
had stayed in office, but that was not the case.
In retrospect, the former deputy ombudsman, John
Taylor, acknowledged just in the last week that the
fallout from Parkville not having been redeveloped is
very evident. This government is not denying that it is
very evident; in fact we recognise it is very evident, and
we are taking some action that certainly did not take
place during the course of the last administration.
It is also very convenient to say that the current
abnormalities in the system, the dangers that are in the
system and the frailties of the system that we are now
being criticised for not having acted upon are just a new
arrival, but in fact I have before me an article that
appeared in the Age in December 2013, headed
‘Ombudsman: children “bored” with youth justice
transferred to adult prison system’. In that article by
Nino Bucci the following extracts can be found:
Children were placed in adult prisons 24 times in the past six
years, on some occasions after they had assaulted staff or
other detainees because they were ‘bored’ of the youth justice
system and wanted to be transferred. Fifteen of these children
were transferred from the youth justice system.
Ombudsman George Brouwer investigated children in
custody after receiving a report in October 2012 about a
16-year-old Aboriginal boy who was transferred from the
Parkville Youth Justice Precinct to Port Phillip Prison and
held in solitary confinement for several months.
Mr Brouwer reported that transferring youths into adult
prisons after they had been violent to achieve that outcome
could encourage further attacks on staff and other detainees.

The article goes on to say:
The group demanded to be transferred to an adult prison
during the 3-hour standoff. The staff member who was cut
required stitches, another was hospitalised and a third
required medical treatment.
Three of the children then spent between 84 and 99 days in
Port Phillip Prison, where they were in solitary confinement
for 23 hours a day and spent the other hour on their own in an
exercise yard while handcuffed.
…
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The report also found:
an increase in children involved in gang-related
activity —

That is not necessarily a surprise. It goes on to say:
ice is causing more problems than any other illicit
substance —

Again, that is perhaps not a surprise. It then says the
Ombudsman:
… recommended that Minister for Community Services
Mary Wooldridge consider removing the option to transfer
children to the adult prison system once additional
accommodation becomes available at the Malmsbury Youth
Justice Centre in 2015 …

That did not happen. That is my commentary; it is not
in the article.
The article continues:
Michelle McDonnell, from the Federation of Community
Legal Centres’ Smart Justice campaign, said the report had
‘shone a powerful light on a situation that is fundamentally
unacceptable’.

I remind the house that that appeared under the watch
of Mary Wooldridge on 12 December 2013.
Four months later there was an article headed ‘Human
services youth justice staff bashed and claim
compensation’ by Farrah Tomazin in the Age of
30 March 2014. In part that article outlines that:
Youth justice staff are increasingly being bashed and
threatened by violent young offenders, contributing to soaring
compensation payouts across the Department of Human
Services.
…
Based on a snapshot from December last year, about 18 out of
every 100 workers in the division is either on, or seeking,
compensation for stress or injury, costing an average of
$44 231 per claim … but insiders say staff shortages, high
turnovers and more young people entering detention while
‘coming down’ from drugs such as ice is making the
workplace increasingly volatile.
…
Another veteran said he spent eight years at Parkville but was
hospitalised after being repeatedly kicked and punched by a
violent 14-year-old while on duty with a female employee, on
a day when his unit was split up because of staff shortages.
‘After that I thought, “My life is more important than this
job”, so I took early retirement’, the 64-year-old said.

I remind the house that that article appeared on
30 March 2014. What did then Minister Wooldridge do
in relation to those very significant issues? Nothing. No
additional staff. The additional staff only came when
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this government was elected. Nothing — no additional
staff. At the time casual staff were a feature of the day.
There were no new permanent recruits being put in.
There was no additional staff support. WorkCover
claims, as indicated by this article, were through the
roof.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — If you did not walk away,
Ms Crozier, when I started speaking for the first
20 minutes of my contribution, you would — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I do not think so.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — No, Mr Ondarchie, you were
not here either. The first 20 minutes of my contribution
was all about responsibility and action — all about it.
Read the Hansard, study the Hansard, study the facts.
It is all good and well to come here in an opportunistic
way, to deny the past, to deny the lack of investment, to
deny the undermining of staff resources and to deny the
fact that the only investment made in a secure facility
under your watch was the secure facility that people in
this January walked out of — so deny that.
This aspect of the motion deals with whether my
ministerial colleague has taken advice and acted on it.
The only minister who has taken advice and acted on it
is my ministerial colleague, because in fact when Neil
Comrie issued a report to the government on the basis
of the adequacy of the Parkville infrastructure —
infrastructure that had been completely unimproved and
left in that situation under the watch of the previous
administration — this minister is the minister who
announced the $288 million.
Ms Mikakos — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS — A $288 million investment with
224 beds, which includes important mental health
capacity and other specialised support services
available within that facility. It is this minister who has
taken action where the previous minister did not. In fact
the previous minister allowed the deterioration on her
watch, and I think it is so — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Again, maybe rather than trying
to spin the story for mere political convenience let us
take the totality of responsibility, and it is this: the issue
in relation to paragraph 3 of the motion, which deals
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with whether the minister has complied with the
Children, Youth and Families Act in relation to the
transfer of young offenders from Parkville to Barwon
Prison, despite the way in which — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Administratively it proved a
very complex issue to make sure that it was
implemented correctly, but that issue has been
implemented correctly, it complies with the act and it
has allowed for the facility to be used in a way that
satisfies the obligations of the Children, Youth and
Families Act in relation to important services being
provided at the Grevillea unit at Barwon. Young people
at Grevillea have access to the same number of hours of
education as provided at other youth justice facilities.
The education program for term 1 this year includes the
Victorian certificate of applied learning in literacy and
numeracy, personal development and work-related
skills along with vocational education and training
using music, community services and the visual arts. It
provides for culturally appropriate programs and
support workers for young people from culturally
diverse backgrounds, including Maori and Pacific
Islander young people, that are available on site.
Young offenders are completely separate from any
adult prisoners at all points in time. We should be
particularly mindful of that. Let us have no confusion
about that issue. At no point in time was a young
person placed in a custodial arrangement in situ with an
adult prisoner.
In relation to transferring decisions, young offenders
are currently situated at Grevillea unit because transfer
decisions have been made which take into account an
assessment of the risk they pose to themselves, to other
offenders and to staff and the overall safety and security
of the facilities. Decisions to transfer young people
between youth justice facilities are overseen by the
client movement panel and are based upon an
assessment of suitability and security. Transfer
decisions take into account the current mix of available
facilities and a current assessment of the best possible
management of the particular young person, including
the detainees’ individual needs, behaviour and
circumstances and how they interact with other young
people.
As you can tell from the way I have just outlined those
obligations under the Children, Youth and Families
Act, the obligation of this minister of this government
to provide for that transfer was an onerous
responsibility. It is an onerous responsibility. It has
been acquitted to the satisfaction of the court, which has
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been satisfied in relation to providing individual
supervision and individual arrangements in accordance
with the act. It was not a simple matter, but this minister
acquitted that responsibility and has provided for
greater safety in the way in which those young people
are currently housed.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Energy supply
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Special Minister of State, Mr Jennings,
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. The government must be
congratulated on saving Alcoa and thousands of jobs in
Portland and western Victoria. However, with next
month’s closure of the Hazelwood power station and
with Alcoa’s power deal only being for four years, my
question is: does the government have a plan for
additional base load power in Victoria?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Purcell for his question and his ongoing
support not only for his electorate but for the viable
businesses within it and the ongoing social and
economic wellbeing of his constituents. He is quite
right to say that the result in terms of the significant
support that has been provided by the state government
and indeed in some degree support from the federal
government, which is a red-letter day — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, any support coming to
Victoria from the federal government inevitably is
minor, but let us just leave that aside. Significant
support has actually led to the protection of workers at
Alcoa, in Portland and more generally across the
member’s electorate, because not only do we
understand that in fact somewhere of the order of
650 Alcoa workers have been supported but also, when
you think about the indirect jobs, there are probably
three times that many indirect workers who rely on the
economic activity from the smelter’s ongoing provision
within the Portland community.
On the very complex arrangements that have seen
energy supply to Alcoa over many, many years,
Mr Purcell and many other members of the community
would be mindful that this has been subject to ongoing
support by the Victorian government over that period of
time under quite a complex arrangement between the
energy providers and the state of Victoria and taxpayers
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in paying for that subsidy. The current arrangement
allows not for the continuation of that support but in a
very significant financial way for the ongoing viability
of Alcoa.
In terms of the energy supply — and I know Mr Purcell
has been on the front foot in wanting to make sure that
within Victoria’s current supply capacity in fact Alcoa
does not get short-changed — a lot of action has been
undertaken by this government, and again purportedly
even by the federal government, in trying to make sure
that the ongoing energy supply contracts are affordable
and sustainable.
Victoria has at the moment an oversupply of electricity
and in the foreseeable future will continue to have such.
That does not mean that we are complacent, but for the
foreseeable future Victoria will be a net exporter of
energy. At the moment one of the things that I think we
have to provide for is a high degree of confidence in
your community, Mr Purcell, that in fact there is not
going to be an energy shortage. In fact the areas of
major divergence between the state government of
Victoria, the opposition and the federal government are
the scaremongering and the apprehension raised about
whether there is energy supply certainty in Victoria.
We are confident that we can provide for energy
supply. We will not be complacent. We will drive
investment in renewable energy and other viable energy
sources. We will definitely do that. We will definitely
not be complacent for one second in relation to ongoing
confidence in supply. We do not want the hysterical
attitude of the coalition to actually undermine
community confidence, so we will be working very
assiduously to provide your community with that
confidence.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his reply. There is certainly a concern in
my community about the future availability of base
load power, and I do understand the work the
government is doing in regard to renewables. In
addition the government seems to have taken off the
table any likelihood of a new coal-fired plant or even a
nuclear-powered supply, so that effectively means that
gas will be the only option. Therefore my
supplementary question is: will the government in any
future plans for base load power in Victoria include a
gas-fired power station at Portland to secure Alcoa’s
future and support the development of industry in
western Victoria?
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Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I just
want to provide Mr Purcell with one of the reasons why
I have confidence in relation to the energy supply —
number one — apart from the reasons that I have
already outlined in my substantive answer. We have in
the pipeline an additional 5400 megawatts of new
generational capacity coming through our incentives for
the Victorian renewable energy target, which will
provide for about 11 000 construction jobs in its own
right. In terms of the coincidence between the number
of construction jobs and the amount of energy that will
be generated, 5400 megawatts is quite a significant new
addition to our capacity. It will be a great stimulus to
the economy of south-western Victoria, which in fact
will be the beneficiary of most of those new jobs,
because as the member knows, his community is where
they are evident. We will not rule out anything. It is a
matter of how proactive we need to be to facilitate any
ongoing support.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — No, not nuclear power.
Mr Purcell knows we are not keen on nuclear power. In
fact it is against the law in Victoria. But, apart from
nuclear, we are not ruling anything out.
Questions interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I introduce to the
house the Speaker of the ACT Legislative Assembly,
Joy Burch, who is with us today in the public gallery.
She is accompanied by — shadowed by — her Clerk,
Tom Duncan, from the ACT Assembly. We welcome
you, Speaker, to our Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Timber industry
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Agriculture. You have
previously indicated that there are now over
400 locations where Leadbeater’s possum sightings
have occurred, which have resulted in hundreds of
coupes and thousands of hectares being locked out of
supply for the timber industry. Minister, have you
looked at options to address this issue, including a
reduction in the buffer zone area around Leadbeater’s
possum sightings and what impact that may have on the
number of coupes currently unavailable for timber
supply?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Young for his question and his ongoing
interest in the timber industry. As I indicated in
question time yesterday, there is a review underway.
The review was proposed initially at the time that the
special protection zone regime was put into place, and
the government expect to have the findings of that
review by April, at which point we will obviously
consider whatever it is that the review has to tell us.
On the broader question around the sustainability of the
forestry industry and the protection of high-value
environmental areas, including of course the habitat of
the Leadbeater’s possum, as everyone in this chamber
is well aware the industry task force has been working
on those matters for the last 18 months and now has
provided a report to government. Government is now
considering these matters. We are acutely aware of the
pressures that are occurring, particularly in Heyfield at
the moment as a result of that, and we will be working
through those in a careful and considered way over
coming weeks.
Supplementary question
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for her answer. Given that this is a
longstanding issue and one that is easily projected by
VicForests as far as how much timber we can harvest
over a large period of time — trees are around for a
long time; it is not like a harvest of grain where we do
not know from one year to the next — and we have
been watching this accumulate over a period of time,
why has it taken the government this long to establish a
review process to look at the locked up coupes due to
Leadbeater’s possum sightings?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Mr Young for his question. The review was
scheduled. The government has been supporting the
task force in its work over 18 months or so now, as all
members are well aware. I am not sure that I would
agree with Mr Young’s assessment that this is an easy
issue to manage. These are really challenging interests
in an area of policy that has experienced conflict as far
back as anyone can recall. Our challenge here is to
manage this in a way that provides a secure future for
the timber industry going forward but also to acquit
properly our obligations to protect our environmental
assets.
These are issues that the government is working
carefully through at the moment, and we thank the
members of the task force for their work on this to date.
I can certainly assure Mr Young and all members of the
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house that we are absolutely aware of these pressures
and these issues.

Portland aluminium smelter
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Special Minister of State,
Mr Jennings, representing the Premier, and is in relation
to a press release the Premier put out headed
‘Landmark agreement secures Alcoa jobs’. In relation
to the $200 million-odd that is to be paid to Alcoa over
four years, is this money to come from consolidated
revenue or the transmission easement tax — that is, the
electricity tax that has been credited in the past — and
is the money to be paid to Alcoa as a grant or as an
electricity subsidy?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Mr Barber for actually trying to find some fine
lines in my answer to Mr Purcell. I imagine he might
have been wanting to ask me this question anyway,
even if Mr Purcell had not provided him with the
entree. The importance to the Victorian economy of the
ongoing jobs directly at Alcoa and its contribution to
Portland and to south-west Victoria generally should
not be underestimated. As I indicated in my answer to
Mr Purcell, the arrangement that has actually
underpinned Alcoa’s ongoing viability has been a
subsidy that has been provided in terms of electricity
prices that has been offset by the transmission easement
levy, as Mr Barber has just referred to, over a long
period of time. The terms of that undertaking expired
during the course of the last calendar year.
The current allocation to Alcoa, the new allocation in
the press release, is not necessarily directly
hypothecated from that source and it is not to be seen as
a continuation of the energy subsidy. It is for
investment in terms of a process and production activity
within Alcoa to provide for it to deal, within its
business model and its operations, with the cost
pressures of either retooling or other innovation that
may be required to maintain as much as possible a
competitive industrial setting within Alcoa. But it is not
a continuation of the subsidy.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Prime
Minister Turnbull, in announcing his contribution,
actually detailed what it was that the money was for.
Minister, your government did not do that, so perhaps
you could provide some more detail generally as to
how those arrangements will work. If it is not to be an
electricity tax, can you nevertheless tell the house what
impact on wholesale prices more generally the
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government has assessed will result? There has been
some extensive discussion about the impact of the
closure of Hazelwood on wholesale prices. Does the
government have any modelling that tells us what
impact the continuation of the Alcoa operation will
have on wholesale prices?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Mr Barber and I engaged in modelling in relation to
wholesale prices of energy for some time last night. It is
a pity that members of the chamber probably were not
here for the hour or so that we actually talked through
this issue.
Mr Leane — I am not too sure about that.
Mr JENNINGS — You are not too sure about this?
But it was an issue that we actually explored at great
length, and Mr Barber was interested in the variation
between what the estimation of the Essential Services
Commission may be and the best government advice
might be in relation to pressures on the wholesale
energy price. Of those factors I think the ongoing nature
of Alcoa’s activity was not a variable that ultimately
was assessed through that because the decision as to
whether Alcoa proceeded or not had not been factored
in at the time that that work had been undertaken.
Going back 12 hours or so, wholesale assessment has
been determined by those factors we discussed last
night.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, when you
are answering questions there are two things that are
important. One of them is to direct your response
through the Chair.
Mr Jennings — I apologise, President.
The PRESIDENT — Order! More importantly,
perhaps, because I accept your general courtesy to the
house, the microphone was behind you when you were
speaking and that can make it difficult to pick up those
pearls of wisdom.

Drug harm reduction
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is for Minister Tierney on behalf of Minister
Neville, on the issue of the Victoria Police drug seizure
database. Last month three people died and more than
20 were hospitalised after taking party drugs around
Chapel Street. These people thought they were
consuming MDMA, but tests have now revealed their
drugs contained particularly harmful substances which
people were not aware of. A leaked Victoria Police
memo shows that police had seized these drugs, tested
them and discovered the lethal combination. But
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instead of warning the public, the information was kept
secret, with an instruction for it not to be released to the
public. Can the minister explain why potentially
life-saving information in the Victoria Police drug
seizure database is not being made available to the
public? Will the minister commit to creating an early
warning system on party drugs that are found to be
potentially dangerous and life threatening?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
Ms Hartland, I thank you for that question. You raise an
issue which is very prevalent in our society and indeed
has got contemporary currency, can I say. I do believe
that the Minister for Police will be able to provide you
with a fulsome answer to your substantive question, so
I take the question on notice.

Community correction orders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
according to the Auditor-General the number of
high-risk criminals on the streets on a community
correction order has gone from 128 in 2014 to a
shocking 3180 in 2016 following your failure to
address the Court of Appeal Bolton decision, while at
the same time staff are overworked, with up to
60 criminals to manage, and risk assessments are not
being completed on time. Minister, following too many
shocking crimes, what guarantee can you give the
Victorian community that they are not at risk with these
thousands of extra criminals walking the streets and
potentially recommitting violent offences?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for his question. Yes, the fact of the matter
is that there was an Auditor-General’s report that was
tabled earlier today. Of that report, there were
12 recommendations that pertained to corrections, 11 of
which the Labor government has already put into
implementation. The member would also be aware that
the report also acknowledged the significant reforms
made by this government, which Corrections Victoria is
currently delivering, including the shift to the new
Community Correctional Services (CCS) operating
model, which I announced earlier this year.
The Labor government has invested over the last two
years in a whole range of aspects that deal with this
matter. We have employed an extra 160 staff to
supervise and monitor offenders, we have strengthened
the case management system of high-risk offenders, we
have also improved the offender rehabilitation targeting
programs to reduce reoffending and we have created a
dedicated court assessment and prosecutions court.
These are the facts that you continue to deny. These are
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the very actions that you when you were in government
should have been implemented. You failed to do so,
and this government has actually implemented 11 of
those recommendations.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I ask by
way of supplementary: Minister, you have told this
Parliament previously that prison does not have the
intended effect of deterring crime. Minister, you clearly
think it is better for criminals to be on the streets rather
than in prison. Minister, are you going to allow these
violent criminals to continue to roam the streets and the
number of high-risk offenders on a community
correction order to increase or are you going to reduce
this number to 2014 levels and back the safety of
Victorians?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — Clearly
from this government’s actions that we have
undertaken in terms of the announcement we made in
January this year, as well as further budget reform and
program reform, we are committed to making sure that
our community is safe. The fact of the matter,
Mr O’Donohue, is that it is this government, not the
one that you headed up as the minister, that is actually
implementing a system and making sure that our CCS
system is a robust system that is dealing with the actual
issues that are confronting our community. Indeed we
are absolutely committed to reducing recidivism in this
state — another objective that you, as the former
minister, failed to undertake in any form when you
were minister.

Gatwick Hotel
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
My question is also to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, drug dealing, firearm offences, arson,
aggravated burglary, assault, rape and murder all occur
at the Gatwick Hotel in St Kilda, and this has had a
huge toll on nearby residents and businesses. How
many people under community correction orders are
currently housed at the Gatwick?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I thank
the member for her question. Obviously I do not have
that level of detail in front of me, but I am prepared to
provide it if it is possible to provide it.
Supplementary question
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Minister; I look forward to seeing your
answer on that shortly. My supplementary is: how
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many prisoners on parole are currently residing at the
Gatwick?
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, President, I have
difficulty as to whether that is apposite, so I look to you
in relation to that. I am just wondering whether it is
apposite to the substantive question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Well, it involves the
same institution, the same prison setting and a category
of people who might well be detained in that facility.
So from that point of view I believe it is apposite.
Mr Jennings — This is going to be ruled out as a
point of order, President, but just to assist you in your
guidance, the Gatwick is a rooming house, it is not an
institution and it is not a facility run by the Minister for
Corrections, and if that was actually your impression,
then I need to correct that impression.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I actually accept the
point of clarification from the Leader of the
Government. However, I hasten to add that the minister
actually was prepared to answer the first question and
take it on notice, and I think in that context the second
one is also ruled in.
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — Like
with the substantive answer, I will take that question on
notice. But can I also say that I will seek advice in
terms of any privacy issues that might surround
identifying parole numbers to location.

Treasury Corporation of Victoria
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I have a
question to the Leader of the Government. Minister,
according to the government’s own appointment and
remuneration guidelines:
It is preferable that appointees reside in Victoria, so that they
act in the best interests of the state … Circumstances that
require the appointment of someone who resides in another
state should be explained in the relevant cabinet submission
or ministerial brief.

Given the Andrews government has appointed
someone who resides in New York to be the Treasury
Corporation of Victoria (TCV) deputy chair, I ask: how
many flights has Ms Kelly taken to attend TCV
meetings and events and what is the total cost to the
taxpayer of all those flights, accommodation and other
travel expenses?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank Ms Crozier for her question. She is quite right.
There is the clear intention as much as possible for
those who are employed in the service of the people of
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Victoria to live in Victoria, but that is not an exclusive
arrangement, because in fact there are many people
who provide a service, particularly in relation to either
their particular policy area or their knowledge in
relation to matters that deal with the regulatory
environment or the commercial interests of the state,
and who may reside elsewhere.
In the last few days the Treasurer has clearly indicated
his confidence in this appointment and in this
arrangement, and I believe the Treasury Corp may have
already provided some of the information that you may
be seeking in a public setting. I have actually seen some
public commentary on it, and somehow that public
commentary may have been derived from information
that they secured from somewhere. That information,
because it is not my responsibility, is not available to
me immediately, but I will see what degree of
accommodation and assistance I can provide you with.
But certainly my colleague the Treasurer in a very
determined way will actually say that the Treasury
Corp, he is expecting, will operate in a highly
sophisticated manner that requires good-quality advice.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, from my knowledge of
this matter I understand that the appointment was made
when the person in question was a resident of Victoria
and they subsequently moved.
Ms Wooldridge — I am sure there are others in
Victoria who could do it.
Mr JENNINGS — That is not an issue for me to
contemplate in this regard. It is a matter of the
confidence of Treasury Corp and of the confidence of
the Treasurer to make that determination and to advise
the cabinet if in fact there is any variation to that
confidence. But in terms of the detailed information
that you are seeking, I will seek what I can from the
Treasurer. I of course, because of my brief, do not have
that material with me.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his undertaking in providing the house
with that level of detail. Minister, my supplementary
question is: why was Ms Cassandra Kelly not removed
from her position as deputy chair of TCV when the
government became aware of the cost of flying her
business class from New York to attend meetings, or
does the fact that Ms Kelly is a personal friend of the
Treasurer and that her company has donated over
$20 000 to the Labor Party mean that the Victorian
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government’s own appointment and remuneration
guidelines do not apply to her?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — All I
can suggest in relation to the imputation of those
matters is that I am not in a position to be able to prove
or disprove either of those issues that you have linked.
Ms Crozier — It’s a fact that she has donated over
$20 000.
Mr JENNINGS — Well, a minute ago you said you
did not know any facts, and now you are actually
saying you know a lot of facts. Do you know the facts
or do you not know the facts? Are you seeking the facts
or do you know the facts? Are you asserting the facts?
Are you making it up? Did you go to a meeting where
somebody said something and all of a sudden a
thousand people believe it? What is the status of the
facts? I will actually have to check the facts. I have got
no understanding about what you assert and the
imputation that you made, except that I refute that any
determination would have been made on the basis of a
friendship network or any personal benefit that may
have been derived for the Labor Party or for any other
reason apart from the competency of the appointment.
And that would have been the determination of the
Treasurer.
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not been a correspondent to the privacy commissioner
on this matter; this has not been raised directly with me,
either by the privacy commissioner or by the Premier,
who I assume had received a request from the privacy
commissioner in relation to information — I will take
advice from either of those office-holders about the
way in which the investigation may or may not have
been assisted.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his response,
and I note that it was a less than unequivocal indication
that the government was responsive to the privacy
commissioner. I also note the minister indicated there
was correspondence to the Premier. The minister is also
of course the portfolio minister responsible for the
privacy commissioner and the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014. So in the absence of an
unequivocal response to the primary question, can the
minister now provide an assurance to the house that the
Premier’s proposed audit of his ministers’ phones is
entirely compliant with the requirements of the Privacy
and Data Protection Act?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
repeat: whose interests is Mr Rich-Phillips protecting?
What interests? Is it a statutory interest?

Privacy and data protection
Mr Rich-Phillips — The public interest.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. On 16 December the commissioner for
privacy and data protection issued a statement
indicating that he was seeking information from the
Premier about the Premier’s proposal to audit, examine
or interrogate the mobile devices of his cabinet
colleagues. Has the government cooperated fully with
the commissioner’s request for information?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
think that this is a very interesting question coming
from Mr Rich-Phillips, who was probably the instigator
of this inquiry and this consideration, because I
understand that he may have actually referred his
concern to the commissioner. In fact to this very day I
am not quite sure whose privacy Mr Rich-Phillips was
most concerned about. Which party was he acting on
behalf of when he made that request of the
commissioner?
So what provision or what interest was at the heart of
this investigation in the first instance as a political
intervention by Mr Rich-Phillips. Rather than adding to
any political intrigue in relation to this matter — I have

Mr JENNINGS — The public interest in relation to
the confidentiality of cabinet considerations or the
behaviour of ministers? Is that what you are saying?
Mr Rich-Phillips — Are you upholding the
legislation for which you are responsible?
Mr JENNINGS — Yes, and have you got any
indication that it has been breached? Have you? I have
not received any advice that it has been breached. Have
you? Have you received any? I think we are in a
situation where you may actually see some political
intrigue — you may have contributed to political
intrigue — but I have not received any advice from the
commissioner or departmental advice that any breach
has occurred. I may seek that advice, but I am not in
receipt of any.

Ombudsman jurisdiction
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — See no evil, hear no evil. My next
question is also to the Leader of the Government, but
on a different matter. The government spent 2016 in the
Supreme Court and the Court of Appeal attempting to
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block the Ombudsman from investigating Labor’s
staffing rorts. What has been the total cost to the
government — the government agency side of this
matter — of those two legal actions?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I will
take advice on that, President and Mr Rich-Phillips. I
will take advice and provide that, because in fact the
government does not shirk from being transparent in
relation to this issue. But what I do refute — and what I
have refuted from the very first time that this issue was
discussed in this chamber — is the suggested reason
why the government is concerned about the reference
that has been made by this chamber.
This issue will be tested in the High Court. I will not
necessarily try to fly in the face of that High Court
determination, but I reiterate that the government has
been consistently advised that the reference is outside
the scope of the act. It is actually testing the veracity of
the act, the way in which the act could or should be
used into the future and whether there is any deficiency
in the act that would warrant it being remedied in the
future.
That is the reason why the state and I as the minister
have an interest in assessing the legal status,
interpretation and effect of an act. I am in receipt of
consistent advice that in fact the reference is outside the
scope of the act. In fact the government’s interest has
been to protect the nature of the statute and the way in
which it is interpreted now and into the future.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for his answer and
his undertaking to provide details on the costs of the
actions to date. But Minister, given the repudiation of
the government’s position in the Supreme Court and
then in the Court of Appeal, how do you now justify the
expenditure of further taxpayers money on the High
Court appeal given you have been comprehensively
repudiated in the two initial actions?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) —
Because the government does not accept that there has
been a total repudiation of the government’s position
and it is going to be tested in the High Court.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I find
this hard to believe, but a piece of information in front
of me indicates that the government has furnished

Wednesday, 8 February 2017

answers to 1645 questions on notice: 7720, 7728–8100,
8101–518, 8525–921, 8925, 8926, 8963, 8964, 9410,
9411 and 9730–10 180.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to today’s
questions, I refer for written response Ms Hartland’s
substantive question to Ms Tierney — that is two days;
Ms Fitzherbert’s substantive and supplementary
questions to Ms Tierney — that is one day;
Ms Crozier’s substantive and supplementary questions
to Mr Jennings — that is two days; Mr Rich-Phillips’s
first question, both the substantive and supplementary
questions, to the minister — that is two days.
Mr Jennings interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All right. One day,
given that you are the minister, but I am mindful of the
fact that other ministers were actually involved in that
process as well, and therefore there may well need to be
further reference. We will see. Certainly in regard to the
final question from Mr Rich-Phillips it is two days on
the substantive question.
I also indicate that I have reviewed a couple of answers
that have come back to members. In respect of a
question posed by Ms Springle to Minister Mikakos, I
am of the view that her original question was not
satisfactorily answered. That was in regard to whether
or not the decision to administratively separate youth
justice from child protection was made by Professor
Ogloff and Ms Armytage. Whilst there is other
information provided in that answer, that particular
question was not addressed, and I would ask that it be
reinstated.
In regard to a question by Mr Bourman, who is not here
this week, I notice he asked a question about how many
seven-shot Adlers were registered in Victoria. Again,
whilst there is a response that has provided some
information to Mr Bourman, I do not believe that that
specific question has been answered. Therefore I would
seek the reinstatement of that question.
Mr O’Donohue — President, I have two points of
order. The first point of order refers to the answers from
the minister in relation to my question without notice
today. I submit to you, President, that she failed to
respond to both the substantive and the supplementary
and to address the actual questions raised. Therefore I
seek that a written response be provided on both.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I have reviewed that
question. I have actually asked for a copy of that, I have
had a look at it and I cannot concur. I think that in many
ways you were seeking opinion rather than a factual
position on both of those questions, and I believe that
the extent to which the minister responded was
adequate in this circumstance.

question that I asked yesterday concerning the
consultation that was undertaken by the minister, who
the consultation was taken with and on what dates. The
response in no way shape or form comes anywhere near
answering that question at all. There is not even an
attempt to answer that question, so I ask that that be
reinstated.

Mr O’Donohue — On a second point of order,
President, I have about 1000 questions on notice here
where the minister has replied by asserting I am fishing
and referring to a ruling from you on 10 December,
when I am actually seeking important, detailed
information. For example, question 8184:

The PRESIDENT — Order! I will just read through
this and consider it, because I want to be able to
understand what I am ruling on with this one. In the
meantime we will go to constituency questions, and I
will rule on this before lunch.

How many prison officers were injured but not by a prisoner
or a prison incident at Karreenga annexe each month between
April 2015 and June 2015.

I think that is a legitimate and important question and a
matter of public importance. I think it is disappointing
the minister has not answered these important
questions, and I ask that they be reinstated.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not in a position
to do that at this point because I have not seen them. As
I understand it, these have just been provided today.
There is an established procedure for this where you
would write to me and seek such a reinstatement based
on your concerns about the suitability of those answers.
I will make a judgement accordingly when I see both
the question and the answer. I am not going to make a
reactive decision here in the chamber without having
seen them.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
draw your attention to your ruling yesterday when I
requested the reinstatement of a question that was asked
on the last sitting day of 2016 and that had a one-day
response time. You reinstated that question yesterday, I
am assuming with the same response time. Question
time has come and gone now since your ruling, and I
still have not had a response from Minister Dalidakis.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Dalidakis, are you
able to provide any explanation to the house?
Mr Dalidakis — We spoke with the table office,
and they advised us it was two days.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In the circumstances, I
take it from Mr Dalidakis’s explanation that he is
prepared to provide a suitable response, so in a spirit of
compromise I expect it tomorrow.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I asked
for a response from the Minister for Families and
Children to be reinstated. It was a supplementary

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
and relates to the RACV Redspot survey’s results and
the fifth most congested spot, which is Fitzsimons Lane
between Main Road, Eltham, and Porter Street in
Templestowe. I ask the minister: will the government
now implement the Liberals’ plan of converting the bus
lanes into transit lanes to ease traffic congestion?
More than two years ago this plan was put forward as a
way to immediately alleviate some of the congestion
Eltham residents face each and every day. It would
have allowed buses, taxis, motorcycles and vehicles
with more than one passenger to use the little-used bus
lanes that lie empty as cars crawl past. Yet up until now
this government has been silent and inactive. Now, with
congestion becoming even worse, the government has
finally been forced to act, undertaking traffic surveys
and modelling. Eltham residents want to see some
action on improving their traffic problems now, and the
Liberals’ idea would help substantially. I therefore ask
the minister to seriously consider that option and
implement it as a significant part of the solution to the
massive traffic congestion on Fitzsimons Lane.

Western Metropolitan Region
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the planning minister. Over the past week
I have had a number of Wyndham residents seeking
information in regard to the possible building of a youth
justice centre in Werribee. They have come to me
because of the complete lack of reliable information
and the fact that there has been no consultation. Two of
the basic questions they want clarified are whether the
site is in the green wedge or the urban growth area and
who currently owns the land.
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Western Metropolitan Region

Western Victoria Region

Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Industry
and Employment, the Honourable Wade Noonan. It
relates to the Jobs Victoria Employment Network. The
Jobs Victoria Employment Network links employers
through employment experts to single parents, family
violence victims, young people in out-of-home care,
retrenched workers and other disadvantaged groups.
My question to the minister is: how will the
introduction of the Jobs Victoria Employment Network
positively impact on employment for my constituents in
Melbourne’s west?

Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. When the budget was released in May
2016 we were delighted that it included some work on a
pedestrian crossing outside the primary school in
Koroit. This actually came about from one of the
students who was concerned about the safety of his
fellow students. He started a petition, and that got
enough legs for the crossing to be included in the
budget. The budget has since then been allocated, the
community has been consulted and planning has been
completed, yet the upgraded pedestrian crossing and the
flashing lights are not in place. I therefore ask the
minister: when will the upgrade of the Koroit primary
school lights be completed?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — My question
today is for the Minister for Agriculture. Last Thursday,
2 February, marked World Wetlands Day. I took the
opportunity to visit some wetlands in Northern Victoria
Region, including the Winton Wetlands, which at the
moment is holding enough water to be quite vibrant in
some areas. The rehabilitation of the wetlands is a
project we can all get behind, but unfortunately local
hunters are still let down by the government’s refusal to
act on their concerns. Minister, since the Sustainable
Hunting Action Plan was released we have heard much
talk about the opportunities for hunting in this state, so I
ask: what has the minister done to bring back hunting to
the Winton Wetlands?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question today relates to the Minister for
Planning, and it concerns the Melbourne Metro project
and the GC45 planning amendment, which he gazetted
on 5 January. That amendment provides exemptions for
preparatory or preliminary works, particularly along
St Kilda Road, which Ms Fitzherbert has been seeking
to protect along with many community groups and
people who understand its heritage significance. There
is a real risk that massive damage will occur. What I
seek from the minister today is that he release all advice
and assessments of the impact of these preliminary and
preparatory works on which he relied to exempt these
preliminary and preparatory works from the full
environment effects statement requirements. Will he
release those and make them public so that the
community can judge his steps on these important
projects? It is a huge risk to our heritage, and it is very
important that that heritage be protected and that we see
those assessments and advice.

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Regrettably South Eastern Metropolitan Region seems
to be all too often connected to crime and a very serious
breakdown of law and order and community safety
either because it is a site of crime or because crimes are
committed by people who have links to the south-east
or are residents of the south-east. Following the
extraordinary recent breakout from Malmsbury my
electorate saw an attempted armed robbery in Berwick,
an assault and theft in Bonbeach, two robberies in
Noble Park, a hit-and-run in the crime epicentre,
Mulgrave, and an armed robbery in Hallam, all
allegedly committed by the escapees of that particular
institution.
The question I have for the Minister for Police is: what
action is the minister taking to address the extremely
serious law and order issues that are being experienced
across the south-east, which are the cause of fear, loss
of life and physical, psychological and financial injury?
Clearly there is a very serious problem and there needs
to be a multilevel response to what is a situation that is
absolutely out of control.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will let that question
stand at this time, but can I just indicate that there is a
bit of a drift in constituency questions to run across
very broad subject matter and matter that really is not
specifically related to the constituency but other areas
of government policy. We had an example yesterday on
homeschooling that has been raised with me. The
context in which it was raised suggested that it was
really more about the statewide issue than a specific
inquiry regarding the electorate. Whilst I appreciate the
points that Mrs Peulich has made in respect of the
south-eastern metropolitan area, we need to make sure

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wednesday, 8 February 2017

COUNCIL

that we keep fairly tight in terms of the requests in
constituency questions.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Public Transport, and it is
regarding maintenance on the VicTrack culverts
between Numurkah and Wunghnu. Last year on behalf
of a group of concerned constituents I wrote to the
minister regarding maintenance on those culverts. In
response the minister advised me that the track between
Numurkah and Wunghnu was on the maintenance
schedule, and the culverts were to be inspected and any
required maintenance carried out by the end of 2016.
On 27 January I received follow-up information from
my constituents advising that to date there is no
evidence of maintenance having been undertaken and
that there is extensive cumbungi growth on the west
side of the Goulburn Valley Highway, extending into
private property which is adjacent to the highway. The
constituents provided me with evidentiary photos,
which I will provide to the minister on duty.
My question is: can the minister please provide me with
the reason that these works were not done by the end of
2016 as she had advised they would be, and can she
update me on the progress of these works, including
providing a start date?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. Minister, current plans for the removal of
the Buckley Street level crossing in Essendon would
lead to traffic chaos in surrounding streets, in particular
the education precinct, which would be restricted to just
one entry via Park Street in Moonee Ponds. The bedlam
that would follow the implementation of this plan has
concerned the Moonee Valley council so much that it is
preparing a campaign to change the government’s mind
on its proposed course of action.
I ask the minister: has VicRoads prepared any
contingency plans for the traffic debacle in the event of
the crossing removal plan going ahead in its current
form?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Training
and Skills, the Honourable Gail Tierney. The question I
ask is: has the much-heralded announcement last year
by former minister Steve Herbert that he had
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successfully sold the Glenormiston Agricultural
College to the Volume Group, led by Dean
Montgomery, and arranged for an operator,
Acknowledge Education, in conjunction with South
West TAFE, to provide training delivery in agriculture,
manufacturing, horticulture, land management,
business, tourism and transport logistics fallen through?
The terms of the sale were that the Volume Group,
through Dean Montgomery, would purchase the
property and lease it back to the operator, Acknowledge
Education, who in turn would contract South West
TAFE to provide course delivery. It is my
understanding that South West TAFE has walked away
from the deal because of funding cuts by the Andrews
government to its training programs. The question I
now ask is: has this arranged deal, the sale of the
college, fallen through, and if so, what other options are
there for the campus?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have had an
opportunity to check on the question put by Mr Finn
and the response he was given by Ms Mikakos in
respect of a question lodged yesterday. It is my view
that implicit in the answer provided by the minister is a
response to Mr Finn. In other words, the response that
has been given is all about future consultation. There is
not any reference to earlier consultation, and I think
Mr Finn might make of that what he wishes. I believe
the question has been answered.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, on
another matter, I received a response to a constituency
question from another minister. I will not name her just
at this moment. The reply begins with a maybe not
deliberate, but certainly a clear untruth in that the
minister says the former Liberal government broke their
promise to build a rail link to Melbourne Airport. I am
just wondering what the protocols, the rules, are for
ministers providing answers which are clearly false in
the circumstance of a constituency question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! They actually were
not elected to government, so it is pretty hard to build it
from opposition. At any rate, Mr Finn, I have no power
to audit or seek a reinstatement of constituency
questions. What I would suggest is that if you take issue
with the response, then it might be resolved by way of a
motion or such like. Perhaps there is a possibility of
some working that would allow it as an adjournment
item or a 90-second statement. Those are the
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mechanisms that you should consider. I have no
particular power in this regard.
Ms Lovell — On a further point of order, President,
answers to constituency questions actually form part of
Hansard. Therefore what is the ruling on the matters
held within them and misleading the house? Maybe it is
a point of clarification.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I said, I have got
no power to reinstate or to vary any of those answers
that are provided. The constituency questions are not
part of the standing orders regime that affords any
power to the President to make a comment.
Ms Lovell — But it is in Hansard.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Believe me, there are
many statements made in this place about which if we
really wanted to take issue with what is a fact and what
is an alternative fact, we could. I suggest that what I
have said to Mr Finn is the remedy process that is
available at this point in time.
We are right on the time when we usually break for
lunch, but I understand that Mr Jennings’s contribution
to the debate before the house can be concluded in
3 minutes. On that basis I will allow Mr Jennings to
conclude his contribution before we suspend for lunch.

MINISTER FOR FAMILIES AND
CHILDREN
Debate resumed.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
thank the house for its courtesy in enabling me to
conclude my argument in defence of my ministerial
colleague Minister Mikakos, the Minister for Families
and Children. Because of her absolute determination to
acquit her responsibilities and through her actions she
has demonstrated that not only does she reflect on the
current difficulties in relation to the administration of
youth justice but also that she has a plan and an
intention to improve those circumstances and acquit her
responsibilities.
What I can outline to the chamber is that she has done
this in a number of ways already through her actions
and responses to reviews that she has instigated and
through actions that have already been announced by
the government that will be acquitted.
Just in conclusion, I indicate what those reforms may
be. While the previous administration had actually cut
20 employees out of youth justice and cut
600 employees out of the Department of Human
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Services, under this government my ministerial
colleague has increased the number of youth justice
positions by 20 and she has added an additional
100 positions to deal with the support of youth justice
clients and those in custodial care both in community
settings as well as in custody. She has invested in
41 additional positions to improve custodial staffing
arrangements, she has invested in 50 new staff to
deliver youth control order intensive bail supervision
and she has supported and is investing in 10 clinicians
to provide specialist mental health services to address
complex behaviours.
We have instigated a program of better support and
training for staff. During 2015–16 the indicators of staff
turnover, absenteeism, WorkCover claims and the daily
average of use of casual staff were all down compared
to during the previous government’s administration. In
response to recommendations made by Neil Comrie in
relation to the quality of the Parkville youth justice
precinct the government has announced in recent days
that it will develop a new $288 million facility in
Werribee that will see 224 beds being established to
support youth justice custodial arrangements in the
future. It will include specialised mental health services
and other specific services.
In terms of accountability to the Parliament and to the
people of Victoria, the government has legislated for
additional oversight powers for the commissioner for
children and young people. We have ensured that the
commissioner receives all serious incident reports and
that incident data is published quarterly. My ministerial
colleague has established an increased range of
diversion and community programs, including more
early intervention programs supporting Aboriginal
youth support services across two areas in Victoria.
In December the government announced a range of
new initiatives that will be introduced this year to
establish better confidence in the Victorian community
about the way young people will be managed through
custodial arrangements under the supervision of courts.
We have established a new youth control order. We
have set up an intensive monitoring and control bail
supervision scheme. We have extended the existing
youth justice bail supervision scheme across the entire
state. We will require magistrates in the Children’s
Court to give particular consideration to community
safety when sentencing young people who have
committed serious violent crimes and have previous
convictions for similar offences.
This government understands its obligations to young
people. It understands its obligations by statute and by
program to make sure that we create a greater degree of
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confidence in the youth justice system and a greater
sense of community safety. It is something that we are
absolutely determined to achieve. My ministerial
colleague is determined to achieve that, and I
wholeheartedly support her efforts in that endeavour. I
will vote against this motion because I and other
members in this chamber should have confidence in the
minister.
Debate adjourned for Ms SPRINGLE (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Dunn.
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 1.06 p.m. until 2.11 p.m.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Reference
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 6, this house requires the
economy and infrastructure committee to inquire into,
consider and report, no later than 14 December 2017, on —
(1) the potential benefits of widespread uptake of electric
vehicles in Victoria to the environment, including
greenhouse gas emissions, air quality, noise and
amenity, whereby electric vehicles are defined as
vehicles that both:
(a) use one or more electric motors as their sole means
of propulsion; and
(b) require recharge from an off-board electricity
source;
(2) the regulatory, infrastructure, economic, employment
and incentive options for supporting the uptake of
privately owned electric vehicles;
(3) the applicability of electric vehicles in public transport
bus fleets and public sector fleets;
(4) options for supporting the manufacture and assembly of
electric vehicles in Victoria, including transition of
workers and suppliers affected by the closure of vehicle
manufacturing in Victoria; and
(5) the applicability of electric vehicles to the car share
providers market.

The Victorian Greens are proud to submit this motion
today. Electric propulsion is arguably the greatest
innovation in automobiles since the mass manufacture
of the model-T Ford, and now is the time to explore
how the state government should be shepherding a
transition of Victoria’s vehicle fleet from fossil fuels to
electricity.
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There have been major issues with the dependence on
internal combustion engines for powering vehicles. The
damage done to human health, the environment and the
amenity of our cities by internal combustion engines in
automobiles has been enormous. Internal combustion
engines are noisy. Our streets and highways create
noise corridors that bisect communities. This noise can
continue for 24 hours a day due to freight movements.
They cause air pollution. Particulates cause respiratory
problems and even lung cancer. Indeed diesel was
reclassified in 2012 as a cancerous agent by the World
Health Organisation. Oxides of nitrogen create
photochemical haze, sulphur dioxide can cause acid
rain, and carbon monoxide is toxic and above certain
dosages can be lethal. Internal combustion engines also
belch out carbon dioxide.
Transport is the second largest source of greenhouse
gas emissions in Victoria after electricity production.
Sixty-four per cent of transport emissions in the state is
from cars, 30 per cent is from trucks and 2 per cent is
from buses. Furthermore, petrol and diesel-fuelled cars
maintain our dependence on imported refined fuels,
which in this brave new world of uneasy trade
relationships could be a threat to the security of our
economy.
Thanks to decades of research and engineering, there is
now a viable alternative to the internal combustion
engine. Electric propulsion has advanced in leaps and
bounds over the past few years such that the best
performing passenger car in the world for performance,
safety and comfort is electric — the Tesla Model S
manufactured in California. Of course the cleanest way
to ensure electric vehicles (EVs) have the lowest impact
in terms of emissions is to make sure that they are
recharged using renewable energy.
If there were to be a major shift in the vehicle fleet in
Victoria from internal combustion engines to electric,
the environmental and health benefits would be huge.
Streets and freeways would be quieter, providing more
amenity for our communities and making houses
proximate to freeways more livable. Air quality in
Melbourne and regional centres in Victoria would
greatly improve, with less photochemical smog and
particulates. Cyclists would benefit from not sucking in
the fumes when they ride on cycle paths next to the
traffic. Victoria would be doing its part to mitigate
climate change. If Victoria is to get serious about
reducing air pollution and mitigating climate change,
we need to move away from the internal combustion
engine.
The second part of this motion explores a number of
options for supporting the adoption of electric vehicles
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by households and businesses throughout Victoria. One
such mechanism is the financial incentives for owners
of electric vehicles. This state already provides an
incentive for purchasers of hybrid vehicles with a
$100 discount on registration. We need to look at
whether there are overall economic, health and
environmental benefits of providing such incentives for
electric vehicles. In northern Europe such incentives
have included discounted or free registration, access to
transit lanes, reserved car parking, free tolls and ferries,
and import tax discounts.
This inquiry we are proposing presents an opportunity
to assess different incentives and recommend which is
the best fit for this state and to encourage the uptake of
electric vehicles. The inquiry will also assess
infrastructure shortfalls for EVs and what role the state
government should play in meeting the needs of EVs.
This could include charging stations owned and
operated by the state government, particularly on key
routes such as interstate highways, freight routes and
tourist routes; grants to local councils to support the
construction of charging infrastructure within their
municipality; policies and incentives for the clean-up
and conversion of petrol stations to EV charging
stations; and we are already seeing in some places in
Victoria local governments taking the lead in terms of
installing charging facilities in their municipalities. This
inquiry provides a wonderful opportunity to explore
what is the most effective way to support the uptake of
electric vehicles and how to get the best bang for the
buck in terms of seeing this become a reality.
The third point of this motion looks at how EVs can be
used by the state government. I had the pleasure this
morning, with my fellow Greens MPs from both the
other place and here, of being delivered to the steps of
Parliament by an electric bus.
Mr Ondarchie — Didn’t you come in a Tesla?
Ms DUNN — As much, Mr Ondarchie, as I would
have liked to have come in a Tesla, we could not all fit
in a Tesla; we needed a bus, I am very happy to report.
The bus that we came in was built and provided by a
company called Avass. The good-news story with
Avass is not that they manufacture electric buses but
that they also do it in this fine state of Victoria, in
Avalon. On behalf of my colleagues I would like to
thank Avass for providing the electric bus for us this
morning. I would like to particularly thank Andrew for
giving us a short demonstration of what it is like to ride
on an electric bus in the city and also Tom Garrish from
Avass for supporting our bus trip this morning.
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My observations of this morning’s trip were quite
different to what you would usually expect on a bus on
a city route. It was remarkably smooth and whisper
quiet. All you could hear was the sound of the rubber
on the asphalt. The bus had high-grade trimmings,
plush seats and a large flat screen TV. It certainly beats
riding on a clunky 905 service from the Doncaster
park-and-ride with the belching diesel and the clunky
suspension. This bus is a serious machine. It may
surprise some members of this house that its battery
capacity is so extensive it is capable of driving from
Melbourne to Sydney or from Portland to Wodonga on
a single charge. It is easy to imagine it plying the
V/Line coach routes and providing an unprecedented
level of service in regional Victoria.
For electric buses and coaches to become part of
Victoria’s public transport network, leadership will be
required from the state government. Avass has indeed
received interest from government. The only problem is
this interest has not come from the Victorian
government. The interest has mainly been from other
states and territories.
Avass is supplying three electric buses for a 12-month
trial on the Australian Capital Territory Internal
Omnibus Network — ACTION — public transport
network. The results of that trial, which is being
implemented by a Labor-Greens government, may lead
to a gradual replacement of the ACT’s public bus fleet
with electric buses as diesel and natural gas buses are
retired. In Adelaide the free shuttle bus route in the
central business district is serviced by an electric bus
recharged with solar panels on the central bus station’s
roof. Certainly these are innovations that, it pains me to
say, Victoria is not leading the charge on. In contrast
there has been no trial of electric buses in Melbourne or
on the V/Line coach network. Victoria should be
leading the way on public transport bus and coach
networks. We can switch to electric. It can be done, and
the inquiry provides an ideal opportunity to investigate
how that can happen.
Beyond public transport the government sector in
Victoria is one of the largest purchasers of fleet vehicles
for its departments, schools, hospitals and emergency
services. Instituting a policy of transitioning to electric
vehicles for government fleets will provide a shot in the
arm for the nascent EV retail industry in Victoria and
give business and family purchasers more confidence in
the stability of the market, particularly for maintenance
and warranty issues.
The fourth point of this motion calls for the inquiry to
address the manufacturing of electric vehicles in
Victoria. Every member in this chamber would be
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aware of the demise of car manufacturing that we are
watching in real time and the toll that it has taken on
this state. Thousands of jobs have been lost in areas
where there are already above average levels of
unemployment. Families that once depended on a
breadwinner with a steady, well-paying job are now
facing uncertainty. Electric vehicles present the
opportunity to turn a new chapter in automobile
manufacturing in Victoria.
We already have an example of the Avass bus and
coach assembly plant. This assembly plant, if at full
capacity, has the potential to create a lot of demand for
chassis manufacture, motor design, windscreen and
window glass, wheel hubs and other component parts.
This presents an amazing opportunity to keep related
industries thriving in Victoria and maybe even lead to a
reinvigorated advanced manufacturing sector in places
like Geelong, Avalon, Ballarat and Dandenong. I
commend Avass for their desire to try to incorporate as
many Australian-made products into their buses as they
possibly can. They are certainly committed to
manufacturing not only in Victoria but Australia wide.
The last point of this motion addresses the potential of
electric vehicles in car sharing. Car sharing is rapidly
growing in Melbourne, with its highest density in the
inner-city suburbs. But with car-share pods gradually
moving further out, many people are giving up their
cars as they can get the convenience of car ownership
through car sharing without having all the hassles and
expense. Car sharing has proven to reduce dependence
on automobiles, thereby creating more space on our
roads and freeing up our car parks. Electric vehicles and
car sharing are a great combination. Charging stations
can be built adjacent to car-share pods, such that the car
is plugged in any time it is not being used. There is
never a need to take it to a petrol station. A car’s charge
can be remotely monitored, such that it is only available
for use if it has sufficient charge. Electrifying car
sharing is the logical next step to further improving the
holistic environmental benefits of car sharing.
For the purposes of this debate I thought it was
important to clarify and define what we mean when we
talk about electric vehicles. I will just explain what we
mean by that. For the purposes of this inquiry we are
suggesting that the following types of vehicles are not
defined as being electric vehicles. Those are the hybrid
vehicles, vehicles that use an internal combustion
engine to provide propulsion either directly through
connection to the drive train or indirectly through
connection to an alternator which supplies an electric
motor connected to the drive train; plug-in hybrid
vehicles, which are hybrid vehicles with additional
infrastructure for recharging onboard batteries when the
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vehicle is not in use; and internal combustion engine,
extended range electric vehicles, which are vehicles that
use one or more electric motors as their sole means of
propulsion but have an onboard internal combustion
engine to provide an alternative source of electric
charge for onboard batteries.
The reason I thought it was necessary to define these
vehicles is that there is quite a diversity or, I guess, a
mix of vehicles that are out there. For the purposes of
this inquiry and to drive innovation and really explore
the potential of the electric vehicle industry, it is
important to clarify what we actually mean by that. The
reason we have chosen to exclude those vehicles, or
hope that they are excluded, is that they are dependent
in part or in whole on fossil fuels. Extensive
infrastructure such as petrol stations and servicing
providers already exists to support these vehicle types,
and there are existing financial incentives for the
purchase of hybrid vehicles in the form of discounted
registration.
I urge members to support the motion to see this
inquiry instigated. It is important that we look at this
issue. The upper house committees play an important
role in canvassing a range of issues in relation to a
whole lot of matters. I think there is potential there to
look at how we can derive extraordinary benefit from
seeing this industry thrive. Whether it be through fleet
ownership, private ownership or electric buses on our
public transport network, there are enormous
opportunities for this state.
We do build buses here in Victoria. We should at least
be using them here as well. With that, I will finish my
contribution. I hope to see the support of members for
this motion.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — The
government supports the motion. The Liberal Party has
turned its back on automotive workers. Its counterparts
in Canberra did the same thing, and to date they have
shown no remorse over their decision. They even dared
the industry to leave this country. The reason I am
raising this matter is that perhaps part of the work of
this inquiry could be to look at whether or not we can
explore the opportunity to have electric vehicles or
buses made in Victoria so that we can fill the hole being
created by the exit of the automotive industry, which
will be completely gone by October this year.
The state Labor government is investing millions of
dollars in new opportunities for Victorians, in new
energy and new jobs. Under Labor we have created
200 000 jobs in two years, over 120 000 of them full
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time, which cannot be said about the previous
government.
The Victorian government’s commitment to electric
cars is very sound. It started in 2010, when it
commenced a $12 million electric vehicle trial to
investigate the requirements to expand the take-up of
electric vehicles in Victoria. Approximately 60 electric
vehicles were given to businesses and individuals to
trial for four years up to June 2014. The former
Department of Transport ran the trial. A mid-term
report of the trial was released in June 2013.
While a final report has not been released, New Energy
Jobs Fund and other Victorian government grant
funding has been provided. For example, under round 1
of the New Energy Jobs Fund, a $516 720 grant was
awarded to SEA to manufacture commercial electric
vehicles at a site on the Deakin University Geelong
Waurn Ponds campus. The project will invest in a
commercial electric vehicle manufacturing facility to
produce an innovative range of electric-powered
commercial vehicles.
Mr Ondarchie — Are you reading all this?
Mr MELHEM — I can read, Mr Ondarchie, and I
am not too embarrassed about reading from notes.
The modular electric drive power pack system will be
installed in medium duty trucks. As I said earlier, the
Victorian government has a commitment to investment
in electric cars. We are trying to repair the damage
which was caused by former Liberal governments and
by former federal Treasurer Joe Hockey. He dared the
car companies to exit this country by refusing to give
them $250 million. He said, ‘I dare you to leave’,
and — guess what? — they did. It was a shame. At
least we are trying to repair some of that damage.
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The Victorian government sector strategy makes
reference to electrification of vehicles. Specifically we
are looking at Victoria seeking to adopt electrification
technology in larger vehicles such as buses following a
successful four-year trial of electric vehicles and
electrification technology.
I think that is a very important project to look at,
because this state is the biggest employer of buses.
While our buses are operated by private operators, we
are paying the bills. I think it will be a good project to
get the committee to explore all the opportunities
related to electric buses potentially running on our
roads.
The government announced not long ago that it is
looking at solar trams as well. I think that is another
area that shows the commitment by this government to
look at not just energy-efficient vehicles but also the
environment. I think we all love to breathe clean air, but
those on the other side want to live in the past and
basically pretend the world is still perfect and there is
no climate change.
One of the points raised in the motion is around
understanding the economic, social and environmental
benefits of electric vehicles and the incentive options to
counteract the current barriers for the increased
adoption of them. The Zero Carbon Australia: Electric
Vehicles report produced by Beyond Zero Emissions
and released late in 2016 indicates that the main barriers
blocking the adoption of electric vehicles in Australia
include lack of awareness, perceived range anxiety and
perceived high up-front cost.

We support the reference for the committee to explore
the opportunities that could be created for the Victorian
economy and to basically look at new opportunities in
electric cars. I think it is a great reference, and we are
pleased to support Ms Dunn’s motion and look at new
opportunities and new industries.

The report puts forward options to address the above
barriers, such as educational programs; the requirement
that new car parks and apartment buildings be designed
in readiness for electric car charging infrastructure
retrofits; promotion of and support for car-share
schemes; provision of public charging infrastructure;
provision of reserved parking spaces for electric cars;
promotion of or support for the installation of public
charging infrastructure by private businesses; and the
list goes on. I think that is why it is very important for
the community to look at those issues.

I would ask members on the other side, but they do not
like anything. They do not like anything to do with
jobs, anything to do with innovation or anything to with
the environment. They do not even believe in climate
change. They do not believe in anything. They just
believe in one thing: turning up here — they like the
sound of their own voices — and getting paid for it;
that is all. But to actually create things, no, they are not
interested. That is basically what these guys want to do.

I will give a snapshot of global trends. The Zero Carbon
Australia report indicates that battery costs are likely to
drop 20 to 60 per cent by 2020. That could further
reduce the cost of producing electric vehicles. I think
that is something to pay close attention to. The same
could be said for batteries for solar systems in homes. If
we roll the clock back five or 10 years or so and look at
solar power and electric vehicles, the cost was quite
high. But the cost is going down year after year. That is
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why we believe it is a good opportunity for the state of
Victoria to take the lead on this. We can be the leaders
in this technology and make sure we do not miss the
boat. That is why I think the committee could do some
wonderful work in exploring all of these options and
making recommendations about how we can proceed
with this. One example is the most common electric
vehicle, the Nissan Leaf, which currently costs $39 000
in Australia. Hopefully it will cost a bit less in years to
come.
Other countries are obviously doing a bit better than us.
Norway leads with 20 per cent of the market share of
electric cars, France is second with 8 per cent, followed
by China with 1.4 per cent and Australia with 0.1 per
cent. It is my understanding that Toyota is focusing on
fuel cell vehicles more than electric vehicles.
I will finish off by saying that I think this is a good
reference. Hopefully the committee will have a
bipartisan approach to the reference, and it will go out
there, look for the facts and look at all the possible
opportunities we can explore as a state in order to take
advantage of new technology which, like it or not, is the
way of the future. The reliance of cars and buses on
fossil fuels will be less and less as time goes on.
Therefore I think it is very important for a
parliamentary committee to take an open approach and
look at what is the best possible option for us as a state.
I look forward to the committee’s recommendations
when it concludes, and I wish its members all the best
in their deliberations. I am looking forward to the
report. With those comments I commend the motion to
the house.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
There is 10 minutes of my life I am never going to get
back. I refer to Ms Dunn’s motion 358 and indicate
right at the start that, as Ms Dunn well knows, the
Liberal and National parties will be supporting this
motion, and I thank her for the opportunity to
collaborate with her on the construction of this
reference.
The committee has indicated that in relation to this
potential reference a reporting date of 14 December
2017 is appropriate. I have to say, and this is not a
surprise to Ms Dunn because we have had this
conversation, that that is going to be tough for the
Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure given their current inquiries, including
the inquiry into the Domestic Animals Amendment
(Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016, the inquiry
into infrastructure projects, the inquiry into the RSPCA
Victoria and the inquiry into ride-sourcing services.
Now we are adding this one to those, but I suspect that
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we will allow the talents on the economy and
infrastructure committee to work out the reporting date
and report to the house accordingly.
I think this is a good chat to have. I think we need to
have the discussion about electric vehicles, about their
applicability and about cleaning up our streets, certainly
in a parliamentary sense. I should note that Mr Melhem
commenced the inquiry already in his contribution
today by reading copious Google downloads into
Hansard. He could have just tabled them rather than
reading them to us.
One of the challenges around this is to ensure that
Victoria has a reliable, sustainable, affordable source of
electricity to be able to support these motor vehicles.
Right now the Victorian government is turning its back
on 25 per cent of our base load in the state with the
closure of the Hazelwood power station, with no
alternative to supply base load to the state of Victoria,
which is indeed a shame.
We all have views about coal-based energy provision
and how we could make our world better through the
reduction of emissions. We know that appropriate
business investment and jobs are related to a
sustainable, affordable, reliable source of energy. But to
simply turn the key off with no solution and say,
‘That’s it for Hazelwood’, and for the government to
turn its back on all those jobs in the Latrobe Valley
with no regard for those families, no regard for the local
economy and no care for those people down there who
I talked with in great detail last week I have to say is
abhorrent.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — For a government to profess
to care about the workers and then to turn its back on
those workers is a great shame.
Paragraph 2 of Ms Dunn’s motion notes:
the regulatory, infrastructure, economic, employment and
incentive options for supporting the uptake of privately
owned electric vehicles …

I note that she would see this, I suspect, as an
alternative to internal combustion engine vehicles. We
have to think about, talk about and have the discussion
about what that does to the market of organisations and
companies that produce engines and components for
the internal combustion engines and what it means to
walk away from that. As Ford, Holden and Toyota
leave this state and we see the effects on the supply
chain and the aftermarket, we have to have due
consideration through those inquiries for those
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companies and supply chains and, more importantly,
those employees.
While I talk about the supply chain and the aftermarket,
let me commend the Australian Automotive
Aftermarket Association (AAAA), led by Stuart
Charity and his executive team, for the great work they
are doing in ensuring that great exporters, the
aftermarket exporters, are doing some great work in
that sector. Their members export right around the
world, and I have been with them and seen the work
they have done internationally. I have to commend
AAAA on their great work, particularly the efforts they
are pursuing right now in relation to access to data for
independent repairers and giving customers a choice in
where they repair their motor vehicle. We would say
the same thing as part of this inquiry. The service,
repair and efficiency of electric vehicles should not be
confined to just the manufacturers. There should be a
wide range of skills available throughout the market —
and I see Ms Dunn nodding away here — to make sure
that we provide jobs for Victorians through this agenda.
I pick up Ms Dunn’s comments about car share
providers and that associated market. One of the things
we should be thinking about through this inquiry is: are
people necessarily going to own vehicles in the future?
As people park their vehicles in their garage at night —
and I have several vehicles; I know about this — they
are somewhat of a stranded asset. They cost a lot of
money to maintain and repair and all that sort of stuff,
and they do not always get used. Maybe the car share
providers, through the electric vehicle market and other
methods, could be an opportunity for us to maybe
lessen the amount of vehicles on the roads and do this a
different way. We will find that out through this
inquiry.
I think the day I turned 18 years of age I was at
VicRoads getting my drivers licence — that day. I think
many people in my age bracket were probably doing
the same thing. These days there is not such an
urgency. In fact I have met many, many young
Victorians who do not have a drivers licence. They are
using public transport to get themselves around because
they do not necessarily see that they need to fork out the
$35 000-plus to buy a new motor vehicle — —
Mrs Peulich — Or their parents are taxidrivers.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Or they use their parents as
taxidrivers. You are absolutely right, Mrs Peulich, and,
somewhat disappointingly, I continue to do that.
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So this inquiry will bring us to all those things. We will
think into the future about what the applicability of
buses and passenger vehicles will be to us in Victoria. I
think it is a good reference. I think Ms Dunn can be
commended for all the work she has done to bring this
forward. As a member of the Standing Committee on
the Economy and Infrastructure, I look forward to
having these discussions. The Liberals and Nationals
commend this motion to the house.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would just
like to say thank you so much to the government and
the opposition for their enthusiasm for this inquiry
reference. I certainly take the points raised by
Mr Ondarchie in relation to the workload of the
committee, and we will leave that in the safe hands of
the committee to determine what is an appropriate
reporting date should their workload continue to be
heavy. All the committees do have a heavy workload in
relation to the work that they are doing.
I just wanted to make some comments in relation to one
aspect. I hope that the committee deeply explores the
need for renewable energy as part of the energy
solution for electric vehicles. The reference quite
specifically talks about greenhouse gas emissions for
that purpose, in that if we really want clean transport
provision, then electric vehicles must be powered by
renewable energy if we are really to move forward in
the future.
Once again I thank members for their contributions, and
I certainly look forward to the work of that committee
in terms of their exploration of this issue and the facts
that they reveal as part of their inquiry. With that, I
commend the motion to the house.
Motion agreed to.

MINISTER FOR FAMILIES AND
CHILDREN
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan Region).
That the Minister for Families and Children no longer
possesses the confidence of this house due to the minister’s
failure to —
(1) accept responsibility for the ongoing crisis engulfing
Victoria’s youth justice system;
(2) act on the numerous reports and reviews commissioned
by her into the youth justice system;
(3) comply with the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005
in relation to the transfer of young offenders from
Parkville youth justice centre to Barwon Prison; and
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(4) provide accurate and timely information to this house
and to the Victorian public in relation to youth justice
incidents.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Before I begin my contribution on this unfortunate
matter, I would like to circulate in the house a small
amendment I have to this motion. I move:
In paragraph (2) omit ‘by her’.

I think you will see the point of my amendment as I
move through my contribution. It has been an
incredibly unfortunate set of circumstances that has led
us to this point in terms of the youth justice system. I
have not relished this motion. I have sort of been
sweating on it in the last 24 hours. I never enjoy these
scenarios that we find ourselves in here in this chamber
when debating these issues. I find them very distressing
and very uncomfortable. There is a sequence of events
that I would like to outline the Greens’ position on. My
contribution is not going to be extensive.
I have spent a good portion of my summer break
immersed in the extremely murky and opaque world of
youth justice, and it has required that time plus many
months prior to the summer break to gain even a
moderate understanding of and insight into the reasons
for what has been playing out in the public eye over the
last few months. In my view there has been a number of
junctures where the course of events could have been
turned around by the government in the last two
months, and for whatever reason at this point I still
cannot really get a handle on what those reasons are.
Decisions have been made that have led us here, and I
think that while maybe a couple of months ago it could
have gone a number of ways, the government has
committed to a path that we are not easily turned
around from. That is why we find ourselves here today.
The Greens take a motion of no confidence in a
minister very seriously. It is no small matter, and it is
not one that we have considered lightly. As I will
outline further in my contribution, we do have grave
concerns about the minister’s ability to fulfil her role as
the guardian of our state’s most vulnerable children.
But it would be a gross misrepresentation to suggest
that the current failures we are seeing in the youth
justice system are the result of only the last two years of
oversight. The failures of this system can be attributed
to successive governments in this state of both sides,
and to suggest otherwise is a gross distortion of the
facts. To this end, there is the amendment to the motion
that I have circulated, which I would like the chamber
to consider.
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As Mr Jennings has already pointed out, under the
coalition government, between 2010 and 2014 there
were hundreds of senior staff removed from the
department and dozens of very experienced staff
removed from centres. It was in fact the coalition’s bail
law amendments that caused the extreme increase in
remand numbers from 20 per cent to the huge 80 per
cent that is in those centres now. That is one of the main
reasons why we have this problem today, so for the
coalition to suggest that they are not culpable in this
situation is absolutely outrageous. Although I will say it
is not just this Labor government; it was the Labor
government prior to the coalition government. The
2010 Ombudsman’s report was scathing about the
youth justice detention centres, and that was under the
Brumby government, so both sides in this scenario are
very guilty of what we are seeing now playing out in
our state.
That being so, I think we need to draw a line in the sand
around some of the events that have happened over the
last six months. The reality is that we do have a
minister who has chosen a certain set of responses that
have been, let us say, less than ideal. In fact I think we
could say they are actually outrageous. If we look at the
successive reports into the youth justice system that
have been commissioned by both sides of politics over
the last decade and at review after review which have
pretty much been systematically ignored — again
pointing to the fact that it is not just one side that is at
fault — we do need to come back to the last 12 months,
because there have been reports that have purportedly
almost predicted what has happened over the last six
months.
There was the Muir report, which of course none of us
have seen because there is no transparency around this
issue. No reports are tabled nor open to the public to
view. But what I read in the Age — because the Age
seems to have a copy of the report, whereas none of us
do — is that the Muir report that was commissioned by
this government actually predicted almost to the letter
what was going to happen over the next eight months,
and it did happen. It has happened that way almost to
the letter in other jurisdictions — jurisdictions like the
Northern Territory, where we ended up with issues at
Don Dale. So when we are talking about the minister’s
responsibility, I think we actually do need to draw a line
in the sand somewhere. If the minister was informed of
the potential risk of these events happening, it does beg
the question: why did she not act on that report and
subsequent reports?
Ms Mikakos — That is nonsense. That is complete
rubbish. We started a business case and we announced
the outcome on Monday. It is rubbish.
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Ms SPRINGLE — I will take up that interjection
from the minister, because if it is rubbish, if the minister
is right, then why did we not know about it? It is not
good enough to just say, ‘Well, we have done this. That
is enough for the chamber’. We have no detail, we have
no transparency and there is no way we can verify what
you are saying.
I will go through Ms Crozier’s motion, parts of which I
have great sympathy for and other parts that contain
what would probably not be my choice of words. We
talk about the responsibility of the minister. I would
like to step systematically through where we have
concerns about her ability to manage this situation and
these portfolios.
What is the example that we should expect a
government minister to set for young people who break
the law? There is no excuse for illegal activity, and that
is essentially what we are asking of these kids. We are
asking them to accept the premise that there is no
excuse for illegal activity or for breaking the law. If we
behave badly, we should own up to it. When we do
something wrong that causes harm to others, we should
demonstrate remorse and contrition. Yet after four of
Victoria’s most senior judges in two separate courts
ruled that Minister Mikakos had acted unlawfully by
transferring teenage children on remand to Barwon
Prison, what did she do? She simply shrugged off those
court orders and rewrote the rules. Nobody else gets to
do that. Ignoring the declaration of unlawfulness from
both the Supreme Court and the Court of Appeal sent
the children in detention and those in the criminal
justice system more broadly the message that acting
unlawfully is acceptable if you are the government. It is
a double standard that radically undermines the rule of
law.
When I asked the minister last year about allegations
that children in Barwon Prison were being kept in
solitary confinement for 20 hours every day, she
indicated that the model of operation in Barwon Prison
was similar to other youth detention centres. She also
indicated that the management of young people in
Barwon Prison did not involve 20-hour lockdowns
every day, and she also referred to the transfer to
Barwon as being in accordance with all of the relevant
legislation and the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities. But we soon discovered that none of
these statements by the minister were accurate, and they
remain inaccurate.
Ms Mikakos — You assert.
Ms SPRINGLE — No.
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Ms Mikakos — No, you are asserting that.
Ms SPRINGLE — In court. There was a court
action that proved it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Ms Springle, can I just give some words of
advice. It is probably more useful for your contribution
if you do it through the Chair rather than through
Ms Mikakos, because you are going to invite
interruption continually.
Ms SPRINGLE — Apologies, Acting President. In
fact children were and are routinely in solitary
confinement for 23 hours every day, and from what I
understand — even from the press conference today of
the Human Rights Law Centre — they continue to be
under 23-hour lockdown, often due to massive staffing
shortages across the system. That amounts to cruel,
inhumane or degrading treatment according to the
United Nations.
This minister refused to give any account of her actions
or her decision-making processes to the Supreme Court.
Instead she let her departmental employees submit
themselves to cross-examination and let her lawyers do
the talking. The minister’s lawyers argued in court that
it was somehow less confronting to think about a 16 or
17-year-old boy in solitary confinement if people
remembered that they had been charged with, though
not convicted of, very serious offences and that they
have the size and strength of men, despite not being
cognitively or psychologically mature.
Young people in youth justice centres are effectively
under the minister’s care and protection, but she has
publicly and repeatedly called the young people in
Barwon Prison and the other youth detention centres
‘young offenders’, when no court has found them
guilty, and the ‘worst of the worst’, which effectively
stigmatises them. She even said that yesterday here in
this chamber. She has publicly implied that they are
potential rapists, and she has had her lawyers argue that
the Supreme Court should not take those words into
account because they were just politics.
Even yesterday, in here, she was at it again. Instead of
taking responsibility for managing what is clearly an
incredibly challenging set of circumstances — and
no-one is denying that; no-one is denying how difficult
this situation is — she seems to have washed her hands
of the young people in her care. The failures in
Victoria’s youth justice centres have been the failures
of adults — failures of successive governments, which
have not invested properly in staff numbers and in
training and resources, and failures of senior levels of
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the Department of Health and Human Services, which
have clearly failed to develop appropriate strategies
around young people who are coming into the system
with new challenges, whether they be from a particular
cultural background or with particular substance abuse
issues. There have been the minister’s own failures in
waiting two whole years before commissioning the first
major review into youth justice since the year 2000 and
her own failure in allowing herself to react angrily and
aggressively to these young people’s challenging
behaviour instead of responding to it in appropriate
ways based on the evidence.
Instead of acknowledging these failures, instead of
accepting her own failures and instead of recognising
this Parliament’s collective failure, she actually blamed
traumatised teenagers for the failures of adults. Instead
of behaving like a responsible adult — instead of
looking to see what might be causing young people in
Victoria’s youth justice centres to behave the way they
are — she has punished them by locking them up in
prison cells for up to 23 hours at a time. We can say she
has not done that personally — she is not at the cell
door with the key — but she oversees that system
where that is happening, and the buck has to stop with
someone. If any other parent treated their children this
way, the state would remove them. There is the ultimate
irony, because the same minister is also responsible for
Victoria’s child protection system, from where a lot of
these kids have come. They came from there before
they began offending.
I think it is important to get something else on the
record. It has come from the Youth Parole Board’s
annual report under the heading ‘Characteristics of
young offenders’ — a lot of the young offenders we are
talking about here:
The results of a snapshot survey of 167 males and nine
females detained on sentence and remand on 7 October 2015
carried out by the Department of Health and Human Services
shows:
45 per cent had been subject to a previous child
protection order;
19 per cent were subject to a current child protection
order;
63 per cent were victims of abuse, trauma or neglect;
62 per cent had previously been suspended or expelled
from school;
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11 per cent were registered with disability services;
10 per cent had a history of alcohol misuse;
16 per cent had a history of drug misuse —

a whopping —
66 per cent had a history of both alcohol and drug
misuse;
12 per cent had offended while under the influence of
alcohol but not drugs;
20 per cent had offended while under the influence of
drugs but not alcohol;
58 per cent had offended while under the influence of
alcohol, and also while under the influence of drugs;
12 per cent were parents;
38 per cent had a family history of parental or sibling
imprisonment;
12 per cent spoke English as a second language;
10 per cent were homeless with no fixed address or
residing in insecure housing prior to custody.

What we are talking about here, for all sorts of different
reasons, is a highly disadvantaged, highly disengaged
and vulnerable cohort of people.
As I said, I spent a lot of my summer on this issue, and
I met with a lot of stakeholders in that time. We are
hearing from most in that sector that there is this very
small cohort of very, very violent first-time offenders.
No-one is denying that this is an issue that must be
dealt with, and dealt with swiftly. My response to what
is currently happening is the way we are doing it. I can
guarantee you that there is no evidence to suggest that
punitive measures — locking kids up and abusing them
in a prison-style institution — is going to make this
problem better. In fact every other jurisdiction shows
that it makes it much, much worse.
We are talking about a cohort of between 120 and
180 young people. According to the Ombudsman’s
report that came out last week, we spend approximately
$72 million on the youth justice system currently. All
sorts of policy work has been done by very eminent
people in this state, including some of the magistrates in
the Children’s Court, to talk about solutions to these
problems, and I can guarantee you that not one of those
solutions that I have seen is to put them in a maximum
security-style prison.

30 per cent presented with mental health issues;
18 per cent had a history of self-harm or suicidal
ideation;
24 per cent presented with issues concerning their
intellectual functioning;

What these children need is severe, compulsory,
intense, therapeutic responses to their damage. We are
not hearing anything like that from this minister. We
are not hearing anything about her duty of care as the
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guardian of these children, and that is what is the most
disturbing element of this. This is a poll-driven,
media-driven, knee-jerk response to a very complex
social policy problem, and it will not ultimately make
our community any safer, because what we will
effectively do is show these children how to become
hardened criminals. They are on that pathway already,
so this response will not solve this problem. It will not
make the community safer, it will not stop the
carjackings, it will not stop the burglaries and it will not
stop the kids that are assaulting people on the street. In
fact it is just going to make that stuff even worse and
disengage the communities that those kids are coming
from.
This minister has behaved in a way that is less than
ideal in terms of the care and protection of these
children. No, they are not nice little children, and yes,
they are exhibiting extremely challenging and violent
behaviour, but the minister is reacting to their violence
with her own violence. She wants to permanently sever
the administrative link between child protection and the
youth justice system by moving youth justice into
Corrections Victoria. It is very clear that this
administrative approach has been implicated in
significant abuses perpetrated against young people in
youth justice centres in other states, which also have
their youth justice systems inside their corrections
departments — Western Australia, Northern Territory,
Queensland and New South Wales.
The minister actually wants to apply the adult
corrections framework to the problems which have
emerged in the youth justice system and its facilities
even though it is the corrections framework itself that is
being rolled out in the youth justice system — the
lockdowns, the punishments, the solitary confinement,
the prisons and the staff acting like guards — which is
actually causing the problems in the first place. She
wants to build a new highly secure youth prison in
Werribee South, complete with a supermax unit. I also
now hear that they have been authorised to use
capsicum spray in Barwon Prison, and they are doing
that on a semiregular basis. We are seeing extreme
punitive measures being used, sometimes on those
under 18 years old, who are legally children. The
minister is happy for that to happen even though that
arrangement has been implicated in major abuses of
young people in the Northern Territory and New South
Wales.
On that point, it is interesting that the government will
often talk about the minister’s growing track record in
her resourcing of the child and family welfare sector.
The peak body, the Centre for Excellence in Child and
Family Welfare, which I worked at for a time, is a very
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big supporter of the worker Bruce Perry, who is an
expert in the field of trauma-informed responses to
children. It is universally supported that as people we
do not finish developing until we are around 25 years
old. That is because the neural pathways of the brain
are still moving, changing and developing. When an
individual experiences severe trauma, for whatever
reason that may be, those neural pathways can be
physiologically altered and can start to shut down.
When that happens it does impact on behaviour and
also on the ability to make good and informed
decisions — logical, rational decisions. For a lot of
these kids who have come from traumatic backgrounds,
for whatever reason — whether it be in the home or
whether it be through a migrant or refugee
experience — those traumas exist, and they can lead to
an impaired ability to make decisions.
I find it quite ironic that the government will talk about
trauma-informed intervention, early intervention and
prevention while at the same time announcing a facility
with maximum-security wings with the potential for
growth so they can house more kids in prison as time
goes by, while at the same time purporting to be
evidence based and having a preventative approach.
This minister does not seem to be very concerned with
evidence. She has ignored countless warnings that the
youth justice centres at Parkville and Malmsbury were
like tinderboxes and that a series of decisions taken
under both the previous coalition government and the
Andrews government have led to huge numbers of
children being remanded in custody and nowhere near
enough properly trained staff to cope. She continues to
blame teenagers whose brains are not anywhere near
fully developed, who have suffered tremendous trauma
in their own lives, for acting violently in response to
constant and arbitrary lockdowns in youth justice
centres.
The problems this minister and previous ministers have
created in Victoria’s youth justice system simply do not
exist in other jurisdictions in Australia — for instance,
in South Australia they have much smaller centres and
the young people are treated with evidence-based
therapeutic care and respect rather than being rushed at
in riot gear and locked up in solitary confinement. On
that point, we have seen in the last couple of months
millions of dollars being poured into justice
reinvestment and diversionary programs for young
people in Queensland and now in the Northern
Territory, as a response to Don Dale, which is the path
we are heading down with this. The sequence of events
that we are seeing being rolled out in Victoria is what
happened in the Northern Territory. This minister was
talking about how we did not want to go down that
path. We were not going down that path late last year,
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because we were the shining light of youth justice in
Australia. Well, no more.
This minister has not bothered to look at why these
young people are behaving as they are. She has
repeatedly claimed that she does not know, which is
simply another confirmation that she is not fit to be the
Minister for Families and Children. If there is one
minister in this place that should be advocating for
these kids, it is her. She has a corrections minister and a
police minister and a Premier who can play bad cop;
she does not need to. What these young people need is
an advocate, and she is not performing that role. She
has found it convenient to blame the young people in
her care for the current crisis facing Victoria’s youth
justice centres because she does not want to take
responsibility — or we collectively do not want to take
responsibility for it ourselves.
I think I am going to leave it there. To wrap up, I have
found this difficult. I know there are others in the
chamber who find it difficult. I do not take this lightly.
It is not something I enjoy. I would much rather see us
talking about something that is working, particularly
when we are talking about young people — and young
people that need our help. We are not helping them by
doing this. We are just finger-pointing, and that does
not amount to very much.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I have to agree
with Ms Springle. This might not be something that
will happen all that often this year, but I have to agree
with her that this is a very difficult issue. We are talking
about a very serious matter. It is very serious, and it is
also very rare. I have been in this place now for
101⁄2 years, and on only two other occasions can I recall
a no-confidence motion being moved in relation to a
minister. On both of those occasions those motions
related to former minister Justin Madden, who was
involved at the time in the Brimbank scandal, which of
course is ongoing. Perhaps we will hear a bit more
about that at some stage in the not-too-distant future.
I think it is rather sad that we had the minister here for
quite some time this afternoon when we were debating
electric cars, but when we went back to debating her
role in the destruction of the youth justice system, she
skedaddled out of the chamber. She scrambled out of
the chamber. I think it is sad that she will not stay and
actually hear what members have to say. She will not
stay and face up to her responsibilities. But I suppose
that should not be at all a surprise to us, because to this
point she has refused to face up to her responsibilities
anywhere. That is unfortunately the basis of this motion
today.
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Clearly Minister Mikakos should go; she should resign.
If she does not resign, she should be sacked. I do not
say that she is an incompetent human being, but I do
say that she is an exceedingly incompetent minister.
She has done an appalling job. I just want to make a
quick comparison with the other three ministers who
have either fallen on their swords or been beheaded by
the Premier since the Andrews government came to
office in November 2014.
Firstly, we had Mr Somyurek, who was the victim of a
factional stitch-up. He is a man who was verballed. He
is a man who was, I believe, treated extraordinarily
unjustly. The Premier could not wait to get him out the
door, under orders from his friends at the Shop,
Distributive and Allied Employees Association.
Mr Somyurek can, I think, regard himself as very hard
done by. I think it is one of the greatest injustices I have
ever seen in politics, and that is really saying
something, because I have seen a few.
Then of course we have former Minister Garrett, who
whilst in the same faction as the Premier I think might
have been in a different subfaction. You might be able
to help me with that, Deputy President. You might have
more knowledge about the inner workings of the
Socialist Left than I do. She had the gall to actually
stand up for the Country Fire Authority, and
particularly for the volunteers, and of course the
Premier was having none of that. For having the
audacity to do her job, which I understand is some sort
of offence in the ALP, she was dispatched by the
Premier.
Then of course we had Mr Herbert, who had a bit of
trouble with two dogs. He said to me, ‘I’m having a bit
of trouble with two dogs’, and I said I have a bit of
trouble with him myself. That is a major concern. It
was a serious thing, but it was a very silly thing that he
was dispatched over. I am sure that Mr Herbert, if he
were here — sometimes he does come into the chamber
now — would agree that what he did, and what his
dogs did, was very minor indeed compared to presiding
over the entire breakdown of the youth justice system.
What Minister Mikakos, often referred to as the
Minister for Pizza and Coke, has done is preside over
riots, which have become somewhat of a regular event.
You could almost set your clock by the riots that have
occurred at Parkville, at Malmsbury and presumably at
other places that her charges have been gathered at. We
have seen breakouts. Who could ever forget the
breakout at Malmsbury recently where 30 youths
decided that they would break out. They did not have to
try very hard, because somebody left the gate open.
They just had to lift the gate open and they were out.
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They pinched a few cars, and they were off down the
highway at extraordinarily high speeds, I understand,
heading towards Bendigo. As I pointed out to one of
my local newspapers, if they had come the other way,
they would have been heading in my direction, and that
is not something I would have been all that thrilled
about. I do not know how the people of Bendigo felt
about it. Interestingly enough — and this is sort of a
nice balance; it is almost mystical in its balance —
some of the youths ended up in Werribee. We will get
to that in just a moment. Then we had the same youths
who crashed cars in Castlemaine.
We have seen an extraordinary turn of events since
Minister Mikakos has had this portfolio. I was going to
say youth justice has become a joke, but it is not a joke,
because it is not very funny. In fact it is not funny at all
when you have got dangerous young criminals, but
criminals nonetheless, who are roaming the streets
because they have broken out of youth detention — and
they have not broken out; they have just walked out.
Then you have got a problem.
We have got a minister who refuses to take
responsibility for doing her job. She is on a fair wicket.
She should do her job. She should take on her
responsibilities, but she refuses. She comes in here, and
I know it is most unparliamentary to refer to a member
as a liar, so I would not do that, but I would say that
Ms Mikakos is a stranger to the truth. I think it would
be fair to say she is very much a stranger to the truth.
She did it again yesterday in this place when she came
in here and made an announcement that Matthew Guy,
the Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative
Assembly, had supported the Werribee South detention
centre site. That is totally wrong, but she said that, and
she repeated it twice, from my recollection.
Ms Crozier — She also said there was lengthy
consultation.
Mr FINN — She did. I am probably getting ahead
of myself here, because I want to get to the consultation
matter in a moment, Ms Crozier. What we are seeing
here is a minister who has presided over the complete
and total breakdown of youth justice in Victoria. It is as
simple as that. If she will not take responsibility for
that, and if the Premier will not hold her responsible for
that, then it is the responsibility of this house to hold her
responsible for that, and that is our job. That is what we
get paid for. If she will not do what she is getting paid
for, the very least we can do is do what we are paid for.
A real test of competence is something that has
occurred just over the last week or so — I think it was
last Thursday morning, from memory, or it may have
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been Wednesday. On Wednesday or Thursday of last
week there was a story in a little-read newspaper in this
town called the Age. It announced that there would be a
youth jail built at Werribee South. To say it took the
wind out of people’s sails would be somewhat of an
understatement. People largely dismissed it, thinking
that it was such a ridiculous proposition that no
government would do such a thing, particularly when
they had not actually spoken to the local council.
They had not spoken to anybody locally about it, so it
was largely dismissed. So you can imagine the horror
and the fury that followed a small gathering here in the
city last Monday morning at 9 o’clock when the
Premier, despot Dan, and his Minister for Pizza and
Coke got together with Tim Pallas, the member for
Werribee — the totally unrepresentative member for
Werribee, the man who has sold out his electorate.
They got together and they announced that there would
be a youth jail right in the middle of the City of
Wyndham. You can imagine how people felt in
Wyndham — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I suggest
that you refer to members by their titles.
Mr FINN — I appreciate your comments, Deputy
President. I was just suggesting she should get a
promotion.
I think it is just an outrage what this government is
doing to the people of Werribee. It is an outrage what
the government is doing in Wyndham. The Wyndham
council met last night, and of course the Labor Party
has a good number of friends on the Wyndham
council — I know Mr Melhem over there is very, very
close to Cr Khan on the Wyndham council — but the
Wyndham council voted against the proposition that
this youth jail should be built in the City of Wyndham.
The mayor, a man who some years ago just missed out
on being a member of this house as an ALP candidate,
has slammed this site as totally unacceptable to him, his
council and the people of Wyndham. I say, good on
him.
Last night I conducted a poll of some thousands of
people throughout the City of Wyndham, particularly in
Werribee, and some 90-plus per cent, including Labor
voters, said, ‘We do not want your youth jail in
Werribee South’. Indeed it is worth noting,
Mr Melhem, that almost 73 per cent of Labor voters
said they would change their vote over this issue. If that
follows through, Werribee would become a very, very
safe Liberal seat.
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But the fact of the matter is that this jail has been
announced. It has been dumped in the middle of
Wyndham, just up the road from a school, from a
university, from a hospital; just a short distance from
residences and a short distance from the famed
Werribee tourism precinct; and not far at all from the
new Wyndham Harbour. This has been dumped on the
people of Werribee without a word of consultation. The
minister came into this place yesterday and said, ‘We
have consulted. There has been wide consultation’.
When we questioned her further on that, we discovered
that her consultation involved a phone call not to but
from the CEO of Wyndham council to set up a meeting
either later this week or next week. That is the
consultation. That is the consultation that this
government and this minister have given the people of
Werribee.
I think it is outrageous. What an insult! What a disgrace
this government is to have done that and to be
continuing to do that to the people of Wyndham. There
has been no consultation, everybody knows that, and
today they are doing a letterbox drop more than two
days after they announced that this thing was going to
go ahead. That is their idea of consultation. Even the
mayor has asked the question, ‘Does consultation
involve asking the people what colour interiors they
want for the jail?’. Is that the only consultation that we
are going to get? This minister is entirely and totally
incompetent. She does not deserve to keep her job, and
I support Ms Crozier’s motion today.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to rise to briefly make a contribution on
Ms Crozier’s motion. I do not know whether it is my
personality or that I am in my first term, but this type of
debate to me does not seem terribly constructive. I have
certainly taken an interest in Parkville and taken an
interest in juvenile justice, but continuing to try to
blame people does not seem to help the kids in those
juvenile justice centres.
This is a systemic problem. Certainly the pot is boiling
over, and I can see that we certainly are having
problems — the riots there and the fact that Parkville is
unlivable — but I would say that she is just the last
minister who was in the pot when the pot boiled over,
and she has been scalded by it. The department has
been asking for improvements to juvenile justice
facilities for nearly a decade, and their requests have
fallen on the deaf ears of the coalition government and
the previous Labor government — this has been going
on for years.
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This is systemic, and it is not just under the current
minister, who has certainly been at the helm as we have
seen some unprecedented riots in these juvenile justice
facilities. But Parkville is more than 20 years old. It has
not been fit for purpose for years. It was not fit for
purpose when the coalition was in government. I must
say I found it the most depressing place to go to with its
overgrown gardens and dank, broken furniture. In its
school, Parkville College, which I think is an excellent
example of a college that is trying to teach children
with significant psychological and health issues — and
a range of issues — the children are working in these
grey, dingy classrooms with no facilities. If you wanted
to say to a child ‘I couldn’t care less about you’, then
pop them in Parkville, because that is what you are
telling them.
I certainly believe that Parkville needs improvement. I
think Parkville needed to be improved 10 or even
20 years ago. I have spoken to and listened to a number
of the staff there and, yes, they are frightened because
of the lack of staff. This is systemic. This has been a
long-term process. This did not just happen in the last
two years; this has been ongoing. The department and
the community have been calling for change for at least
a decade. We are seeing intergenerational issues. When
I was at Parkville I met one of the kids there. When I
spoke to the director he said, ‘You know, when I was a
police officer I arrested that child’s grandfather. I then
arrested that child’s father, and now that child is in my
juvenile justice centre’. That is what is broken in our
system. We need to tackle the issue of why these
children are entering into this place.
This leads me to paragraph 4 — I am not even going to
go into paragraphs 2 and 3 — which is about providing
accurate and timely information. How about we
provide some accurate and timely information in this
house today? We are constantly hearing about this
tsunami of youth crime — crisis after crisis — but the
statistics just do not bear this out. Statistics from the
Sentencing Advisory Council and the Crime Statistics
Agency show that the number of children and young
people sentenced has declined since 2008–09. The
number of children sentenced in the Children’s Court
has halved since 2008–09. Of Victoria’s 10 to
17-year-olds, less than 1 per cent are sentenced for
criminal offences. This is not a tsunami. In fact Victoria
has the lowest rate of young people aged 10 to 17 under
supervision across all the states and territories. None of
these statistics support the hyperbole that we have heard
in here. What we know is that a very small cohort of all
young offenders are responsible for a significant
percentage of youth crime. In fact 1.6 percent of all
young offenders are responsible for 25 per cent of the
crimes.
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I was speaking to police at the Jewellers Association of
Australia forum down in Spencer Street the other week,
and they said, ‘This is unprecedented. We’re seeing
kids whose first offence is aggravated burglary. Their
first offence is going into a jewellery shop with a
baseball bat. They haven’t even been picked up for
shoplifting prior to that’. So the police are scratching
their heads as to how — —
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I will
oppose this motion, and I will take a few moments this
afternoon to outline some of the reasons. At the outset I
will just make an observation: all of the arguments
presented by Ms Crozier and all of the arguments
presented by Ms Springle are a completely mismatched
set of views on an underlying basis as to their reasons
for supporting this motion. This is a complex area, as
members have observed during the debate.

Ms Crozier — Do you think that is acceptable?
Ms PATTEN — I do not think that is acceptable.
But we are seeing a completely new system, and this is
what the police are saying. When someone gets to
aggravated burglary they have generally been in front
of the police before that. The police know about them
before they get to aggravated burglary. This is not
generally the path to a crime such as that. There has
generally been a trend up for that.
So what are we doing about these kids? How are we
stopping them? How are we intervening? This is where
I think we need to be looking. We need to be focusing
on how we can identify these individuals. These
children are not on the radar because they have not
committed a crime before they commit these heinous
and violent crimes. Calls for harsher punishment and
supermax prisons are a shallow response. I do not think
it is actually a very effective response, because it is not
going to stop offending. We know we cannot jail our
way out of systematic poverty, broken homes and
mental health problems when we note that the vast
majority of kids who go into juvenile justice centres
have mental health issues and drug issues. They are
generally victims — very much so — of sexual
violence, family violence and a whole range of issues,
yet we are trying to treat these kids as if somehow they
are to blame.
There are significant problems in the juvenile justice
system, but the blame does not lie with this particular
minister; it lies with the fact that these problems have
been systematically ignored. We have not
systematically funded the system, we have not
addressed the issues of multigenerational poverty and I
do not support this motion. I am very pleased to be on
the inquiry that Ms Crozier has established. I hope that
that inquiry will mean we will hear not only from the
experts — not only from the police, not only from the
employees — but also from the kids. We are trying to
get a system where we hear from the children as to
what it is that is causing them to feel such disquiet
within the juvenile justice system. How are we failing
them? I do not think that this motion helps those
children, and I do not support it.

I will also start by briefly responding to Mr Finn’s
observation that Ms Mikakos is not indulging him with
an audience. I can assure the house that
Minister Mikakos is working on fixing these problems
as we speak instead of sitting in here listening to
Mr Finn contradict his leader on the question of the
location of the new facility, so his feigned sadness
about that is a bit rich. But while we are talking about
who is and who is not in the chamber, Ms Wooldridge,
who had responsibility for this area of public policy for
four years, is also absent, and it is really not hard to
guess why.
I will also start with a reflection on my colleague and
friend Jenny Mikakos. I have worked pretty closely
with Minister Mikakos now for over 10 years, and I
knew her for probably as many years again before
coming into the Parliament and joining her, where she
had already been a member in this place for some time.
Jenny is an unfailingly decent person and a person with
an extraordinary work ethic. She is a person who
displays meticulous attention to detail and undertakes a
forensic analysis of any problem that is put before her.
The suggestion that Jenny Mikakos is a minister who
does not accept responsibility for issues in her portfolio
is laughable. It is just not true. It is not consistent in any
way with her very nature, not only how she is
professionally but how she is personally. She is a
person who always accepts responsibility. She is a
responsible, decent and hardworking person — —
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Well, it is your motion.
Ms Crozier suggested that the minister is not accepting
responsibility when in fact she is absolutely accepting
responsibility. She has answered many, many questions
in this place and has embarked on a big and overdue
clean-up exercise in this area.
Starting with infrastructure, we all know that the
facilities that are available for our youth justice system
are not fit for the purpose that they need to be right
now. Previous speakers have observed — and
Ms Mikakos has described this at length on many
occasions in the house — the bare fact that we have a
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very different group of young people in our youth
justice system than the types of people that were in it
when these facilities were planned and built. We have a
more violent group of young offenders, and that is not
to say that is the case for all of them, but we have a
greater incidence of people who have experienced great
trauma through their childhood, and we have a higher
likelihood that offenders coming in on remand are
affected by drugs like ice, and their behaviour is
increasingly violent. The facility that we have at
Parkville, we recognise, is not up to the standard it
needs to be.
This is, of course, not news. This is information that
was provided to the former government in a report in
2010. In that change of government active decisions
must have been made to not do anything about
Parkville. The former government chose instead to take
the low-security facility at Malmsbury and add to it
some secure facilities. These facilities have since been
found to be less secure than we would all want them to
be. The Ombudsman’s report of 2010 said that
Parkville needed to be replaced, but the former
government did not accept responsibility; they shelved
a youth justice facility master plan. It was a government
that was characterised by its inactivity in so many
different areas, but here too no action was taken where
decisive action was needed.
The so-called secure units at Malmsbury, no doubt,
were a cheaper alternative, but one that has left our
government and Minister Mikakos working overtime to
catch up. The minister has always taken steps to
address the challenges in our youth justice system, as I
said, and following the November 2016 Parkville riot,
the minister took immediate steps to address the need
for greater capacity in the system, as Ms Springle has
discussed at some length, by gazetting the Grevillea
unit at Barwon Prison as a youth justice facility.
The Liberals have been deafeningly silent on whether
they support the Grevillea unit being used as a youth
justice facility, but whilst in a technical sense the
execution of the gazettal of this part of the building to
create a youth justice facility was a reasonably
straightforward administrative matter, the decision to
do it was not done lightly. This is a decision that was
born of necessity, because the facilities at Parkville are
just not adequate, particularly after the riots in
November 2016.
On the question of taking responsibility, particularly as
it relates to the infrastructure question, the government
has this week announced a $288 million new,
fit-for-purpose youth justice facility. This will be a
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great improvement, and the Liberals are all over the
shop on this.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Mr Finn, I know, is not
somebody who typically comes into this place to
contradict his leader, but last week the Leader of the
Opposition, Matthew Guy, did say on 3AW that he
supported a Werribee South site — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PULFORD — He said:
Well, I think that is certainly needed. I mean, when you look
at the facilities in Victoria, we have — as I’ve said for some
time, crime has changed in this state …

And then he went on to say that the government has
been ‘slow to act’ — even though it is much faster than
the government he was a minister in — and Neil
Mitchell asked him:
But what about Werribee? Do you support Werribee?

Mr Guy said:
Well, look, if there’s a whole bunch of reasons why that site
should be chosen, then let it be the case. I’m not going to
argue over the site.

And then hours later, not days or weeks or months
later — hours later — he said he wanted to retrofit
Parkville or Malmsbury. Then again, on Monday of this
week he said he wanted a supermax facility, and this is
not a category of facility that exists in the youth justice
system in Victoria. So the Liberals are yet to say
whether they support a new facility or not.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Do you support a new facility?
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms PULFORD — And where do you think it
should be, Ms Crozier? Because your colleagues are all
over the joint on this.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Through
the Chair.
Ms PULFORD — Since coming to government
Minister Mikakos has been putting in place
long-overdue changes that are needed to improve the
youth justice system, so we will soon have a new
fit-for-purpose youth justice facility that we clearly
need, and we need it sooner rather than later. There will
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be benefits for the local community in the construction
of this site, of course, and 450 ongoing jobs.
On the question of jobs, much has been made of this.
There is a very disturbing report in the Age today about
a Parkville youth justice worker. He is seeking
compensation for injuries that have impacted his life
since January 2013. Of course for anyone who has
worked in this very difficult environment and for
anyone who has been injured at work — we want them
and we want all employees — to be safe and secure in
all the work that they do, and for anybody who has
been injured at work we certainly want to make sure
that the support they need exists for them. That was an
attack in January 2013.
I know that the coalition has some sort of funny,
rose-coloured view of the period between the end of
2010 and the end of 2014, but there were difficult
challenges in this portfolio — difficult challenges in the
administration of the youth justice system that go back
a little bit before November 2014. It really does the
coalition no credit to completely deny that fact.
The government has taken responsibility for staffing
issues. There have been 41 new youth justice custodial
positions to improve safety in facilities, 100 new
custodial workers recruited since September 2016 and
there has been a boost to mental health staff and
psychologists, with 10 new positions. I note the
remarks of people who have contributed to this debate
about the very difficult personal circumstances and
childhoods — perhaps quite unlike the childhoods that
many of us experienced — that have contributed to the
circumstances in which these young people find
themselves. That is, of course, a welcome investment as
well. By contrast, the previous government’s so-called
sustainable government initiative did the exact opposite
in this area, as it did right across government.
The Minister for Families and Children has met with
staff, and she speaks to the union regularly. Of course
meeting with the union would be something that a
coalition minister would be very unlikely to do at the
best of times, and in relation to these issues
Ms Wooldridge was no exception to that rule.
Forty experienced Corrections Victoria staff have now
been placed in youth justice precincts. A number of
legislative changes have also been announced. Youth
justice will be moving to the Department of Justice and
Regulation. The management of the youth justice
system will be moving from 3 July 2017. This will
include all custodial and community-based youth legal
services.
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The government will legislate, as we have indicated
previously, to increase the consequences in terms of
both the sentencing and the parole of young offenders
who assault our youth justice workers. All workers
should be safe in their workplaces. We are also making
sure that the Youth Parole Board is told about any
serious incidents.
There will be a new youth control order introduced to
give the Children’s Court the power to issue a more
intensive and targeted supervision sentence for young
offenders as well. Work is underway on all of that as
we speak and indeed has been for some time.
We are also investing in a statewide youth diversion
program, including particular support to some regions
and some communities that are disproportionately
represented in the youth justice system. Early
intervention programs are important, and any young
person who can be provided with the hope of a good
outcome from education and the hope of a good job, a
great family life and the things that I think almost all
Victorians aspire to that give them some connection to
community is just essential for providing an alternative
to a life of crime for these young people — and we are
talking in some instances about very young people.
The minister has taken responsibility. The minister has
taken a significantly greater amount of responsibility
than her predecessor, and she will continue to do so
because that is who she is.
I am conscious of time, but the second paragraph of the
motion also suggests that the minister has failed to
acknowledge incidents. These are incidents that she has
commissioned reports into, so that just makes no sense
at all. Some of the reports that the former government
did not take responsibility for include the report of
October 2010. Mr Baillieu had plenty of things to say
about this in the lead-up to the election, but the top
recommendation in that report was that the Parkville
facility be replaced — then he and his government did
nothing.
The former deputy ombudsman was recently quoted by
the ABC as saying:
We made the recommendation and now you see the fallout
from it. By not rebuilding Parkville in a more suitable
environment, we now have these problems.

I have great confidence in Jenny Mikakos as she is an
excellent minister dealing with a very difficult issue.
The difficulties that she has faced have been caused by
a number of things — including a very different group
of people in the youth justice system — not least of all
by the complete lack of effort given to this problem by
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the former government even though it was given some
big signs pointing out what it should do.

Victoria — 100 visits — to youth justice centres in this
state just in those nine months alone.

We will be opposing this motion. We support our
minister. She is doing a terrific job. The new facility is
much needed, and I look forward to seeing its
construction.

This minister continues to ignore the problems in the
youth justice portfolio. In fact there are more than
50 youth justice questions on notice that have not been
answered by this minister. That just shows she is
abrogating her responsibilities. That gives us even more
justification for believing that there is no confidence to
be had in this minister.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I am pleased
to be able to contribute to the debate on this motion
today, and I congratulate my colleague Georgie Crozier
on bringing this motion to the house. This is a most
important issue. No-confidence motions are not moved
lightly.
The fact that the previous speaker pointed out that both
the Greens and the Liberals are supporting this motion
but that they are coming from different points on it just
goes to show how great the crisis in youth justice has
become. The Greens would support the no-confidence
motion for a completely different reason to the reason
that the Liberals and The Nationals would support it,
yet that just shows there is broad, cross-section support
for the view that this minister, the Minister for Families
and Children, is not capable of doing her job. It shows
that it is right for us to say there is no confidence in this
minister.
Unfortunately this issue, the crisis in youth justice, has
become so great that the whole of the community has
become concerned about it. The Greens and the
Liberals now agree, and everyone has lost confidence in
the minister and the government’s ability to manage the
youth justice system.
In the youth justice area there have been many, many
riots over the last few months. There have been more
than 30 riots or serious incidents at youth justice
facilities since October 2015. That is an enormous
number of riots when you consider that between 2011
and September 2015 there was not one riot at a youth
justice facility. But the crisis in youth justice goes
further than just that. Under this government there has
been a loss of experienced youth justice workers as a
result of the ongoing violence. In the 2015–16 year the
Andrews government actually cut 11 youth justice
worker positions from the workforce.
Category 1 assaults in youth justice centres have risen
by 263 per cent in the past year alone. That is a
disgrace. No wonder nobody wants to work there.
Between January and September 2016 ambulances
attended the Parkville youth justice centre a total of
57 times, and in the same period ambulances attended
the Malmsbury youth justice centre a total of 43 times.
That is a tremendous number of visits by Ambulance

Last year between 12 and 14 November there was an
extremely serious riot at the Parkville youth justice
centre. It started on the Saturday. It was controlled for a
short amount of time. It started again on the Sunday and
went through to Monday. That was three days of
horrific circumstances and absolute destruction of the
facility. Over those three days the minister and her
department were unable to do anything to control the
situation.
The problem too is that people refer to these young
people as children. These are not children. These are
fully grown males in many cases — 16 to 17-year-old
males — who are bigger than many men in our society.
These young people need to be controlled, and they
need to be in a secure facility.
That particular incident highlighted how grave the
situation had become. Finally the minister and the
government were exposed, the public was really
concentrating on them and they were forced to take
some action. But they could not even get that right.
When they finally took some action after the November
riot, they decided they would move some of those
young people to the Barwon facility. They moved them
there, but what we had was a lawyers picnic. The
lawyers said it was unlawful. They took the case to the
Supreme Court, which ruled that it was unlawful. What
did this minister do? Did she actually go back and see
why it was unlawful and how it could be fixed? No. In
her completely incompetent style, she pushed forward
with arrogance. In fact the only thing that exceeds this
minister’s incompetence is her arrogance.
We kept hearing from her how fantastic she was and
how she was taking charge, but the reality was actually
very different. When the Supreme Court ruled that it
was unlawful for those young people to be at Barwon
Prison, any thinking minister, any competent minister,
would have gone back and looked at how they could
make it lawful for those young people to be there. This
minister had spent an enormous amount of public
funds — tens of millions of dollars — defending that
proposition in the Supreme Court, only to lose the case.
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But she did not go back to see what the problem was.
No, she decided she was going to appeal it in the Court
of Appeal. This was where the lawyers picnic came in.
Again, another court case; again, tens of millions of
dollars. What was the result? Their ruling was the same
as the ruling from the Supreme Court, that it was
unlawful. Then the minister, after she had lost the
second case, said, ‘Okay, the easy thing to do is to just
reclassify that facility as a youth justice facility’. Why
did she not do that in the first place? Why did she waste
tens of millions of dollars of taxpayers funds defending
not one but two court cases, only to be told she was
wrong, and then go back and say ‘It is simple, we will
just reclassify it’? That is just appalling.
It is not just the opposition or the Greens who think that
this minister is incompetent and should resign. The
media has called for her resignation and the public has
called for her resignation. In fact an editorial in the Age
of 28 January said:
The Victorian government’s failure to mitigate, let alone
solve, the protracted crisis in the juvenile detention system is
appalling. It is all the more disgraceful in light of evidence the
government has been repeatedly warned about the situation.
Our special investigation, published today, as well as our
exclusive report earlier in the week that the government
concealed a May 2016 report into the system’s manifold
problems, reveal the extent of the Andrews administration’s
incompetence.

The minister was concealing reports that said there was
a problem in the youth justice system and then trying to
blame it on former governments. The Age editorial
went on to say:
We can understand calls for youth affairs minister Jenny
Mikakos to be sacked, and she is indeed a lacklustre
performer generally …

Lacklustre is quite kind in describing this minister. This
minister is incompetent at best.
The Herald Sun of 7 February in its editorial entitled
‘Youth jail overhaul’ said:
Victoria has endured a juvenile crime wave for the past two
years, and youth affairs minister Jenny Mikakos has failed to
make a meaningful difference.
Her misplaced priorities were once more on show yesterday,
when she sought to blame a coalition … which lost power in
2014.

She has been the minister for two years. She has done
nothing and she continues to blame other people for it.
She needs to take responsibility.
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The Herald Sun went on to say:
Minister Mikakos should not retain responsibility for youth
justice; she has failed to make the necessary changes after
repeated riots and breakouts at both the Parkville and
Malmsbury centres.

That is correct.
Ewan Hannan wrote in The Australian of 27 January:
… Andrews could do worse than move Mikakos out of
cabinet or, at least, shift responsibility for the youth detention
facility to corrections. Mikakos lacks public authority and
looks out of her depth. He needs to install a minister capable
of rebuilding confidence in the youth justice system.

Ewan Hannan is right. Daniel Andrews could do worse
than move Ms Mikakos out of cabinet. That would be
the answer. Just move her out and put someone in who
can solve these problems.
In the Sunday Age of 29 January, following the
Malmsbury incidents, an article by Farrah Tomazin
said:
It was appalling stuff, yet Andrews was missing in action
until Friday, when he announced the government would
‘restore order’ by sending in Corrections Victoria staff to
manage security in juvenile jails — which have been in chaos
for months. Meanwhile, youth affairs minister Jenny Mikakos
did not front the media to offer an explanation until 20 hours
later.

The article then goes on to ask, ‘Where was the
leadership?’. There was no leadership on this. Mikakos
was on holidays and the Premier was on holidays. They
did not care that the community felt unsafe. They did
not care that women were being dragged out of their
cars and bashed by these young thugs. They were on
holidays and enjoying themselves.
In the Herald Sun ‘Text Talk’ of 28 January, Gill
Browne of Mount Waverley is reported as saying:
So Jenny Mikakos ‘cut short her respite’ to deal with the
youth detention crisis. More than 24 hours after the fact …
can’t let a holiday get in the way of work now, can we?

In the ‘50/50’ column in the Herald Sun of 10 January
Coke Tomyn is reported as saying:
The more families and children minister Jenny Mikakos tries
to explain, the more incompetent she looks.

That is true. Every time she opens her mouth she looks
more and more incompetent. As I said earlier, this issue
has highlighted her incompetence and her arrogance.
The only thing that exceeds her incompetence is her
arrogance. All we keep hearing from her is how
fantastic she is and what a good job she is doing. All
the community sees is more and more public facilities
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being trashed by young thugs, more and more riots in
prisons, more and more incompetence in trying to
rehouse prisoners and the wasting of taxpayers funds in
court cases. This minister is incompetent. This minister
should resign or the Premier should sack her. I
wholeheartedly support the motion that this house has
no confidence in this minister.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — I begin by
echoing one of the sentiments that Ms Patten expressed,
and I must say that I echo those sentiments as
somebody who entered this house at the last election.
Sometimes during motions like this and during lengthy
debates like this I wish that this place would be a bit
more focused on what we should be doing going
forward rather than sometimes descending into what
can only be described as a bit of a circus, empty
rhetoric and contrived posturing.
These are important issues that we are talking about,
and clearly we have a number of complex problems
that have been evolving over a long period of time. I
think that in her contribution she hit the nail on the
head, which is that this place ought to be focused on
trying to achieve as much common ground as possible
and on the interests of those young people who are in
the system or who are at risk of entering the system.
This place also has a role in holding the government to
account. That is important, and that is an element of this
debate. But I think it is also important to note —
without wanting this to become one side making one
claim against the other side and the other side
countering with a counter plan, which is what politics
too often becomes — that when a government is held to
account by an opposition it is entirely appropriate for
that opposition to have its credibility also tested,
because claims made by an opposition against a
government are not made in a vacuum. Those opposite
come in here today claiming that this is a genuine
attempt to hold the government to account, but it is
entirely appropriate when listening and evaluating what
they say for us to say, ‘How credible is what they are
putting to us?’.
I believe there are two tests that we can use to test what
they are putting to us today. One is they talk the talk,
but did they walk the walk when they had four years on
this issue, which has been evolving for a long period of
time? Quite clearly this past government, the first
one-term government in half a century, did not walk the
walk at all. The second issue is that in this current
environment it is all well and good for them to hold us
to account, but what is their solution? What are they
proposing? When it comes to them suggesting serious
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policy going forward and where infrastructure should
go, what are they putting forward?
I am going to spend most of my contribution talking
about what this minister has done in the face of very
difficult circumstances, because that should be the
focus. I do want to dwell for just a minute or two on the
credibility of those opposite, because it is ironic for
them to say that Minister Mikakos is arrogant given
what they are blurting out currently and what we have
heard in their speeches.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — Listen to the volume from those
opposite. They do not like this whatsoever. They do not
like the mirror being put back to them one little bit.
We got an Ombudsman report in 2010 saying Parkville
needed to be replaced. What capital expenditure did
they put in place? We could ask: what capital
expenditure did they put in place in transport, in health
and in a whole range of areas? Certainly that test of
‘What capital expenditure was put in place?’ also
applies when it comes to youth justice. When it comes
to members opposite, walking the walk is a test they
badly fail. What investment in services did they make,
what investment in staff? Again, failure. When it comes
to the credibility of those opposite, which is just as
important as holding the government to account, it is
entirely appropriate for those in the community to ask:
how credible are those who are making all of these
dramatic claims? They did not walk the walk. They had
four years of opportunity and they did not do a thing.
When it comes to the current situation, do we have
some kind of comprehensive plan from those opposite?
We have some on the opposite benches saying, ‘Oh,
look, we think there should be a supermax, but we
didn’t do it after four years. It shouldn’t be in
Werribee’. But then we have the Leader of the
Opposition in the Legislative Assembly saying on Neil
Mitchell’s program, ‘Oh, let’s just build it; I’m not
going to argue over the site’. Then he changed his
position later that day. We then have those opposite
being everything to everybody when it comes to
whether or not people should be in Grevillea. Those
opposite want to be everything to everybody: they want
to throw bombs but they do not have a plan.
It is entirely appropriate for the government to be held
to account; it is entirely appropriate for the
government’s plan to be tested. But it is also entirely
appropriate for those who are throwing the bombs and
making the accusations to have their credibility tested,
because the community has a right to ask. If we are
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trying to look forward and evaluate who has got the
best plan, we have to look at their credibility. This
government has a plan and a track record. I have to say
it is actually this minister who at times on a personal
level has been impugned during this debate in ways that
are not appropriate. It is entirely appropriate for the
government’s record to be tested in this place, but at
times this debate has become far more personal than is
appropriate — if indeed those opposite are genuinely
about holding the government to account.
Let us talk about what this minister has done and what
this government has done. Let us start with the new
youth justice facility. Let us talk about a facility which
has had funding dedicated to it after careful
consideration and formulation of a detailed business
case after consideration of a number of sites. Let us talk
about a facility that is going to have more than
$280 million invested in it, with over 3000 construction
and related jobs and 450 ongoing jobs. This is going to
be a critical part of our youth justice system moving
forward. Those opposite, of course, did nothing for four
years. Then when we announced this facility we either
had members focusing on local issues in contravention
of what their leader was saying or those opposite
saying, ‘Oh, too little, too late’ — and the irony of that
is not lost on anybody.
In addition to the infrastructure, this government has
also done a huge amount of work in relation to staffing.
We have funded 41 new youth justice custodial
positions. We have also implemented rolling
recruitment of vacancies, and through that process we
have seen more than 100 new custodial workers
recruited since September 2016. We have also boosted
the number of mental health staff and psychologists,
with over 10 new positions.
Again, if you look at the previous term of government,
which is important in terms of context because this is a
social problem that has been evolving over multiple
governments, it has been evolving over a period of
10 years or more. It is entirely appropriate to look at
what this government does and compare it to what
previous governments of all political persuasions have
done. When you do that, like in many other areas of
policy, what you find is more infrastructure funding by
this government and almost no infrastructure funding
made by the previous government, and more service
funding by this government and service cuts left, right
and centre by the previous government.
Those opposite blithely and in a hollow manner claim
there is arrogance on this side. I think the community in
their evaluation of the previous government’s
performance suggest that those opposite should have a
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little bit more humility before they make such
melodramatic claims about this government. They
should actually have a little bit of a look at how they
dealt with a complicated problem evolving over a long
period of time.
We have infrastructure and significant funding. It
seems to be something that those opposite agree with
on a certain level, yet they do not really want to commit
to agreeing to it on another level. They want to have
their cake and eat it too. We have infrastructure funding
and we have increased staffing and service funding.
That is a core element of what we need to have going
forward. We also have a key departmental
responsibility change, with youth justice moving to the
Department of Justice and Regulation. Again these are
key changes in the way in which government operates
to respond to an evolving complicated issue. We have
legislative changes in relation to a whole series of
issues in relation to assaults on staff and youth control
orders.
We also have investments in a whole range of
important schemes within the justice system — for
example, the government has made investments in the
intensive monitoring and control bail supervision
scheme. The government has invested significantly in
statewide youth diversion programs, which of course is
an important part of a holistic response to this, which is
partly about dealing with controlling those particularly
bad offenders and recidivist offenders and their threat to
the community. But of course we also have to have a
response which deals with the causes of crime.
We also have to have a response which understands
that many of the youth that are either in the system or
are at risk of coming into the system come from a wide
range of backgrounds and are in a wide range of
positions. We need to have a justice system that is
flexible enough to treat some youth appropriately to
protect the community, but we also need the flexibility
to treat other youth in such a manner so that we can
maximise their likelihood of rehabilitation and to treat
them in such a manner so that we can maximise their
likelihood of being future contributors to society. These
diversion programs that the government is investing in
are also critically important.
As somebody who has been involved in evaluating
social programs in the past, I have developed some
personal interest in these matters and I am very
committed to seeing these programs expanded in the
future. All of the research that I have read, and to some
degree been involved in, suggests that these programs
are very, very important, particularly over the longer
run. This is something that I think we must not lose
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sight of, even in an environment where the short-run
emphasis has rightly been on creating infrastructure, on
funding and on providing the right training and tools to
people in the existing infrastructure and the new
infrastructure. We should not lose sight of the fact that
we need a holistic response which puts the right
emphasis on things like diversion programs and on
flexible treatment of youth in the system or those at risk
of entering the system.
To finish off, I just want to make the observation that it
is entirely appropriate for the government’s actions to
be held to account, but as so often occurs in this place,
what is notionally about holding the government to
account very quickly descends into what can only be
described as political pointscoring and as a contrived
circus. I think those people in the community who
really matter, when they listen to this debate, will be
most concerned, firstly, with who has a plan going
forward. I have just rolled out to the house plans for
infrastructure, investment in staff, investment in
services, investment in diversion programs and
investment in designing appropriate legislation to
strengthen a whole range of offences. It is a complete
plan going forward.
Now, of course the government has made adjustments
along the way, because this is a complex and fluid
situation, and it has been for a decade. Of course this
government has had to adjust along the way; it would
be entirely inappropriate not to do so. The critical thing
is: is this motion really about holding the government to
account so that we can truly as a chamber come up with
the best plan going forward? I do not think so. I do not
think that is what it is about.
When we look at the authors of this motion and when
we look at the people arguing this motion, we can see
people who frankly represent a party that in fairly
recent times — in the big scheme of things — was not
able to do anything in this space. Therefore when we
put those opposite in the spotlight and consider what
they are saying, which is just as relevant and
appropriate as holding the government to account, I
think we have got to ask ourselves: how credible are
some of the dramatic claims of those opposite? That is
reinforced when one looks at their lack of a plan going
forward. They are more than willing to carp, they are
more than willing to criticise, but they do not have any
plan themselves. Ultimately if those opposite are truly
going to be members of a party that aspires to
government, they will have to come up with a plan at
some point, and then let us hold that to account. But at
this point only the government has a plan.
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Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise today to support Ms Crozier’s motion relating to
the lack of confidence this house possesses for the
Minister for Families and Children. I have to say at the
outset that is it not interesting that a government
backbencher can articulate the needs of the youth
justice system better than the minister herself? There
may be a message for Daniel Andrews in all of this that
Mr Mulino is able to articulate the issues associated
with youth justice better than the minister. Nonetheless
time will tell if the Premier is listening.
This is a very important motion, and it is not one that is
moved and debated very often in this Parliament.
Certainly this is the first time since I have been in
Parliament that we have had a no-confidence motion.
The reason it is not done very often is that this is a
serious matter. This is a very, very serious matter. We
are talking about our kids in Victoria. We are talking
about the future of our kids in Victoria. We are talking
about the safety of the community. We are talking
about the need for a plan that deals with offenders, a
plan that rehabilitates children so they can become
worthwhile members of our society and that keeps our
families in Victoria safe.
If you were to write a book on leadership, you would
use Ms Mikakos as the example. It is all about focusing
on getting a job but not doing the job. She rewarded
herself and said, ‘I am now a minister. It is on my
business card’. Two years on she is still celebrating the
fact she has become a minister, but she is not doing her
job — hence the reason we have this motion before the
house today. It is a very serious motion, and it is serious
because — I refer to paragraph (4) of Ms Crozier’s
motion, which talks about providing accurate and
timely information to this house — her answers to
questions in question time for the entire length of her
time as minister have been woeful. They have been
absolutely woeful, and you can just about reel them out.
We can just about print out what her response will be. It
will be about the previous government or it will be
blaming her department, blaming the weather, blaming
a lack of facilities, blaming a lack of money or blaming
everybody else except herself. So if you were to do a
case study on leadership, the Mikakos example is a
classic because she fails to recognise that she is
responsible.
To stand up here in the Parliament and to give very
beige answers — ones that are critical of everybody
else but not accepting responsibility — is in her mind
politically opportunistic in having a go at the
opposition. But what does that say for the
crossbenchers? They were not here then. It had nothing
to do with them. When they asked questions about the
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youth justice system and when the Greens asked
questions about the youth justice system, it was not
them who were responsible.
Why have a crack at everybody else? It is because this
is a classic case of a minister who cannot handle her
responsibilities, and it is sad. It is sad for the kids, it is
sad for the staff, it is sad for the department and it is sad
for the safety of Victorians. While she stands here
pontificating about everything that has gone wrong and
how it has nothing to do with her, she is not doing her
job, and that is the basis of today’s motion. Mr Mulino
might stand up and say it is about being personal and it
is about having a go; it is not. It is about the minister
doing the job that has been afforded to her by the
Crown, purely and simply.
What is interesting is that it is not just the opposition
who think this, and it is not even just the crossbenchers
who think this. We are getting information from
Labor’s own party membership about how disappointed
they are in Minister Mikakos. I can tell you that
because I represent Northern Metropolitan Region in
which there are no Liberal-held lower house seats.
Apart from the Greens, every other seat is held by the
Labor Party. The membership that I see at community
events — councillors, people I run into in the street
who are generally of the Labor way of thinking — are
shaking their heads about Minister Mikakos and what is
happening in the youth justice system. They say to me
that she has no lower house seat responsibility, because
we cover most of the lower house. ‘So what is she
doing?’, they say to me, ‘What is she doing with her
time? Why isn’t she fixing this problem up?’. It is their
own ALP members in Northern Metropolitan Region
that are being critical.
But if you think, colleagues, that it is us who have no
confidence in Minister Mikakos, there has been no
greater example of a lack of confidence in
Minister Mikakos than from the Premier himself, who
is moving youth justice to corrections. He is moving the
support, the authority, the management of youth justice
from Minister Mikakos to Minister Tierney.
Corrections are going to look after things in Grevillea
unit, and it is obvious that the Premier does not think
she is capable of doing her job.
Mr Mulino should forget about what he thinks those
opposite are thinking. Even his own Premier does not
have confidence in Minister Mikakos. If the person
democratically elected to be the Premier of the state
does not have confidence in his own minister, then why
expect the rest of Victoria to have confidence in her,
and especially this house?
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It is unfortunate we had to get to this position, but we
did not bring it on; she brought this upon herself. She
could stand up here in question time and answer
questions with integrity and honesty, because we know,
she knows and the Victorian public knows that the
system is failing. The first step in dealing with the
system that has failed is for her to recognise it, and we
have not had that.
Kids at Malmsbury, kids at Parkville, kids at the
Grevillea unit, kids raiding on the streets — irrespective
of whether you think these kids are good kids or bad
kids, they are kids. The Minister for Families and
Children should be thinking about that — how do we
save our kids, how do we protect our kids, grow our
kids, develop our kids — but she has not gone to that
point. All her energy in this place and in the public
arena is about blaming other people.
Minister, I say to you — and this Parliament says to
you — it is not about getting a job; it is about doing it,
and quite frankly the Victorian people are sick and tired
of it. If the Premier has no confidence in this minister,
how can he expect the people of Victoria and this house
to have confidence in this minister? I have none, and
the opposition has none. I commend the motion to the
house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak against the no-confidence motion. I find it
objectionable and politically self-serving for those
across the chamber to make cheap shots at Minister
Mikakos when they know full well that years of wilful
Liberal coalition neglect in funding and planning
properly for the constantly evolving youth justice
system in Victoria has directly caused the present
situation. Over many years those across the chamber
had many opportunities to make strategic and monetary
decisions based on information provided by the
department regarding refurbishments and dramatic
alterations to the housing of juvenile delinquents. Gone
are the days of Turana and Baltara, where a short stint
in one of those facilities would put kids’ heads straight.
There are many middle-aged people — and dare I say
some politicians — who have benefited from a brief
stay in those state-run juvenile justice centres.
However, today is a whole new ball game, with the
advent of vicious street gangs who have participated in
brutal home invasions and horrifying carjackings of
ordinary citizens going about their daily business. It is
timely for our government to treat them according to
their actions. These young people have not reached
their majority, but their offences are horrendous and
they are not fit to be supervised by childcare officers.
To use Minister Mikakos’s words, they are not
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choirboys. If what we read in the papers is anywhere
near the truth, we have a huge battle on our hands to
stem the outrages being perpetrated by these young
thugs.
I work with Minister Mikakos and represent the same
electorate, and I know how hard she works and how
important the kids are to her. She does her best to do
her professional job. I would have expected the Liberals
to support the decommissioning of Parkville youth
detention centre as a matter of urgency. Instead all we
see is grandstanding by those people opposite. They
had the chance to fix this when they were in
government and chose not to, probably because it is
easier to be in opposition and carp rather than take on
the issue properly.
A series of recommendations have been made to
address this serious matter in a productive way. It
would be wonderful for the Parliament to protect the
people of Victoria by supporting the initiatives outlined
in this house yesterday by Minister Mikakos in
response to this matter. The minister has been doing a
fantastic job, and it is totally unfair to verbally criticise
her performance when the solutions to the current
problems were around when those opposite were in
government.
She has my full confidence, and she should have this
Parliament’s full support to implement the proposed
strategies for fixing the problem. I vote no against this
outrageous motion.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — As the Minister for Families and Children,
I believe I have taken every opportunity to inform both
this house and the wider Victorian community about
the challenges facing our youth justice system. I believe
I have taken every opportunity also to inform the
community about what we are doing in this respect. If
members opposite wanted to have a constructive debate
about these issues, I would in fact welcome such an
opportunity. However, it is very disappointing that they
want to bring on debate about these matters in the form
they have, particularly, as has been noted by a number
of speakers, as these types of motions are very
infrequent and when they have occurred they have
tended to have been about very serious matters relating
to alleged misconduct by ministers.
It is very disappointing that it has come to this.
Particularly it is very disappointing — galling, some
might say — that we are having this debate today
accusing me of failing to take responsibility when we
have had from those opposite a complete failure and a
complete lack of acceptance of any shred of
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responsibility on their part for the situation that we are
in at the moment. By contrast I have demonstrated my
responsibility for my portfolio through the consistent
actions I have taken. My responsibility is to ensure the
safety of the community, the safety of the staff who
work in our justice facilities and the safety of the young
offenders who live in those youth justice facilities.
There is no greater example of the responsibility and
the actions I have taken than the announcement that the
Premier, the Treasurer and I made just this Monday: the
biggest ever investment in our youth justice system in
this state. It is a facility that is going to be the highest
security youth justice facility we have seen in Victoria.
It is a very significant investment of $288 million that
will see a new purpose-built, high-security facility
being built for Victoria and for Victorians’ security. It is
an investment of more than $288 million to build a
224-bed facility to futureproof our needs in the youth
justice system for many years to come. It is a facility
that will create up to 3000 construction and related jobs
as well as 450 ongoing jobs at the facility itself. It is a
facility that will bring an economic benefit worth
almost $420 million to the local community, with
abundant opportunities for local businesses.
We have made a very significant investment in relation
to this new facility, and yet we are yet to see what the
opposition’s position is because we have seen a lot of
inconsistent positions taken just in the last week. We
have seen Ms Crozier issue a statement saying she
supported the idea of a youth prison for violent youth
offenders. We had Matthew Guy on 3AW just last
week saying to Neil Mitchell, and I quote:
Well, look, if there’s a whole bunch of reasons why that site
should be chosen, then let it be the case. I’m not going to
argue over the site.

Then within hours on a different media outlet he
backtracked and said he wanted to retrofit Parkville or
Malmsbury, completely contradicting Ms Crozier. And
then just on Monday on another news outlet Mr Guy
again flip-flopped, saying:
We’ve been saying that a supermax facility, if needed, should
be built as soon as possible. We’ve been saying this for
months.

What we want to know is: does the opposition support
this new facility or not? We know that all we see from
the opposition in relation to these issues is just politics.
We have just seen politics. They have not been
interested in seeing the system that they left in tatters
being reformed at all. They did not fix Parkville when
they were in office, and now we are back to square one.
Mr Guy is completely incapable of explaining why he
sat at a cabinet table for four years and allowed a secret
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master plan for the Parkville redevelopment to be
shelved during his time.
Whilst we have been in office we have been addressing
the infrastructure facilities. This will also include going
and fixing the job that was left undone at Malmsbury.
We had Ms Wooldridge, who ironically is going to vote
for this motion, commission three new secure units at
the Malmsbury facility — so-called secure units — and
she built that on an open site. We are going to reassure
the Malmsbury community of their safety. We are
going to be taking steps to further enhance the security
measures at Malmsbury.
We have also taken responsibility for the staffing
issues. We have had 41 custodial staff and rolling
recruitment introduced. We have recruited more than
100 staff since September last year. There are
10 mental health clinicians funded to deal with the
significant challenging behaviour which we are seeing
in our facilities, and there are 40 community-based
youth justice workers funded to support the new youth
control orders and the intensive bail supervision that we
are going to be legislating for soon.
We have had ongoing dialogue with staff and the union.
We know that Ms Wooldridge would never have let the
union in her door for the four years that she was the
minister.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Are you denying that,
Ms Crozier? Just go and ask them.
We have seen 40 corrections staff introduced into our
youth justice system. I have explained in this house on
many occasions the changing cohort of young offenders
that we see in our facilities. This in fact has been
happening for a number of years now, including during
the time of the previous government. We had a critical
incident response team put in place in our youth justice
facilities that had only plastic shields to protect
themselves and their work colleagues. We do not
regard it as acceptable to allow our staff to be
vulnerable in this way.
This is why we have put corrections staff in place. We
now have corrections staff as general managers at each
of our three youth justice facilities. We have corrections
staff, including incident response staff, in there with the
experience, the expertise, the training and the
equipment they need to be able to respond to incidents
in a timely way before these incidents in fact escalate.
We have flagged legislative changes to protect our staff
again. I have flagged that we will soon be legislating for
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changes so that there will be greater consequences both
in terms of sentencing and parole for those young
offenders who assault our staff.
We have got legislation coming to the Parliament soon
to introduce a new youth control order to give the
Children’s Court the power to issue a more intensive
and targeted supervision sentence for young offenders.
We have had investment in an intensive monitoring
control bail supervision scheme based on a UK model
that is going to be a very important reform as well. We
have also funded statewide coverage of bail
supervision. In the time of the previous government
there were only two staff available statewide to
supervise young offenders on bail.
We are making a number of other investments in
relation to a statewide youth division program. When
Mary Wooldridge was minister she put out a discussion
paper and sat on it for a couple of years. We have
invested in early intervention programs; funding for
Aboriginal young people in particular, who are
over-represented in our criminal justice system; and
prevention programs, such as $4 million for the
Empower Youth program, that has seen the first
Victorian government funding for youth workers in this
state for more than six years, again targeting
disadvantaged communities that are experiencing crime
issues. We have also provided funding for particular
communities that have an over-representation of young
offenders in our criminal justice system.
I want to move to the second point in the motion, which
is around reports and reviews. I find it quite ironic that
the opposition have put this particular point into their
motion, because the most important report that they
failed to act on was the 2010 Ombudsman’s report, the
top recommendation of which was that the Parkville
facility be redeveloped. The most telling thing we saw
was former deputy ombudsman John Taylor being
quoted by the ABC just last week on 28 January. He
said:
We made the recommendation and now you see the fallout
from it. By not rebuilding Parkville in a more suitable
environment, we now have these problems.

So John Taylor, the person who wrote the 2010
Ombudsman’s report, is damning in his indictment of
the previous government for not taking action in
response to this particular recommendation. He
acknowledges that this is why we are in the situation
that we are in today.
This is why our government is taking action and is
going to build a brand-new, fit-for-purpose youth
justice facility in this state. Along with other
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government members, I have spoken in this house
about how I have commissioned independent reviews
of incidents. We know that the previous government
had a number of reports that it never released publicly,
but we have acted in respect of each and every one of
these reports, and the department has either
implemented or is in the process of implementing every
single one of those recommendations. These reports
deal with the sensitive matters that go to the security of
these facilities, and that is why they have not been
released. This is the same approach taken by the
previous government.

incident data — something the coalition never did. We
have provided far more transparency in relation to these
matters than we ever saw previously. This is why this is
a farcical, nonsensical debate. I have been taking
responsibility. I have been taking action. I have ensured
transparency in terms of the issues that we have been
facing. I have talked about it to the community on
numerous occasions. I have certainly talked about it in
this house on many occasions as well. I will continue to
do everything possible to improve our youth justice
system and to make sure that we can ensure the safety
of the community.

I asked Neil Comrie, a former Chief Commissioner of
Police, to conduct an independent review of the
November 2016 riot. He concluded that the Parkville
youth justice precinct had inherent safety and security
issues arising from the construction and design of the
precinct and that the precinct was not adequate for its
intended purpose. That is why Mr Comrie
recommended that the government complete a business
case and look at a new youth justice facility at a
greenfield site. That is exactly what we have done. We
have also said that not only will we accept all of
Mr Comrie’s recommendations, but we will also ensure
that all of his design specifications are taken on board
in respect of this new facility.

Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan) —
What a rushed, breathless performance that was. Was
that a study in leadership by a senior minister, or was
that some kind of dissembling ‘Don’t look at me, I’ve
been put on the spot, I’m going to go through my
shopping list of what I’ve said I’m going to do’
contribution? I think it was the latter. Is that how you
explained it to the Premier when he called you in and
said, ‘What on earth is happening in our youth justice
centres’? I really hope not, because I think it would
have been quite an unimpressive performance. In his
shoes, I would have expected much better from a
minister. That is why motions of this kind are rare. In
recent years they have occurred only on a handful of
occasions, and they are not attempted lightly.

We are also undertaking a complete and sweeping
reform of our youth justice framework, which has not
been updated for 16 years. The work of Penny
Armytage and Professor Jim Ogloff are very important
to that.
In respect of the third point in this motion, it is clear
that both the opposition and the Greens do not
understand that we have in fact complied with the act
and with the charter. We have gazetted the Grevillea
facility as a functioning youth justice centre. It is a safe
centre. It is a centre that does comply with the
requirements, and we will defend any future legal
action in this respect.
The Ombudsman’s report just yesterday published
correspondence between the commissioner for children
and young people, myself and my department, which
indicates the progress that we are making to improve
the conditions at that facility. We were honest enough
to say that things were not perfect from day one, but
incredible work has gone into making sure that the
services that are available at that facility are comparable
to what exists at our other youth justice centres.
In relation to the fourth point, I have legislated for
incident reports to go to the Commission for Children
and Young People. We have published quarterly

We are having this debate today because of great
concern about this minister’s leadership, and not just in
this place and by the members who sit here today, but
also by people in the community, who have been able
to see on the news and in the newspapers every day and
every evening evidence of the failings of this minister.
The issue of ministerial performance is something that
the Andrews government has on occasion taken upon
itself to address during this government. There are a
number of examples — —
Ms Crozier — Mr Somyurek.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Yes, Ms Crozier, I am
thinking, firstly, of Mr Somyurek. It was because of a
complaint from a staff member about former minister
Somyurek, which was denied by him, I note, that an
investigation was quickly launched by the Premier into
both the complaint and the capacity of the minister’s
office. The Premier also decided to involve himself
when the former Minister for Corrections was using his
ministerial car to ferry dogs to his country home.
The Premier’s fingerprints were all over it again when
Jane Garrett in the Legislative Assembly resigned from
the ministry over the Country Fire Authority (CFA)
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA). The Premier
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was keen to push the agreement through, but
Ms Garrett argued that she could not support the EBA
because of the detrimental effect it would have on the
CFA.
In this instance this minister has presided over a totally
disastrous period in the juvenile justice sector, and that
is why we are having this debate today. She has on a
number of occasions tried to stop scrutiny of what is
happening and has ridiculed those who have tried to
shine a light on what is happening, as indeed
Ms Crozier has done on a number of occasions. For
instance, we are not allowed to see the costs for the
damage that has occurred. The costs will be paid by
public money, and the public has a right to know what
that figure is, yet we are unable to have that
information.
Despite this, the crisis and the chaos remain obvious in
a couple of key ways: firstly, because they have
impacted on ordinary Victorians in a dreadful and
frightening way. After the breakout from Malmsbury
recently we saw and heard from Victorians who had
been carjacked, abused and attacked. They told of
abuse and fear. They told of having their homes broken
into. They told of having their possessions stolen. One
story was especially upsetting. A woman told of how
she and her mother stopped for what they thought was a
broken-down car in order to help. It turned out to be a
trap, and their car was stolen. The young woman told of
her mother being verbally abused and being dragged
out of the car by her hair, all because she stopped on a
country road to help somebody. I would hate it — well,
I would very much be upset — if the incidence of
visible crime that we have around us in our community
and that we see so much of in the media has any sort of
detrimental impact on that basic desire that many
people have to help someone else who appears to be in
trouble.
It never should have got to this point. One reason why it
has is that the minister in question has repeatedly
sought to avoid responsibility and ownership. It is
always someone else’s problem. In fact that was what
she was telling us during her very, very rushed and
breathless address to the house just before: it is not her
fault; it is not her responsibility. It is clear that she
resents both Ms Crozier and Ms Springle for repeatedly
raising these issues in Parliament, as they should and as
is their proper role. I think of what the minister said to
Parliament on 6 December last year:
But can I just say that I am very concerned about the pattern
of Ms Crozier and members of the opposition coming to the
Parliament and making assertions in relation to these matters.
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Generally, can I say, Ms Crozier has been right on the
money with her reports on what is happening, because
she is in touch with her sector and she speaks regularly
to people who are involved. There are a number of
times when she has told me directly about things that
are happening in the sector, at Malmsbury or at
Parkville, and a short time later it has emerged in public
that that is indeed the case.
There has been violence and rioting at two youth justice
centres, which the minister prefers to characterise as
‘incidents’. These have resulted in injuries to staff and
extensive damage to property. It is reported that there
have been data breaches, and this is extremely serious.
Centres have gone into lockdown and the police have
been called repeatedly to try to attempt to get some sort
of order into these centres when staff have been unable
to do so. Then of course there is the legal action against
the government for moving youth offenders to an adult
prison due to the circumstances in which this was
undertaken. Back in November the minister dismissed
any suggestion that what the government had done was
in any way questionable. Answering a question from
Ms Springle at the time, she said on 24 November:
I thank Ms Springle for her question. We have had, I know,
some media reports in relation to these matters, and can I just
say that the legal action that some groups in the community
have been contemplating — or any legal action — our
government will defend vigorously, because the action we
have taken in relation to the gazettal of the Grevillea unit at
Barwon Prison and the actions taken to transfer young
offenders to the Grevillea unit are in accordance with all the
relevant legislation and the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.

As it turns out, the Supreme Court and the Court of
Appeal, including the chief justice, have quite a
different view.
We had the unedifying sight of the state government yet
again embroiled in expensive legal action, this time
over the Christmas period. On 21 December the
Victorian Supreme Court ruled that sending youths to
an adult prison was illegal, and this was upheld a week
later in the Court of Appeal. Can I say this is yet more
public money spent on defending the bad decisions of
this government — very much like the public money
that has been spent on trying to stop the Ombudsman
from looking at allegations from ALP whistleblowers
about the work practices in government members’
offices.
There is more trouble, though, in the youth justice
system. A recent WorkSafe report on Malmsbury found
that staff were at risk of death or serious injury in
attacks that were occurring almost on a daily basis, and
I understand that WorkSafe in one month recorded
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almost 40 incidents of violence against staff. These
included threats of rape made against female youth
justice workers.
In October 2015 there was a riot at Parkville. There was
weaponry used at this riot, including iron bars and
cricket bats, and this resulted in a damage bill that I
understand is estimated at around $141 000. Peter Muir
was called in to review this incident.
In March 2016 it was happening again. This time six
detainees with metal bars climbed onto the roof of the
Parkville centre and were seen smashing windows and
skylights and also damaging air-conditioning units. The
trouble began on 6 March, when the centre was locked
down after a number of tools, including pitchforks,
were stolen from a garden shed and police were called
in. After that the state government again called in
Mr Muir to review the riot. We have a lot of riot
reviews in this state — it is something that
unfortunately we are getting quite used to. In May
Mr Muir delivered his report to the Andrews
government, but it was kept secret until somehow
Fairfax got a copy and leaked it some eight months
later.
Ms Crozier — Even though we had asked for it.
Ms FITZHERBERT — Exactly as Ms Crozier
said, it had been requested; it just simply would not be
handed over. That scrutiny was not allowed.
We saw this kind of violence happen again in
September 2016, with more detainees on the roof of
Malmsbury during a 21⁄2-hour siege. Then in November
2016 — I believe on Saturday the 12th through to the
early hours of Monday the 14th — there was more
violence and more damage as detainees ripped ceilings
and walls apart. People were arming themselves,
climbing onto the roof, and they destroyed at that time
around one-third of the centre. These alleged instigators
of the riots were sent to the adult Barwon Prison at the
end of November.
It occurred again in January. Six detainees at Parkville
broke the pool fencing apart to use as makeshift
weapons, and police were called again while the rioting
continued. It happened again on 25 January with
another riot, and on this occasion there were about
15 detainees who escaped. I spoke earlier of one of the
many frightening incidents that occurred as a result of
that escape. Cars were stolen, there was ramming of
other vehicles and there were police pursuits across
Melbourne. It was also on that day, 25 January, that
Fairfax Media reported that the government was
warned in May 2016 that the system was spiralling out
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of control and that one of the consequences of this was
risk to the safety of staff and clients. This was after the
secret 61-page report that was done by Mr Muir
regarding the March 2016 riots was made semipublic,
in a sense, through leaking.
Earlier this month it emerged that locks at one of the
youth justice centres have had to be changed following
a prison break and riot, and there is some concern about
the cost implications of this and also safety. It is
reported that there have been data breaches, and centres
have gone into lockdown and the police have been
repeatedly called.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I desire
to move, by leave:
That standing order 5.02 (2) be suspended to the extent
necessary to provide:
(1) for the extension of general business beyond 5.00 p.m.
for the purpose of completing debate on a motion moved
by me earlier today in relation to the Minister for
Families and Children; and
(2) following the completion of the motion the order of
business will be statements on reports and papers,
60 minutes; government business, maximum
30 minutes; and adjournment, up to 20 members.

Leave refused.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Ombudsman: youth justice facilities
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Victorian Ombudsman’s Report on Youth
Justice Facilities at the Grevillea Unit of Barwon
Prison, Malmsbury and Parkville: February 2017,
which has been tabled in recent days. I am disappointed
that other speakers are not able to contribute to the
motion that I moved in relation to youth justice, but this
report highlights many of the issues raised in the debate
on the motion I moved earlier today.
I commend the Ombudsman for this report; it is a very
thorough report. It looks at many of the issues that have
occurred in youth justice. I am pleased that my
colleagues have been able to well articulate those issues
that have been very, very significant in the youth justice
facilities and the youth justice system in Victoria for
many, many months. The government’s response is
disappointing in relation to those matters which have
been of concern for some time.
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This report was conducted by the Ombudsman. In the
foreword she writes:
The riots at the Parkville youth justice centre in November
2016 and the government’s subsequent establishment of a
youth justice centre within Barwon Prison have prompted
reviews, inquiries, and legal proceedings, by numerous
agencies.

That is very true. There have been a number of reviews
and reports looking at issues because of the significant
concerns that have arisen throughout the youth justice
system in the last two years. It is fair to say that issues
have arisen and will continue to happen within youth
justice facilities; no-one is denying that. But what we
have seen over the past two years is a complete
breakdown of youth justice.
We have a community that is very concerned about the
significant issues that have arisen, because they have
been very visible. They were visible on our televisions
on almost a weekly basis when the riots occurred; they
were visible in our newspapers as the stories got out.
We saw a very human side in the devastating and
horrific circumstances that occurred following the mass
breakout at Malmsbury in late January.
This report was actually concluded just prior to that
mass breakout. I am sure the Ombudsman will look at
that, because the government continues to blame the
former government for the lack of security that led to
that mass escape. If they were concerned about the
security at Malmsbury, then surely they would have
acted on it. It is clear through the mass escape at
Malmsbury that there were security concerns. It is my
understanding that the issue of a very secure door was
not addressed for many weeks. That simply is not good
enough.
This report goes to the issues that have arisen in our
youth justice facilities and the issues surrounding
transfers to Barwon Prison. I note today more legal
proceedings have been initiated against the government.
Page 14 of the report talks about a previous decision on
what the minister did. I will quote from the report,
which says:
… the court found that orders in council establishing
Grevillea were invalid and of no effect, and that the minister’s
recommendation to make the orders in council failed to give
proper consideration to the human rights of the young people
to be detained at Grevillea.

That was the court’s finding, yet the minister and the
government went back to the Court of Appeal to argue
it, and again they lost. They lost in the Supreme Court,
they lost in the Court of Appeal and they are pursuing
further legal action, as has been highlighted today. They
have continually failed in so many respects. I will have
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more to say on this report. I do not think the issues at
hand are being addressed by the government. I think
they are panicking. They are making decisions on the
run, and I think all and sundry is going to be disclosed.

Auditor-General: Security of Critical
Infrastructure Control Systems for Trains
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Auditor-General’s report entitled Security
of Critical Infrastructure Control Systems for Trains,
tabled on 9 November 2016. The report focuses on the
potentially increasing vulnerability of our public train
system to potential cyber attacks on our network
security systems.
We have all seen terrorist attacks on international
railway systems; in particular London comes to mind.
In 2010 an audit was commissioned to assess the
dangers to our own railway system. Following on from
this security assessment a series of recommendations
were contained in the final report. This infrastructure
report highlights the need to comply with those initial
recommendations.
As passenger train services for the Victorian public are
a normal part of everyday infrastructure, there is
reasonable expectation by the community that they
should be able to travel in safety. However, in this
changing world of international political tensions it is
incumbent on all governments to be ready in the case of
a cyber attack. Electronic signals and computer
procedures are integral to the safe operation of our train
services. The last report identified weaknesses within
the security system that were targeted for action.
However, since that time machinery of government
changes effectively transferred accountability for train
control systems and the responsibility for resolving the
recommendations from the 2010 audit to Public
Transport Victoria.
The importance of a strategic and coherent plan to
offset or negate a cyber attack cannot be
underestimated when it relates to the train travelling
public in Victoria. I would like to be assured that when
Transport for Victoria is up and running, the
recommendations contained in this report will be
among its top priorities. There is no doubt in my mind
that as cyber attacks become more sophisticated,
control systems become more vulnerable. In addition
the move away from standalone control systems to
those that are connected with other computer systems
and networks also increases exposure to cyber attacks.
There is no doubt we need to do better and we need to
focus our energies before an attack occurs. It will be too
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late afterwards. According to the report, Public
Transport Victoria and train operators are at this time
working cooperatively to address security issues
concerning governance of control systems.
I fully support the recommendations contained in the
report and I am also confident the new entity, Transport
for Victoria, will tackle this critically important issue. I
thank the Auditor-General’s office for their
comprehensive report.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the state budget 2015–16, which funded a number of
additional train services for other parts of the state but
not for Shepparton. Of course the spin is that
Shepparton got an additional train service, but in fact
what we got was a replacement quarter of a service,
because we always had a 4.31 p.m. service to
Shepparton. It was a train to Seymour and a bus from
Seymour to Shepparton, and that section of it, the bus
from Seymour to Shepparton, has been replaced with a
train. So there are no additional services, just a
replacement service.
Before I start on the need for additional services in
Shepparton, I am going to speak a little bit about the
trains — the locomotives and the passenger
carriages — that run on our line. These are old
carriages and locomotives. They were purchased in the
1970s by the Hamer government, and they are
extremely unreliable. We often have breakdowns and
we often have — I have spoken about this before in this
house — toilets overflowing and the contents of the
bowl running down the carriage floor.
I want to speak today particularly about a Facebook
post that was posted by Jenni George-Slade of
Mooroopna just this afternoon. She said:
My son is travelling on the 12.52 service from Melbourne. It
has stopped once in Kensington for V/Line staff to attempt to
fix electrical problems. The lights are now working, but the
air conditioning is not!

It is well into the 30s at home, I believe, today.
Why is it that our service has consistently substandard rolling
stock? Who do we need to speak to, to get air-conditioned
carriages?

In Shepparton we have been saying for many years that
we need better carriages, we need better locomotives,
we need better tracks, but most of all we need more
services. But this government has not listened to us, and
in fact, in order to give us what they claim is a new
train service — which we say is a replacement service

151

at 4.31 p.m. — what have we had to lose? We have
actually had to give up our 6.22 p.m. service that used
to arrive in Shepparton at 8.59 p.m. that has been
pushed out to 7.08 p.m. and now does not arrive in
Shepparton until almost 10 o’clock. Under the old train
timetable, it left Melbourne at 6.22 p.m., arriving at
8.59 p.m. The new one leaves at 7.08 p.m. and does not
arrive until nearly 10 o’clock. If you are working in
Melbourne for the day, you could not possibly get the
4.31 p.m. train, so you would be penalised — you
would now have to get home at almost 10 o’clock at
night, because it would not be realistic for anybody
who is working in Melbourne to leave work in time to
get the 4.31 p.m. train service and for their work to
think that was acceptable.
This has been highlighted by a number of people. Mary
Shaddix wrote on Facebook, in relation to when this
service would arrive:
We have always had a 4.31 weekday service from Southern
Cross to Shepparton. Arrive Seymour 6.08 p.m …

And she would arrive at Murchison, where she lives, at
7.21 p.m. She was quite happy with that service, but
now, no, she would have to get home in Shepparton at
9.45 — almost 10 o’clock — 46 minutes later than the
train she had been able to take before.
In Shepparton we do not have many options, even in
the morning. We have four trains a day to Melbourne
and now four trains a day to Shepparton, but to get to
Melbourne by 9 o’clock you need to get the 5.15 a.m.
train, so to be up and at the station to catch the
5.15 a.m. train, work in Melbourne all day, get the
7.08 p.m. home and arrive home at almost
10 o’clock — in fact, you would probably get to your
home after 10 o’clock — is just not acceptable for a
major regional centre.
Rhiannon Tuffield wrote in the Shepparton News the
other day about a woman who has been commuting
from Nagambie. Her name is Kelly Allen, and she has
travelled from Nagambie to Melbourne and back on a
daily basis for the past two years. Now she can no
longer get home to Nagambie unless she gets that
7.08 p.m. train, because even though the 6.22 p.m. train
that used to go all the way to Shepparton still runs, it
terminates at Seymour. There is not even a bus
connection, so between the 4.31 p.m. and the 7.08 p.m.
train there is no connection to anywhere beyond
Seymour, and this is not good enough.
The recent InterCity report said we should have eight
return train services from Shepparton to Melbourne per
day, and this government must do better for the
Shepparton line.
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Ombudsman: local government
decision-making
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My statement
on a report is a reflection on the Ombudsman’s report
titled Investigation into the Transparency of Local
Government Decision Making. I thought it was an
opportune time to reflect on the Ombudsman’s
comments in this report, particularly in relation to the
government’s review of the Local Government Act
1989 and the upcoming parliamentary inquiry into local
government generally of the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee. That
inquiry will start once the committee’s report on
invasive species is tabled in March.
Local government has been an interest of mine for a
long time. My electorate of Western Victoria Region
covers in excess of 28 local councils — local
governments — and I can say with some degree of
confidence that nearly every one of those councils in
the past has had significant problems in delivering for
its community through the democratic process. I read
with interest some of the recommendations of this
report, and I note that the chief failing of many of the
councils that were used as examples in the report was in
providing an appropriate measure of transparency to the
communities they represent. The report indicates that
particularly with closed hearings in local government,
whereby community members are basically shut out of
the forward information from the agenda process
through to the issue at hand, the debate process and
finally the council’s deliberations and recommendation
through that closed hearing. So they are basically shut
out of access to the decision-making process of their
particular council.
Deborah Glass, the Ombudsman, has made a number of
recommendations for improving the transparency of
those closed hearings to enable some community
engagement and at least some recognition of the issue
at hand, how it is being dealt with by the council and
some of the reasons for which the council made its
decision.
I note particularly that some of the concerns raised in
the report are about councillors making decisions
without the appropriate support and advice from
council officers. My experience with councils is that
councillors refer to council officers particularly to
provide the background and research that is
required — —
Mrs Peulich — They’re not allowed to.
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Mr RAMSAY — Council officers make reports to
council in relation to issues, so certainly I would expect
councillors to take note of some of the information that
is provided to councillors in relation to deliberations
that they might have.
Without prolonging discussion of the issues around
transparency in this report, it is very clear that there are
a number of recommendations on how to improve the
transparency of councils, particularly those councils
that were identified as examples in this report.
I want to go to an issue that is particularly close to
home for me, which is the City of Greater Geelong,
which many will appreciate is in limbo because it now
has administrators running it up until the October
election process for Greater Geelong ratepayers. In fact
it was this chamber that agreed that the City of Greater
Geelong community would go to a local government
election in October 2017 to elect its councillors.
We have just seen a process of a citizens jury of
100 citizens, who were to debate the merits of a
particular structure model for the City of Greater
Geelong. Out of the 100 only 30 actually provided the
final report to the Minister for Local Government, and
in fact there was no consensus on how that structure
might look. In fact they were tied 50-50. I am
concerned, given that the October election is quickly
approaching about how the government will plan for
the local government election in the City of Greater
Geelong. I hope it will actually allow for some debate
in this chamber about a preferred model that it might
well choose in relation to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Ramsay, your time has expired.

Ombudsman: youth justice facilities
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make some remarks on the Victorian
Ombudsman’s report on youth justice facilities at the
Grevillea unit of Barwon Prison, Malmsbury and
Parkville, dated February 2017, which was tabled
yesterday. I wish to congratulate Deborah Glass, the
Ombudsman, for bringing together a range of
information from a range of agencies that have a role,
often overlapping, in relation to managing youth justice
facilities and clients. What has perplexed me is that, as
she mentions in her foreword:
The riots at the Parkville Youth Justice Centre in November
2016 and the Government’s subsequent establishment of a
youth justice centre within Barwon Prison have prompted
reviews, inquiries, and legal proceedings, by numerous
agencies.
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That is on page 2 of the foreword. I am amazed at the
number of agencies that do have a role, but I am not
confident that indeed all of these reviews, all of these
inquiries, are necessarily going to be tackling the
problem. The problem is one that perhaps was not so
visible over successive governments but has become a
more recent phenomenon.
Ms Glass notes in her foreword as well:
The facts that emerge from independent sources provide
succour to both sides of the debate: while youth crime is
decreasing overall, more is being committed, more violently,
by a small cohort of repeat offenders, who the system is
plainly failing to deal with.

She goes on to identify a whole range of failings,
including infrastructure, the interplay of health and
human services, education and the justice system,
increasing numbers of detainees on remand and so on.
Part of that is a result of the courts not being efficient
enough to be able to deal with them, or perhaps because
they are more serious offenders it takes more time for
those cases and those briefs to be prepared in order to
appear before the courts, which of course does place
additional stress on these facilities with remandees.
There are constant references to a different cohort of
young offender that is in the system. On page 4 of the
report, in providing some background on youth crime
and reoffending in Victoria, Ms Glass notes that:
63 per cent were victims of abuse, trauma or neglect;
62 per cent had previously been suspended or expelled from
school …

Now, clearly something is very wrong in our education
system when a particular child, perhaps less academic,
is not catered for, and I suspect that since the demise of
our technical schools in the 1980s a clear path for
non-academic students is no longer there. The report
also notes:
66 per cent had a history of both alcohol and drug misuse …

The drug that is on everyone’s lips is ice. This
government appears to have done so little to deal with
the problem of ice. It is ripping lives apart; it is ripping
families apart. Across the south-east we have seen a
proliferation of youth crime, much of it either
committed in the south-east or linked to individuals
from the south-east. Regrettably there is also an
increasing number of, often, organised bikie gangs
throughout the south-east, and there seems to be little
work being done to respond to this problem.
The information on page 8 of the report notes that the
offenders are now moving towards:
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… more sophisticated, socially networked, calculated and
callous offending, characterised by rapidly escalating levels of
violence and disregard for authority and consequence.
Departmental data also show that in 2015–16, over 71 per
cent of youth justice clients have been charged with crimes
against the person. Of this cohort, 73 per cent committed acts
intended to cause injury as their most serious offence.

These are very serious matters that I do not believe all
of these inquiries will get to the bottom of, but what we
are seeing are the symptoms in our community; the
deterioration in the administration of law and order; and
the failure of a number of agencies, obviously including
Victoria Police, to deal with this epidemic. I call on the
government to ensure that these issues that are creating
the young, more serious offenders are investigated and
addressed — in particular, could I say, those from
multicultural backgrounds. So little work has been done
by this government to actually understand the drivers of
crime.

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

Shepparton East Primary School
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and it is regarding the need for improvement works for
the access road and adjacent car parking area that
service Shepparton East Primary School. My request of
the minister is that he provide for the necessary funding
to be made available through the Department of
Education to upgrade the service road area to a sealed
car park that is suitable for use as a pick-up and
drop-off point for the rapidly expanding Shepparton
East Primary School.
I have had contact from staff and parents of Shepparton
East Primary School, who have detailed the rapid
expansion of the school in recent years, the expected
continued growth of the school into the foreseeable
future and the subsequent need for works to be
undertaken at the school site. Five years ago the school
population was 100 to 110 students. There are currently
260 students enrolled at the school for the 2017 year.
This number is expected to increase by about 25 per
cent per year over the next three years. The school
facilities are made up of four permanent classrooms and
10 portable classrooms, and the administration building
was built to service a maximum of only 150 students.
Further, the school is a popular institution and also
enjoys community involvement. For example, more
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than 600 people attended the end-of-year school concert
in 2016.
The school is in discussions with the department about
the capital works needed for the school to be able to
keep up with increasing demand going forward, but in
addition to the need for the school to be updated in the
short-to-medium term, there is an immediate need for
an upgrade of the school pick-up and drop-off point on
the service road off the Midland Highway. The current
service road is a gravel road with no parking bays or
centre dividing lines, and during last year’s wet winter
the condition of the service road deteriorated
significantly.
Greater Shepparton City Council advises that, under the
Road Management Act 2004, the service road at the
front of the school is a council road, and at various
times over the past 10 years discussions have been held
with VicRoads and the school to determine if works
could be done to improve traffic flow, pedestrian safety,
bus movements and parking.
A design and cost estimate was prepared in 2013 for the
purposes of seeking funding from the Department of
Education to facilitate the works. It is not the council’s
responsibility to provide this pick-up and drop-off
point; it is the Department of Education’s
responsibility, and these works could be facilitated if
the department funded them. In 2013 the total estimated
cost came in at approximately $74 000, including a
contingency fund of just over $12 000.
I wrote to the minister in December last year, asking
that he direct his department to look into funding
opportunities that may be available to allow the
necessary works to be undertaken. In January the
minister acknowledged receipt of my letter, but I am
yet to receive an actual response. My request of the
minister is that he provide the necessary funding, to be
made available through the Department of Education,
to upgrade the service road area to a sealed car park that
is suitable for use as a pick-up and drop-off point for
the rapidly expanding Shepparton East Primary School.

Never Leave Kids in Cars
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter today is for the Minister for
Families and Children, the Honourable Jenny Mikakos.
The Andrews Labor government is committed to doing
whatever is necessary to eliminate the insidious scourge
of kids being left, and subsequently dying, in cars, and I
was pleased to see the announcement by the Andrews
Labor government of the Never Leave Kids in Cars
awareness campaign.
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My electorate of Western Metropolitan Region is
certainly not immune to this terrible situation, with
statistics showing that last year nearly 100 calls were
made to Ambulance Victoria about kids locked in
vehicles. That was in my electorate alone. The statistics
for Victoria as a whole are nothing short of alarming. It
is hard for most people, especially parents, to fathom
how this could happen, and with such frequency, in a
society that values the protection, nurturing and health
of our children. But it does happen, and it needs to be
addressed as a matter of urgency.
The Never Leave Kids in Cars campaign actively
encourages parents to have their children accompany
them whenever they get out of the car. The failure to do
what seems like common sense to most parents has
deadly consequences for some children, and this is
unacceptable. When you get out of a car you do not
leave your valuables, such as money, credit cards or
phones, inside the vehicle, so why leave children inside
a car?
I am proud to be a member of a government that is
taking this matter seriously and is starting a campaign
that will save lives My question to the minister is: how
will this awareness campaign best be conveyed to my
constituents in Western Metropolitan Region and how
can they access further, more detailed information
about it?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Eideh, can I have a clarification? You asked
a question of the minister, but my understanding of the
adjournment debate is that an action is required. Could
you rephrase — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I think I am okay, Mr Leane and Ms Shing. I am
just asking Mr Eideh if he could clearly articulate an
action by the minister.
Mr EIDEH — I am asking the minister how the
awareness campaign will best be conveyed to my
constituents in Western Metropolitan Region and how
they can access further information. They need more
details on how they can get the information.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! That is still a question, Mr Eideh. I do not want
to labour the point, and I am sure Mr Dalidakis will
somehow define how an action might be taken out of
that question. I am just giving you that opportunity. Is
there a direct action you are asking the minister to take,
rather than a question to the minister?
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Mr EIDEH — Yes. I ask the minister to provide
more information to our community in Western
Metropolitan Region, and I ask her to meet with them.

Caroline Springs Blue Devils Basketball Club
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport. I
have this afternoon received an urgent piece of
correspondence from the Caroline Springs Blue Devils
Basketball Club. It relates to their very grave concern
about the arrangement they have with Melton City
Council at the Caroline Springs Leisure Centre. The
club last year put in an application for a licence renewal
for the use of courts 1, 2 and 3 at the Caroline Springs
Leisure Centre for Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday,
Thursday, Friday and Sunday for the entire year,
barring school and public holidays.
The calendar that was submitted was clearly marked by
the club committee for the days that were required. The
calendar and the full 20-odd page submission were
completed and sent to Melton City Council on
8 November 2016. On 22 December Melton City
Council responded to the application, and the response
was not what the club had requested or indeed
anticipated. In fact they did not receive the Monday,
Tuesday or Wednesday sessions as requested at all.
This is causing a great deal of grief to the basketball
club. As you can imagine, a basketball club in a place
like Caroline Springs, where a lot of youngsters are, is
an important part of the community. For them to find
themselves in a situation where the Melton council has
for all intents and purposes locked them out on
Mondays, Tuesdays and Wednesdays is causing a great
deal of difficulty.
I understand they have attempted, with some success, to
gain access to basketball courts in other places, and that
has meant the parents of some of these children who
play basketball have had to travel a fair distance from
their homes. It is far from ideal, and it is something that
I believe the minister really should involve himself
with. I ask the minister to facilitate a meeting between
the basketball club and the Melton City Council with a
view to satisfying the needs of this basketball club in
the hope that we can get a satisfactory solution.

Public transport
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek from the minister is to
appoint an expert panel to assess the viability of
Victoria’s public transport privatisation model. It is
kind of interesting that we are calling it privatisation,
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yet we seem to spend billions and billions of dollars on
privatisation. I understand we have probably spent
about $10 billion on contractors for the privatisation of
our public transport. I am suggesting that an expert
panel could provide insight into a better practice of
contracting.
We have seen Dr John Stone, a senior lecturer in urban
planning at the University of Melbourne, explain that
currently incentive payments are based on five factors.
Three of those are secret, and the other two are
customer satisfaction plus reliability and performance.
That is all very well, except that they are self-assessed.
So the private companies — and foreign governments
partly own those private companies — are
self-assessing whether they have done a good job. They
are coming back to the government saying, ‘I’ve done a
brilliant job. Pay me my subsidies and my bonuses’.
I think an expert panel would be best placed to provide
some advice on this and improve what is a pretty
high-quality service but also make it affordable for both
governments and users. I also note that currently we
collect money but we collect less than 24 per cent of
our public transport expenditure, and this seems like
something that could be remedied. I would like to see
an expert panel introduced into the mix so we could
leverage the public transport expertise in our state. An
expert panel would be a very efficient way to do that.

Land 400 project
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Industry and
Employment, the Honourable Wade Noonan. The
action I seek is that the minister commit to supporting
Geelong as a preferred site for the $5 billion Land 400
project and have his Labor members — Christine
Couzens, John Eren and Lisa Neville in the
Assembly — play a more active role in advocating for
Geelong as an option rather than being doggo and silent
in the debate or, even worse, behaving like the federal
member for Corio, Richard Marles, in advocating — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Ramsay, where
you are going at the moment is really not acceptable.
You are asking the minister to tell colleagues to do
more in terms of advocacy when in fact that is really
not something that the minister is responsible for. Using
words that are disparaging about those members in
terms of their current advocacy for this project is just
not appropriate. Can you change tack in terms of your
advocacy for this project and your expectation of the
minister?
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Mr RAMSAY — Certainly the minister should be
playing a more active role in advocating for Geelong as
an option rather than being silent on the matter.
The reason I raise this — and this will become apparent
to you, President — is that Minister Wade Noonan in
the Geelong Advertiser said that the two tenderers for
the $5 billion Land 400 project, BAE Systems and
Rheinmetall Defence Australia, preferred only the
Fishermans Bend site in Victoria, not Geelong. That
has actually been proved incorrect, because both
companies reported in the Geelong Indy that they were
willing to work in Geelong, but the Andrews
government wants the project based in Melbourne at
Fishermans Bend. In fact Rheinmetall Defence
chairman Andrew Fletcher said his company had no
site preference, and BAE’s Brian Gathright said
Geelong’s disused Ford factory was still an option for
the Land 400 project.
Again my plea, if you wish, is for the minister to be
truthful to the Geelong community and say that in fact
the two tenderers currently competing for that project
have no site preference at all. That is why I am seeking
this action for the minister to advocate for Geelong as
an option for the site of the Land 400 project.

Salvation Army community shed
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for Martin Foley, the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing. The Salvation Army,
through a grant from the Andrews government, has
nearly completed an area at their Bourke Street
premises which they are turning into a type of men’s
shed. In saying that, it is not going to be just men who
will be welcome to use it. Men and women will be
welcome to utilise the facilities there and use their
hands to build different things, which is how men’s
sheds usually operate.
As I said, the premises are close to being completed.
The action I seek from the minister, which is a request
from Brendan Nottle, who as we know is a very
prominent Melburnian and a great driver of the
Salvation Army, is that he open the new community
shed when it is completed in the coming weeks.

Southern Metropolitan Region crime
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of the
Minister for Corrections, and it relates to the
Auditor-General’s report released today entitled
Managing Community Correction Orders. There are
chilling new statistics in this report, and I draw the
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house’s attention to figure 2C, the table on page 12 at
2.3.2. What it shows is a massive rise in the number of
high-risk offenders from 2013 to 2016, with a huge
increase in 2015–16 — from 5871 offenders in 2013 to
11 730 offenders, which means the percentage of
high-risk offenders rose from 4.9 per cent to 27.1 per
cent.
In the past week I conducted a crime forum in my
electorate. There were almost a hundred people there
from all walks of life who are very concerned about
local crime and the risk to the community. There are
certainly significant issues with carjackings and home
invasions. I know in my region there have been some
very severe robberies as well that have caused — —
Ms Crozier — Horrific.
Mr DAVIS — Horrific, as Ms Crozier points out,
and she is very familiar with Tony Fialides and others
who have faced the full brunt of a number of these
occurrences.
It does appear that the government has lost control of
many of these issues. What I am seeking from the
Minister for Corrections — and I understand that there
are personal matters involved here and that she would
not be able in any way to release the personal details of
individuals — is the release of indicative statistics for
my region that would show in the format that has been
laid out in the Auditor-General’s report the exact
number of high-risk offenders, the number of total
offenders and the percentage of high-risk offenders.
I understand that the tools the government is using for
these classifications are not yet validated and will not
be validated finally until the end of 2017. Nonetheless,
the government has provided the statistics to the
Auditor-General, and the aggregate figures must have
been comprised of the subsets of the different areas of
the state. So in that circumstance I seek from the
minister the release of the relevant figures for Southern
Metropolitan Region or the region on which these are
aggregated which most closely approximates my
region.
I think the community has every right to hear the truth
on these figures. These offenders are living in their
community, and the community has every right to feel a
need to qualify its safety, to make sure there is adequate
policing and to make sure they understand precisely the
terrible risks they are now facing under Daniel
Andrews.
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Chandler Highway bridge
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, the Honourable Luke
Donnellan. The Andrews Labor government has
committed $110 million to upgrade and expand the
Chandler Highway bridge. This includes widening the
existing bridge to six lanes and building a new bridge
west of the existing bridge. The action I seek from the
minister is that he give me an update on the Chandler
Highway project.

Youth justice centres
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Families and Children. Whilst we have been debating
issues around the crisis in youth justice today, the issue
I want to speak about is in relation to the staff who have
been severely impacted by incidents, events and very
severe occurrences throughout the youth justice system,
specifically since 2015. As members know, I have been
very concerned about the number of riots, threats,
assaults and other really very demeaning and alarming
threats made, especially to female staff. I understand
that there have been a number of threats of rape. I
understand that a number of females have been bashed.
I understand that other staff have also been constantly
threatened and physically hurt. There is not only the
physicality of those situations I have described but the
ongoing mental and psychological trauma they have
also been experiencing whilst undertaking their work.
The effects of the ongoing situation and of trying to
deal with what has been going on in youth justice,
especially during recent times with the severe incidents
that we have been discussing today, have meant that
staff have really been suffering. I have spoken to some
of the staff members who have quite literally been
fearing for their lives. They have been fearing for their
lives, and they have been fearing for those of other
offenders in the youth justice facilities as well. They
feel they have not been able to do the work they were
charged to do, because of the ongoing dangerous
situation.
It is concerning that these situations are ongoing and
that many of these staff are on stress leave and extended
sick leave. They are wanting some provision from the
government to assist with these issues. The action I
seek is that the minister provide the house with the
details of counselling and support provided to those
staff who have experienced physical assaults, threats of
rape and other abuse resulting in them fearing for their
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own safety and of course their wellbeing in the context
of all of the incidents I have just highlighted since 2015.

Upwey-Belgrave RSL
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Veterans in the other place.
It relates to the future viability and operation of the
Upwey-Belgrave RSL. The action I seek from the
minister is that he visit the RSL to learn more about
their activities, to learn more about the wonderful
museum they have and to explore ways to assist the
RSL to stay open.
The Upwey-Belgrave RSL is a very popular place in
the hills. They do a wonderful Anzac Day service and
commemorate veterans in a range of ways throughout
the year. They operate a fantastic restaurant, which I
have frequented on many occasions, and they also have
the magnificent Running Rabbits Military Museum,
which has an extensive collection of memorabilia,
historical weapons, military gear and historical and
personal accounts. It is a real hub of the community. I
know that many veterans in particular feel a great deal
of affinity and affection for the RSL and for everything
it does throughout the broader community.
It was reported several weeks ago that the
Upwey-Belgrave RSL is facing the prospect of having
to close its doors after the conclusion of this year’s
Anzac Day services. This of course would be
catastrophic for the RSL and a great loss for the broader
community in the hills. There are obviously some
issues with its ongoing financial viability, but there
must be ways the minister can assist, facilitate and work
with the leadership of the Upwey-Belgrave RSL to
ensure it remains open, that it remains viable, that its
wonderful community service continues and that the
fantastic Running Rabbits Military Museum remains
open to the community. For that reason, the action I
seek is that the minister personally visit the RSL to
learn more about some of the challenges being faced
and work with the leadership of the RSL to find a way
to make sure it stays open.

Responses
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — We have had adjournment
matters this evening from Ms Lovell to the Minister for
Education with regard to Shepparton East Primary
School; from Mr Eideh to the Minister for Families and
Children asking for information from the minister and
also an opportunity to provide that information to his
constituents in relation to the policy to try and prevent
children being left in cars; from Mr Finn to the Minister
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for Sport in relation to the basketball club at
Melton — —
Mr Finn — It was Caroline Springs, actually.
Mr DALIDAKIS — My apologies — Caroline
Springs. We had a matter from Ms Patten to the
Minister for Public Transport to establish an expert
panel to look at the privatisation model for public
transport; from Mr Ramsay to the minister — I will
come back to that one. I cannot read my writing. My
apologies.
There was a matter from Mr Leane to the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing asking the minister to
open a community shed in Bourke Street, Melbourne;
from Mr Davis to the Minister for Corrections in
relation to the release of statistics of high-risk offenders
and other offenders as identified in the
Auditor-General’s report, as they pertain to his
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region or the
closest area that includes that region; from Mr Elasmar
to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety for an update
on the Chandler Highway upgrade; and from
Ms Crozier to the Minister for Families and Children to
provide the house with counselling information in
relation to staff at the youth justice facilities.
I happen to be the acting Minister for Veterans at the
moment while Mr Eren is mourning the passing of his
father. Mr O’Donohue asked Minister Eren on his
return to visit the Upwey-Belgrave RSL to hold
discussions with them to try and work out a plan to
possibly make them profitable, ensuring that they have
a long and prosperous future. We all hope the RSLs in
our communities are there for a long time, but, as we all
know, often the decision about whether an RSL stays
open or not is an issue for the Returned and Services
League itself. No doubt Minister Eren will do his very
best to support the veterans in that community.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The matter referred to
by Mr Ramsay was a bit contorted, but it was in regard
to getting the minister to consider the Geelong site as
one of the opportunities for that particular facility.
Mr DALIDAKIS — That is right — the Minister
for Industry and Employment. Thank you, President,
for reminding me. I believe that I can dispense with this
matter directly. It is my understanding that the reason
Geelong has not been considered, despite the fact that
both tenderers were happy to consider it, was that the
federal government’s Department of Defence did not
include Geelong as a preferred site. In that tender
requirement the department required the tenderers to
look at other areas for defence procurement, not
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including Geelong. Unfortunately Mr Ramsay is not
here to hear that, but obviously I am happy for Hansard
to record that. I am happy to dispense with that
adjournment matter right now.
Other than that, I have a written response to an
adjournment debate matter raised by Ms Bath on
8 December 2016.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.56 p.m.

VICTORIAN LAW REFORM COMMISSION
Thursday, 9 February 2017
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Thursday, 9 February 2017
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.

VICTORIAN LAW REFORM COMMISSION
Funeral and burial instructions
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills), by
leave, presented report.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
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That is signed by Joshua Morris. That committee has
yet to meet to determine a new chair, and indeed it will
be a matter for the house to determine the membership
of that committee going forward.
In respect of the second one, I have been copied in. It
was to the colleagues of the legal and social issues
committee.
I wish to advise that I am resigning as chair of the legal and
social issues committee, effective immediately.
It has been a great privilege to be the chair over the last two
years and I thank colleagues for the way we have been able to
work together in responding to the important references
provided.

That is signed by Edward O’Donohue.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Laid on table by Clerk:
Duties Act 2000 — Treasurer’s report of foreign purchaser
additional duty exemptions for 1 June 2016 to 31 December
2016.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment No. C147.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment No. C136.
Wangaratta Planning Scheme — Amendment No. C69.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Legislative instrument
and related documents under section 16B in respect of Public
Holidays Act 1993 — Premier’s Exemption Certificate —
Christmas Day 2016, dated 24 November 2016.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Membership
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise the house that
I have received two letters in respect of chairs of
Council committees. We obviously do not announce all
of the changes where members move between
committees, but in the case of these two chairs I
thought that it was a matter of courtesy to the house just
to read in the letters that they forwarded to me.
In the first case, it reads:
Due to pressing personal issues I am no longer able to
continue as chair of the economy and infrastructure
committee.
As such I am resigning my membership of the economy and
infrastructure committee effective immediately.

Adjournment
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
21 February 2017, at 12.00 p.m.

Motion agree to.

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That the resolution of the Council of 6 May 2015 and the
further resolution of 12 April 2016 requiring the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional Development
Committee to inquire into and report by 31 March 2017 on
the sustainability and operational challenges of Victoria’s
rural and regional councils be amended so as now to require
the committee to present its report by 21 September 2017.

Motion agreed to.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Membership
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — By
leave, I move:
That —

I have very much enjoyed working with fellow committee
members and committee staff.

(1) Mr Elasmar be a participating member of the Standing
Committee on Legal and Social Issues;
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(2) Mr Melhem be a participating member of the Standing
Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure;
(3) Ms Symes be a participating member of the Standing
Committee on the Environment and Planning;
(4) Mr Morris be discharged from the Standing Committee
on the Economy and Infrastructure;
(5) Mr O’Sullivan be appointed to the Standing Committee
on the Economy and Infrastructure;
(6) Ms Crozier be a participating member of the Standing
Committee on Legal and Social Issues;
(7) Mr Rich-Phillips be a participating member of the
Standing Committee on the Economy and Infrastructure;
(8) Mr O’Donohue be discharged from the Privileges
Committee; and
(9) Mr O’Sullivan be appointed to the Privileges
Committee.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
TAFE Victoria
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
This morning I launched a new, united TAFE Victoria
brand. It is a new initiative that will position TAFE as
delivering modern, contemporary qualifications that are
available to all Victorians. This will enable TAFE
institutes to retain their individual appeal so they can
increase the effectiveness and range of their own
particular marketing agendas. In front of fellow MPs,
TAFE CEOs, industry stakeholders and past TAFE
students, I launched the TAFE advertising campaign
that will roll out across our TV screens, at public
transport shelters and online from next week.
The ‘TAFE will take you there’ campaign, featuring
stories of how TAFE can transform lives, is a
significant milestone in the investment to make Victoria
the education state. ‘TAFE will take you there’ tells the
stories of everyday Victorians who have gained skills
and qualifications at TAFE and gone on to run
successful businesses, work internationally and have a
range of fulfilling careers. Key to the campaign will be
our TAFE Victoria ambassadors, who will tell their
stories of success thanks to a TAFE education, in turn
inspiring others to take the same journey. It is a
demonstration of the government’s commitment to
restoring confidence in TAFE and ensuring jobs for all
Victorians well into the future.
With the introduction of Skills First last month, the
Victorian government is putting the state’s 12 TAFE
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institutes and four dual-sector universities at the centre
of the government-funded training system, setting the
quality benchmark, fostering the skills students need to
be job ready and driving productivity improvements. I
encourage everyone to jump onto the tafe.vic.gov.au
website, which lists all the TAFE courses in the one
place. I encourage all Victorians to check out what is on
offer at their nearest TAFE and sign up for a bright new
future. This government makes no apologies for
supporting TAFE. It is the engine room for jobs in this
state.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Both yesterday and
today I noted that there was a lot of hubbub and general
conversation in the chamber during ministers
statements. This is most disrespectful to the minister.

Family violence
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I rise to inform the house about the
continued progress the Andrews Labor government is
making to improve support systems for those affected
by family violence. To ensure that Victorians
experiencing family violence are connected to support
services faster the Andrews government has invested
$1.7 million in the new risk assessment report portal.
From December faxed referrals from Victoria Police
have been replaced with an advanced and improved IT
system that captures more accurate information about
individual cases and ensures a faster response to family
violence.
Victoria Police makes more than 71 000 family
violence referrals to child protection, family violence
services, men’s behaviour services and Child First
every year. The risk assessment report portal has been
developed by the Department of Health and Human
Services in conjunction with Victoria Police and child
and family violence specialist services to ensure it
supports other initiatives, like the risk assessment
management panels and the planned support and safety
hubs. All services will have access to the information
they need to make appropriate real-time risk
assessments of family violence incidents. This is a
further step towards ensuring children and young
people receive the support they need and in a timely
way.
This initiative forms part of the Andrews Labor
government’s continued work implementing all of the
recommendations of the family violence royal
commission. It also builds on the government’s release
of a 10-year plan to end family violence.
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Our government will continue to work with the social
services sector, other sectors and all government
agencies to ensure that services supporting family
violence victims are better coordinated to meet their
needs in a timely way.
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Hunting seasons
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) — Today I would
like to express the excitement felt by the hunting
community of Victoria. This year seems to have gotten
off to a great start in many ways, and the hype of things
to come has people motivated. Recent events have
awakened a passion in many for the hunt, for the need
to protect and conserve our public spaces and for the
need to get out in the wild and be with friends and
family.
I am already receiving tales and photos of successful
hog deer hunts on Snake Island. Planning for a full
duck season has begun, and scouting is already driving
people to rural areas.
Notably success in both sport and conservation has
been achieved by Geelong Field & Game, with the
opening of a new shooting ground after many years
without a home and their hard work and dedication to
the Wetlands Environmental Taskforce Trust project on
the Connewarre wetlands.
As we start the new year I would like to wish everyone
success in their hunting endeavours and invite those
who have never harvested their own wild food to give it
a go, as there is nothing more satisfying.

Climate change
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — With
very little fanfare the government dropped its climate
change adaptation program on the table just yesterday.
Reading this rather technocratic document you would
think that the threats of global warming to our human
populations and ecosystems were just some other sort
of bureaucratic tick-box exercise.
Heatwaves, which MPs may have experienced last
night when they left the air-conditioned comfort of this
place, are our most deadly natural disaster. The whole
of Australia right now is sweltering under
record-breaking temperatures. This is not a crisis that
the government are willing to embrace. They have got a
bunch of nice little bureaucratic box-ticking exercises
going on with this document. Meanwhile people are
dying. After a succession of hot days and nights there
will be people who will die. Those most vulnerable are
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people who have pre-existing illnesses or are very old
or very young. Notably many of those people live in
some of the worst quality accommodation, and I would
include in that the public housing high-rise buildings.
The government needs to face up to this crisis, call it
what it is and act accordingly.

Australia Day awards
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I rise to congratulate the 2017 City of
Casey Australia Day award winners, who were
announced on Australia Day last month. The City of
Casey Citizen of the Year for 2017 is Anne McGill,
who has made a substantial contribution across the City
of Casey, and the City of Berwick prior to that, in a
range of areas, particularly associated with Inner Wheel
Australia and Rotary Australia. Anne has been involved
in Inner Wheel for more than 36 years, including
working on campaigns for cord blood research for the
last 15 years, where her leadership has led to the raising
of more than $2.5 million for that cause. She has also
been heavily involved in the Berwick Highland Games,
which has become an institution in Berwick, and has
given more than 25 years of service to the City of
Casey Meals on Wheels program.
The Young Citizen of the Year for Casey 2017 is
Alyssa Weston, who is acknowledged for her role in the
Casey Basketball Association at the age of 16 both as a
player and also as a coach and mentor of other young
people in that association. It is great to see someone
who is so young be acknowledged for their contribution
to the local community.
The Casey Senior Citizen of the Year 2017 is Ted Clay,
who has provided 60 years of service as a Country Fire
Authority volunteer at Tooradin, including more than
22 years as captain, four years as first lieutenant, four
years as second lieutenant and two years as fourth
lieutenant. That is an enormous amount of service to
one institution in one area for one individual, and it is
appropriate that Ted’s service is recognised in this way.

Level crossing removal
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Since the
last sitting of Parliament, four level crossings have been
grade separated out in the east, those being at Scoresby
Road, Mountain Highway, Blackburn Road and
Heatherdale Road. I want to thank and congratulate the
workforce — some 800-plus on the removals at
Blackburn and Heatherdale roads and nearly 1000 at
peak at the Bayswater removals — for the work that
they did during that period. When a lot of us were lucky
enough to be able to enjoy the Christmas and new year
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period, they were working on 24-hour shifts around the
clock to be able to achieve what they have achieved.

while up to 900 000 Australians cheered from their
lounge rooms.

As late as in recent days two, at Blackburn and
Heatherdale roads, were removed, and cars are now
travelling over the top of the rail, which obviously
leaves suburbs safer, relieves congestion remarkably
and makes our rail system much more reliable. Having
been down at the Blackburn and Heatherdale crossings
on Monday morning for a number of hours speaking
particularly to travellers and some motorists, I believe
everyone is very happy with the outcome. As I said, it
leaves suburbs a lot safer and a lot better.

Last weekend demonstrated a fundamental shift in a
previously male-dominated sector. Australian society
will now reap the benefits of a new equalised sporting
sector, presenting female role models in all aspects of
the competition in this sport — from players, coaches,
trainers, commentators and club officials to board
members. Many of the highly talented players drafted
to the AFL Women’s league came out of the Victorian
Women’s Football League (VWFL), which features
heavily in my electorate of South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, being home to the Cranbourne and Seaford
VWFL teams. Players coming out of Cranbourne
include Courtney Clarkson and Hayley Wildes, who
kicked the winning goal in the VWFL grand final in
2015, and Romy Timmins, the former captain of the
VWFL Berwick Hawks. I look forward to the
continuation of this most incredible season.

I just think it is a shame that the opposition does not
support the level crossing removal program. It is their
choice and it is up to them, but I think it is a mistake
that they do not support this program.

Men’s mental health
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
want to inform the house that my friend has died. He
did not die through an accident, he did not die through
natural causes; he just determined, it seems, that the
pressures of his life were too much, and he took his
own life. Notoriously, men will not share their feelings
with other people. They keep them to themselves. Over
the last 12 months I have known directly and indirectly
of many men who have taken their own lives. I know
men are full of bravado and hope and are concerned
with image, and even in this place we dare not ever
expose our vulnerabilities lest an opposition political
member might have a go at us or perchance that even
our own might party see us as vulnerable so as men we
just never expose ourselves. But I will say to the men
here and to the men listening: please talk to each other.
Please share your feelings. There is no harm. As James
Taylor said at Rod Laver Arena last night, ‘You’ve got
a friend’. Please open up to each other, and if you do
not want to do that, ring Lifeline on 13 11 14.

AFL Women’s league
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Australian women have just made history in Victoria by
participating in the very first round of the AFL
Women’s competition. The inaugural round was a
momentous demonstration of the popularity and
support for Australia’s fastest growing sport — not
soccer, but women’s Aussie Rules, which last year saw
the creation of 270 new teams and in which
380 000 Australian girls and women are now
competing. Fifty-thousand Victorians eager to witness
history in the making cheered in support at the grounds,

John Leslie
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to
rise to acknowledge the passing of a Gippsland legend,
John Leslie, OBE, who died prior to Christmas at the
age of 97. Mr Leslie was renowned as one of Sale’s
favourite sons. He was a generous philanthropist, a
former City of Sale councillor and a passionate
advocate for the arts. He was universally respected for
his compassion, his generosity and his great love of
Sale and of Gippsland. Fittingly there are a number of
community infrastructure buildings that carry his name,
reflecting his most generous support. He will be greatly
missed by the people of Sale and the people of
Gippsland more generally.

Deidre Relph, OAM
Mr O’DONOHUE — On a separate matter, I wish
to acknowledge the awarding of an Order of Australia
medal to Maffra resident Ms Deidre Relph, who
happens to be Mr Leslie’s cousin. Mrs Relph has been a
generous contributor to the Maffra community. She is a
great advocate for and contributor to bowls and to a
range of other community activities, and it is a fitting
acknowledgement of her community service and her
community contribution.

Westbourne Grammar School
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I would
like to take this opportunity to congratulate Westbourne
Grammar School on its latest milestone. To mark and
celebrate the school’s 150-year achievement, a unique
sculpture park was officially opened last Tuesday,
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which I had the pleasure of attending. Entitled Loose
Variables, it is an ensemble of elements that form a
sculptural whole. The park’s artwork was created by
renowned artist Sanné Mestrom. Mestrom’s sculpture
investigates how art in public places can become
increasingly integrated, inclusive and interactive
creative places. This has been reinforced by the
school’s landscape designer, Philippa Springall, who
effectively positioned Sanné’s art amidst the school’s
natural environment to create a beautiful reflective
place on the school grounds.
Westbourne Grammar has much to celebrate. From
small beginnings, with only 23 students at the time of
its opening in 1867, the school now enjoys an
incredibly strong community of supporters and has
grown to an enrolment of 1650 students, ranging from
prep to year 12.
Besides celebrating and symbolising the school’s
150-year anniversary, the sculpture park represents a
visible symbol of the school’s arts and enrichment
program and its commitment to both supporting art in
Melbourne’s west and fostering creativity as an aspect
of the learning process. The opening was a very
successful event. I would like to specifically thank
Westbourne Grammar’s principal, Meg Hansen, on
leading the school to this milestone; the school’s guest
of honour for the celebration, Terry Bracks, AM; the
mayor and deputy mayor of the City of Wyndham,
Cr Henry Barlow and Cr Kim McAliney; chair of the
school board, Ilija Grgic; former principal Geoffrey
Ryan; and my federal colleague Joanne Ryan, MP, who
was also present at the opening. I wish the school and
the class of 2017 all the best. Congratulations once
again.

AFL Women’s league
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — I too was
fortunate enough to attend the Carlton-Collingwood
football match on Friday night, and it was an amazing
experience. I was sitting behind the goalposts.
Fortunately as both teams are in my region, I was able
to cheer for every goal.

Supervised injecting facilities
Ms PATTEN — I rise to thank the 48 individual
signatories for their open letter in support of a
medically supervised injecting centre trial published in
today’s Herald Sun. I also would like to thank the Chief
Commissioner of Police, Graham Ashton, who this
morning announced on radio that if a medically safe
injecting centre was to become government policy, he
would support it.
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Right now, people are injecting drugs on the streets, in
car parks, doorways, lanes and toilets, and on Monday I
saw someone openly injecting. A medically supervised
injecting centre would clean up our streets. This is
about law and order as well as saving lives. This leaves
the police to be able to attack and catch the perpetrators,
not the victims.
I would like to thank some of the authors of the letter
for their support: Laurence Alvis, CEO, UnitingCare
ReGen; Dr Simon Judkins, clinical director, emergency
department, Austin Health; Dr Cameron Loy, chair,
Royal Australian College of General Practitioners,
Victoria; Paul McDonald, CEO, Anglicare; Michael
Moore, World Federation of Public Health
Associations; Bernie Geary, AO; and Dr Mike
McDonough, head of unit, addiction medicine, Western
Health.

Northern Victoria Region roads
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
about the state of the roads in northern Victoria. This is
an issue that I spoke about for many months in this
chamber last year, and it disappoints me that I come
back to the chamber this year and still have to raise the
issue of roads. In particular last year we were concerned
about the Goulburn Valley Highway, just south of the
Calder Woodburn rest stop, where a
110-kilometre-per-hour highway had been reduced to
one lane and a 40-kilometre-per-hour limit. Some work
was done on that just prior to Christmas, and that
section was completed, but just north of that we now
have signs saying, ‘Slow down, rough surface’ because
the rest of the road is cracking up.
Many of the roads in Northern Victoria Region and
particularly around Shepparton are in dreadful
condition and are in need of urgent maintenance. This
government must take action. I am continually
contacted by constituents who want to pass on their
concerns about roads across the region, and three roads
in particular that are brought to my attention time and
time again are the C357 between Tatura and
Murchison — this is in the worst condition that I have
ever seen a road; the C351 from Kyabram through
Lancaster to Mooroopna; and the C369 from
Mooroopna through Old Toolamba to Murchison.
Some other main roads in the district that experience
high traffic and are in need of priority works are the
C357 from Tatura to Undera — especially between the
Midland Highway and the Mooroopna-Lancaster Road;
the C355 from Mooroopna to the Murray Valley
Highway; and the C361 from Numurkah to Nathalia.
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The minister keeps claiming to have put in money for
maintenance, but it is time he published a full list of
roads and a time line for the maintenance works to be
carried out.

Jigsaw Childcare
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I was
pleased at the announcement made last week by my
colleague the member for St Albans, Natalie Suleyman,
that an additional 36 kindergarten places would be
offered at Jigsaw Childcare in Sunshine North. The
growing number of young families in the western
suburbs has placed a strain on early childhood
education and care services, especially in and around
Sunshine. This important addition to the existing centre
will meet the increasing demand from local working
families. It will give more four-year-olds the
opportunity to access the kindergarten program during
long day care at the centre.
Fifteen hours per week of kinder is vital to the
development of children’s social and emotional
development, as well as language, literacy and
numeracy skills, and it assists in preparation for the first
year of primary school. It is through the partnership of
the Andrews Labor government, which has contributed
$300 000, and Jigsaw Childcare, which has contributed
an additional $44 405, that this vital upgrade has been
made possible. The Andrews Labor government is
investing in and boosting early childhood education
services to make Victoria the education state, and it has
already invested $60 million to build and upgrade
kindergartens and early learning centres.

Bentleigh Bayside Community Health
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I want to
draw the house’s attention to a letter I have received
dated 20 January 2017 from Bentleigh Bayside
Community Health, a fine organisation with which I
have done a lot of work over the years. They provide a
hydrotherapy group for the Bentleigh Bayside seniors
action group. This is an important program that has
been running for over 10 years.
One of the issues that has arisen — and this is an issue
that may apply elsewhere as well — is the introduction
of new child safety and wellbeing standards from
1 January 2017, which has had an impact. The school
where they share access to a pool, the Berendale
School, has made a decision to restrict access to the
hydrotherapy pool. That is a significant risk to many of
the older members of the community and those who
would seek to access such hydrotherapy.
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What I am seeking — and I think the community would
support this — is a solution to this problem. It is clearly
an unintended effect of greater child safe standards.
Nobody would want to see those seeking access to
hydrotherapy denied that access. This is something that
the government will need to work through to make sure
that people are not denied that access to important
hydrotherapy and that safety is also highlighted.

Linda Dessau, AC
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to add my congratulations to our first female
Jewish holder of the esteemed office of the Governor of
Victoria, Linda Dessau, on her recent Australia Day
honour for service to the community as a Companion of
the Order of Australia, and I wish to extend my
congratulations also to her husband, Judge Tony
Howard, and her family. Indeed she is doing a fine and
outstanding job.

Chinese New Year
Mrs PEULICH — I would also like to take the
opportunity to wish our Chinese community, or our
Asian community, a very happy Year of the Rooster. I
have attended many functions, and no doubt many are
yet to be attended by other members. It is a fine
example of our multicultural society retaining its legacy
and cultures but also making a fine contribution as
Australians.

Supervised injecting facilities
Mrs PEULICH — Lastly, in relation to the call for
the establishment of drug injecting rooms by the City of
Yarra and others — we have been there, we have done
that. We have in words spoken about the war on drugs,
but we have actually never had one. It would probably
be a fine thing for the City of Yarra to allow some
closed-circuit TV so that those who trade drugs can
actually be caught and something can be done about it.
If we further soften policy, we could be looking at drug
injecting rooms in Cranbourne, in Frankston, in Carrum
and in Mordialloc. This is a frightening thought, in
view of the scourge and the epidemic of drugs that is
the besetting our community.
Ms Patten interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I point out that
Ms Patten is not in her place and that interjections are
disorderly at any rate.
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Australia Day awards
The PRESIDENT — Order! I said yesterday, when
I mentioned a couple of the awardees in the honours
list, that in picking out some you are inclined to forget
someone. Hopefully this is as far as I need to go, but I
did forget yesterday another significant person
connected with this place, Justin Madden, a minister in
a previous government and a former member of this
house. He was also honoured in the Australia Day
awards. I mention that for the edification of the house.

OMBUDSMAN REFERRAL
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That, further to the resolution of the Council of 25 November
2015, this house —
(1) pursuant to section 16 of the Ombudsman Act 1973,
refers the following matter to the Ombudsman for
investigation and report:
In relation to members of the Legislative Council
of the Parliament of Victoria representing the
Liberal Party of Australia — Victoria Division, the
National Party of Australia — Victoria and the
Australian Greens — Victoria —
(a) the nature of staff pooling arrangements
entered into by those parties, or those
members individually; and
(b) whether any arrangements entered into by
those members contravene the terms of the
Members Guide relating to political or party
duties, or have seen the diversion of the
electorate office budget resources, in
particular the communication allocation, in
breach of the electorate expenditure
guidelines; and
(2) requires the Ombudsman to investigate and report on
this matter concurrently with the matter previously
referred on 25 November 2015.

In speaking in support of this motion I would actually
like to keep this relatively simple in a world where
there are quite a lot of complex issues that the
Parliament and the courts have been forced to deal with
and the Ombudsman has had to confront in terms of
acquitting her responsibilities. Basically the spirit of my
contribution today will be to tap into the rhetoric that
we have heard from political parties in the state of
Victoria that if you have got nothing to hide, then you
have got no reason to resist an investigation. This is my
version of the ‘nothing to hide’ arrangements and an
invitation to establish a level playing field of scrutiny
for all organised political parties within this Parliament
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and, for that matter, the previous Parliament in the
lead-up to the last election.
In relation to my position on this issue, a lot of people
have chosen to be confused between what they perceive
to be my exclusive party interest, as distinct from my
interest as a member of the Legislative Council and as
distinct from what my responsibilities are as a minister
who has an obligation to protect the statutes, so I just
want to run through in a structured way my contribution
on those three interlocking elements.
Let me start from the premise of my being a member of
the Australian Labor Party. The Australian Labor Party
does not deny, and has never denied, that in fact as part
of the way in which electorate officers work, the way in
which they acquit their responsibilities, there have been
staff pooling arrangements entered into by the Labor
Party over many terms of this Parliament. Everybody
knows that the Greens enter into staff pooling
arrangements; everybody knows that the
Liberal-National party coalition enters into staff pooling
arrangements. Everybody knows you do that.
Everybody knows that in this Parliament and
parliaments of recent times there have been ways in
which resources are accumulated by political parties to
enable electorate office work and to support policy
development work. Everybody knows that that occurs.
Everybody knows the fine, tenuous line that crosses
over between those activities — what are party-political
interests and what are campaigning interests.
Everybody knows that you breach it every single day.
Everybody knows this.
The thing about this issue is that the Australian Labor
Party’s position is that it does not deny there have been
pooled staffing arrangements. We do not deny that in
fact those staff pooling arrangements lead to policy
advice, the accumulation of research information for
campaigns and the use of it. We understand that how
you define a line between that activity and campaigning
is the intrigue that in fact has been the source of this
referral from the Legislative Council and, I would
think, the supreme hypocrisy of the Liberal Party, the
National Party and the Greens in relation to their
ongoing denial that those activities take place within
their organisations. In the spirit of everybody knowing
this fundamental truth, as distinct from the denial or the
hypocrisy that is around this, here is an opportunity to
get out in front of the denial and the hypocrisy. Here is
an opportunity to embrace the scrutiny that in fact has
been subject to a resolution of this chamber to
exclusively say that this scrutiny should only apply to
the Labor Party.
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I look forward to one of two things: either the Liberal
Party, the National Party and the Greens will vote in
support of this resolution today in the spirit of ‘If
you’ve got nothing to hide, why would you resist it?’,
or alternatively, today will be the day that their rhetoric
is no longer valid in relation to ‘If you’ve got nothing to
hide, then why would you oppose scrutiny?’.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Today might be the day,
because of the ridiculous interjection that I am listening
to at the moment, I would anticipate that there will be
attempts to continue the hypocrisy by the Liberal Party,
the National Party and the Greens. That is what I would
anticipate, but I will listen to see whether they stand up
to the reasonable benchmark and standard that they
seek to apply to others.
The issue about this matter is that it is not contested.
The only issue that is contested is that dividing line
between staff pooling arrangements and electorate
office activities and how it may traverse policy
developments or campaigning material and effort, and
how that actually sits, comfortably or uncomfortably,
with parliamentary guidelines in relation to how
electorate office resources should be used. That is the
issue that is applied to scrutiny; that is the dividing line.
The interesting history about this is that when the audit
committee of the Parliament of Victoria had a look at
this issue they said, ‘I think there is some reason for us
to reflect on the veracity of those guidelines. Those
guidelines may not be as robust as they perhaps should
be, but any breach of them is basically a matter of
interpretation. It is wise for all of us to try to apply a
caution principle in relation to the way in which those
guidelines are understood to have effect in terms of
what the community’s perception may be, what the
political commentary may be, and to comply with
them’. That is the space in which this issue has been
considered and needs to be considered.
What has been very clear is that from the police
investigation of this matter, from the audit committee’s
consideration of this matter and from submissions made
by the Parliament — not by the Labor Party; not by the
government — to the Supreme Court, it was said that in
light of the police examination and in light of the audit
committee’s examination it has been conceded that no
fraud has taken place. That was said not just by the
government; that was actually said in submissions by
the Parliament — that no fraud had taken place. So
there is a lot of political intrigue. There was. Your
counsel in the Supreme Court said that no fraud had
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taken place. You do not believe that? Well, if you do
not believe it, you may as well pull me up.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Go on. It is your
debate.
Mr JENNINGS — But if you don’t believe that,
pull me up.
The PRESIDENT — Order! All I can say is,
Mr Jennings, you are taking some licence. I will go no
further because I am in the chair.
Mr JENNINGS — President, I do not want to be
discourteous to the chamber. I am saying that if you
believe that I have inappropriately attributed an
argument that was mounted in the Supreme Court by
your counsel, please pull me up; take the opportunity to
pull me up. That is what I am inviting you to do. I am
not choosing to debate this issue. I am identifying what
I believe was made in submission by your counsel in
the Supreme Court, and if you believe that is not the
case, I am happy to qualify what I have said.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I am not
going enter into the debate.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I am not asking you to,
President. I am saying that if you believe I have misled
the house to please formally direct me that way and I
will accommodate that in my contribution to the
chamber.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think, Minister, if
you just put it in the context of ‘This is my
understanding’. The submissions that I saw that went
on my behalf, in terms of the instruction that I was
given by the Parliament, made no such assertion or
claim or such like. I was not at all the proceedings; I do
not think you were either. But at any rate I am prepared
to allow you to continue with your line of argument. All
I am saying is that I think in a couple of those remarks
you have taken a little bit of licence in terms of the
position that I adopted on behalf of the house.
Mr JENNINGS — President, I did not intentionally
take licence with that. I do not believe that I need to
formally withdraw, but I will assist the chamber by
clarifying that I have no difficulty with what the
President has said in relation to the formal written
submission from the Parliament to the Supreme Court.
The comments that I have actually made did not relate
to the written submission. My position is that your
counsel in the proceedings did indicate that to the
Supreme Court. That is the basis on which I believe I
had the ability to make that assertion. That is my basis,
and if that is incorrect, I will come into the house at the
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earliest opportunity and withdraw it. I believe that that
submission was made formally in the running of the
proceedings before the Supreme Court.
At the end of the day the Australian Labor Party is
prepared for whatever scrutiny is applied to this matter
now or into the future, either by the courts, by the
Parliament, by the Ombudsman or by any other aspect
of the integrity framework, and we continue to say that
we are open to that scrutiny. We are today inviting
other parties, who have been somewhat opportunistic,
somewhat hypocritical and to some extent choosing to
this very day not to look in their own cupboard in
relation to their own affairs, to be prepared to join in
with this scrutiny. If the Ombudsman does proceed at
any point in time, either at her own instigation or
following the consideration of the High Court, then let
everyone be subjected to the same degree of scrutiny so
that all of us can be tested by the same adherence to the
guidelines and by the same practice. None of us will
actually have the luxury of having our internal
considerations being ignored whilst others are being
criticised, pilloried in the public domain and kept to a
standard that we are not prepared to keep to ourselves.
That is my party-political contribution today.
Mr Finn — Now tell the truth. Not once will you
tell the truth.
Mr JENNINGS — Not once, even when I invited
intervention to say that I was not speaking the truth, did
that happen. That is not exactly what happened. What I
am interested in now is in fact what this house
understands as its responsibilities in relation to this
matter. I am wanting us to consider, just as the
Legislative Assembly is considering at this moment —
I believe — the rights and privileges that are described
as the exclusive cognisance of one chamber vis-a-vis
the other chamber in the Victorian Parliament or in any
Parliament for that matter in terms of Western
democracy. What is the degree of privileges that are
assigned to one house over another? One of the reasons
why the government has taken action in the Supreme
Court is because of the folly of the resolution of this
chamber — the one that I referred to on 25 November
2015 — which was blind to what is the accepted
practice and procedure of the Parliament, that the
privileges of one house should not impact upon those of
the other.
That open-ended resolution did not protect that
principle. It did not protect that precedent. It was in fact
open-ended in relation to the application of scrutiny of
one house imposed on the members of another
chamber. It was also blind to whether in fact it is the
prerogative of the Legislative Council in this term to
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make a determination about the scrutiny and
investigation of the constitution of the Legislative
Council in the previous term. It was open-ended in
relation to that matter as well, so we have got two
parameters by which this in fact opens up new ground
of consideration. One chamber is looking into the
affairs of members of the other chamber, which is
potentially being compounded by this chamber in this
term saying that it should scrutinise the activities of
members of the chamber in a previous term of the
Parliament.
The resolution relied upon a narrow interpretation of
any matter being considered by the Ombudsman,
regardless of the matter. Any matter is actually seen as
an all-encompassing phrase that flies in the face of the
principal objectives of the act and of the scope of the
act.
Mr Barber — You ran this argument in the court
twice and lost.
Mr JENNINGS — We are still running it. We are
still running the argument. That is exactly what we are
running.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Exactly. No, there are relevant
matters here today. Are you actually asserting today
that the Legislative Assembly does not have the
prerogative to do what it is doing today in relation to
saying that there is a demarcation between the
Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly?
It is an extraordinary thing that I am being invited to do.
We believe the original resolution was ridiculous and
we actually think it has profound consequences,
because what is to deny, on the basis of the principle
that is applied through your actions in relation to being
an advocate for the original resolution, and what is to
stop my colleagues in the Legislative Assembly, who
do have the numbers, from saying that from today the
Ombudsman should investigate the behaviour of a
minister in this chamber in the last term of office? What
is to stop them applying your logic? There is nothing to
stop them from doing that. For ministers in the previous
government in this house to be subject to the scrutiny
imposed by the Legislative Assembly in this term of
office is an extraordinary exposure that I cannot
believe. I cannot believe that there would be any
advocate in this chamber for that outcome. I cannot
believe that there would be, but the implied logic of the
opposition’s position and the Greens’ position is that
that is what you are inviting. You are inviting a
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chamber, if it had the malevolence and the opportunism
that has been on display in this chamber, to do just that.

tortuous contribution if you are not going to vote in
favour of this.

In fact for the last year there has been a monumental
resistance on the basis of a mature and appropriate
response to this matter to see it pursued through the
courts as distinct from tit-for-tat references in relation to
the Ombudsman. In fact it is only through the maturity
of the government and respect for the institution,
ironically, that it has not done that. In fact at a time
when my ministerial colleague was actually under
scrutiny in this chamber for his use of ministerial
chauffeuring arrangements in this term of office, it
would have been pretty compelling for the Legislative
Assembly to move a resolution to say, ‘Let’s have a
look at ministerial chauffeuring behaviour by a minister
in this chamber in relation to the last term’. It was all
pretty compelling, but in fact it was something that the
government resisted, because the government is
protecting the interests of the exclusive cognisance of
the chamber and protecting the interests of the integrity
of the legislation that I am charged to support.

The great problem about what has occurred, and the
reason why the High Court matter has to be considered,
is that in the government’s view the cumulative effect
of what we are talking about is that the Ombudsman
Act 1973 is unworkable.

Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I am not talking about the
relative behaviour of anybody. I am talking about what
is possible under the scope of the provisions that you
have supported and the interpretation of the act that you
continue to this very day, apparently, to support. It
invites the opportunistic and malevolent behaviour that
was evident in this chamber last year that saw me
kicked out of the Parliament for six months in an
unprincipled and unprecedented fashion.
The opportunism and venality of what happened in this
chamber last year cannot be ignored. The immaturity
that comes from the drafting of that resolution, the
moving of it and its passage in the first instance
indicates that there is no understanding of statute, there
is no understanding of the privileges of the chamber
and there is no understanding about the way in which
something should be benchmarked consistently. One
rule should apply to all people in this chamber, not the
selective version of opportunism that associates with
the scrutiny without necessarily being open to full and
open scrutiny.
I can imagine the tumble turns and the tortuous
response on the matter of principle, on the basis of
practice and on the basis of the hypocrisy of saying to
the Labor Party, who have got nothing to hide, ‘Allow
the investigation to proceed’. What on earth are you
going to say today unless you agree to this resolution?
What on earth are you going to say? It will be a

Mr Finn — Why don’t you amend it, then? You’re
in government.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Finn, I think you and your
colleagues may hope that one day soon we will amend
the Ombudsman Act. I think you would probably hope
that we would, but at the moment your political
opportunism and the opportunism of your colleagues
are running ahead of the logic that says that if this is the
interpretation of the act, in fact the Court of
Appeal — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis, I think Mr Jennings has actually
got the call on this contribution. I do not think he needs
assistance.
Mr JENNINGS — Again, the President has already
been a little bit anxious about my interpretation of the
shorthand of what actually transpired in the Supreme
Court, and I am — —
Mr Finn — You’re making it up as you go along.
Mr JENNINGS — No, I have not made up a thing.
In fact go back and have a read of the transcript. My
shorthand may only be shorthand, but it is not out of
kilter with what was said, and I am just about to make
another contribution along those lines.
Justice Cavanough clearly said that if there is a matter
of exclusive cognisance and this resolution falls foul of
it — that means that the Ombudsman has been given a
reference that should not apply under exclusive
cognisance — then the Parliament itself should remedy
it. That is effectively what Justice Cavanough said, and
that is what is currently happening.
The Court of Appeal also indicated that in fact the
argument that was mounted by the solicitor-general in
relation to any matter should not be taken in isolation of
the architecture of not only the Ombudsman Act but the
integrity framework more broadly. One of the appeal
court judges did ask the solicitor-general at that point in
time, ‘Is the logic of your position that any
interpretation of this matter should be always seen in
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the suite of legislation and the broader accountability
framework every time that that phrase needs to be
assessed?’. The solicitor-general answered that question
to say, ‘Yes, effectively that is what I am saying’. And
that is what I am arguing before you.
That dimension of the analysis that would impact upon
the Supreme Court of Victoria in relation to its
interpretation of these matters begs the question: if in
fact it can fall foul of privilege, it can fall foul of scope;
if it can fall foul of the integrity framework in terms of
the interlocking nature of the integrity and
accountability framework, can it actually take away
from the Ombudsman her statutory responsibilities and
give priority to any resolution of this chamber, the other
chamber or any committee — on a whim, on a fancy,
on a frolic — and divert the resources of the
Ombudsman? Does that suggest that there may be a
failure in the legislation because ‘any matter’ has been
read up rather than limited by all those constraints?
If that is the case, then we would be of the view — and
this is what we are testing in the High Court — that
there is a fundamental flaw in the act that has led to this
situation. The logic of our position is that either the
High Court will follow in a determination that is
consistent with our interpretation of it or I would say —
in terms of not only the structure of legislation but the
political consequences of that — that in the proper
administration of the Ombudsman’s operations into the
future there will need to be a remedy in the legislation.
That may be another matter for another day, but that is
the inherent logic that the government has applied and
its consistent position.
Mr Barber — If you lose in the High Court, you
change the law. Is that a shorthand version of what you
are doing?
Mr JENNINGS — We may not, because who
knows what ludicrous position you may adopt? Who
knows what torture you are just about to go through in
your contribution, where you will be all over the shop
in relation to precedents and principles and whether in
fact you recognise any issues and how in fact you will
deny that you fall within the scope and the scrutiny of
this activity? At the same time presumably, unless you
pleasantly surprise me, you will end up opposing this
resolution — if you pleasantly surprise me. The only
way to reconcile your rhetorical position with your
principled position is to vote in favour of it. I would
have thought that was a huge test for you today, but
most of the tests in my experience you have not stood
up for. But let us see today.

169

I think the cumulative effect of these issues is that I am
not threatening to change the law, because I am not in a
position to be able to change the law. I am actually
talking to the logical consequences of the construct of
how any matter has been used outside the scope of the
Ombudsman Act 1973 and outside the investigative
pathways for the Ombudsman, blind to the
administrative units which are available for the
Ombudsman to scrutinise and blind to the notion of
how the integrity framework works with the
responsibilities of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission, the Auditor-General and
the police — it is blind. Any matter becomes blind to
all of those relevant factors. It becomes blind to
privilege. So whilst justice is blind in many instances
apparently, rhetorically, what we need to do is open our
eyes to what is the reality of the consequences of our
actions. At the end of today I am happy to have my
actions scrutinised. I am. Are you? Basically that is the
test, and I hope that you actually step up to that test and
I hope you pass it.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I move:
That the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I do so on the basis that
for the government to bring forward this motion this
morning is a discourtesy to the members of this house
and it flies in the face of the processes that this house
has adopted in order to facilitate the smooth running of
this place. As the Leader of the Government knows and
participates in — Mr Dalidakis may not be aware, but
the Leader of the Government is certainly aware and
the leadership groups of the other parties on the
crossbenches and the Greens are aware — this house
has adopted a process whereby matters that are for
consideration in the sitting week are flagged to the
members of the house the Wednesday prior to a sitting
week and are then considered at the business committee
meeting which is convened by the President or Deputy
President on the Monday night prior to a sitting week.
When we met last week, when matters were ordered for
this week and when the Government Whip, Ms Symes,
flagged the government’s agenda for this week last
Wednesday, at no point was notice of intent for this
particular motion given to the members of this house.
When the business committee met on Monday night
with the leaders of the government, leaders of the
opposition and leaders of the crossbench parties, again
the government’s intention to bring forward this motion
was not flagged. In fact the first time the government’s
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intention to debate this motion this morning was
brought to the attention of some members of this house
was at 5.45 p.m. last night, just as the house was
adjourning.
Ms Symes interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Ms Symes!
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — An email was circulated
by the Government Whip to some of the members of
the house indicating the government would bring this
motion on this morning. We believe this motion should
be adjourned until the next day of meeting. We are
happy to consider the merits of this motion when it is
brought on in the ordinary course of debate in a future
sitting week on a future sitting day, but for the
government to bring this on because it simply sees it as
a convenient stunt this morning flies in the face — —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Mr Dalidakis, you will have an opportunity to
speak to this motion if you wish.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — To fly in the face of the
practices which have been established for the smooth
running of this house, with no knowledge given to the
crossbenchers and no knowledge given to the
opposition members is unacceptable to this side.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! Enough! Thank you. Please let Mr Rich-Phillips
finish without assistance.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — This side of the house
will be happy to debate the substance of this motion in
the ordinary course of this house’s consideration of
these types of motions, which is not today; it is on a
future sitting day.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — As a
result of Mr Rich-Phillips’s amendment, I now only
have 5 minutes to speak. The question has become one
of not the merits of the motion but the urgency of
dealing with this motion today, right now, as opposed
to perhaps next sitting Tuesday. Therefore I will not
have time to address many of the things that
Mr Jennings raised, such as the complicated questions
around privilege, nor would I be able to reprosecute
two court cases — and we are waiting on the third
one — which Mr Jennings attempted to do. So the
question really is: should we be doing this today? Is it

Thursday, 9 February 2017

so urgent that we should be doing it today, or should we
be doing it on Tuesday?
I will make a few points about that question. The first
is: as the motion itself notes, this was first referred to
the Ombudsman on 25 November 2015, more than a
year ago, and suddenly the government has decided that
they want to attach other people to the investigation. It
suddenly decided. Why would that be? I suspect it is
because the Ombudsman’s net is starting to close.
When I look at the motion in the lower house, I suspect
that the Ombudsman is getting very close to actually
starting to interview some MPs. She may very well
have investigated already those who instigated this
whole matter — that is, former ALP staffers — through
their disclosures.
The second matter of urgency relates to the absolute
absence of any kind of allegation that is being attached
to the reason that the Greens, the Liberals and the
National Party should be investigated. If there was an
actual allegation being brought before the house that
someone had done something wrong, there would be a
question as to how and when that should be
investigated, but there is not. There is a hypothesis
being put forward by the government that maybe the
Greens did something wrong, but that is not an
allegation.
If the Ombudsman were to come and ask me about the
points in these matters — that is, paragraph 1(a) and the
nature of staff pooling arrangements entered into by the
Greens — I would simply say that there are no staff
pooling arrangements. There have been staff pooling
arrangements available to the Labor and Liberal
opposition as they do their roundabout in and out of
government, but there are no staff pooling
arrangements that have ever been made available to the
Greens. In fact we were not even aware of such
arrangements for many of the years that we were here.
The second item that they are attempting to lay at our
feet is the diversion of the communications allocation.
Communications, by definition, are public. For it to be
a communication, it has to be out there in the public
somewhere. If the government has got an example of a
communication that has arisen out of a Greens MP
office — a postcard, a community newsletter, a
billboard, a Facebook post — that they believe has
breached the guidelines, they should bring it to us. They
have not brought it today.
Mr Dalidakis — Why to you? Why don’t we give it
to the Ombudsman to look at?
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Mr BARBER — Give it to the Ombudsman, give it
to the President, bring it to the chamber or write a letter.
You have not got an example of a misuse of a
communication budget by the Greens or in fact by
anyone else. If you had, you would have brought it into
the chamber, and you would have brandished it about.
But here is a deal: I will give you until the next sitting
Tuesday to go away and find a specific allegation.
What this amounts to is that Labor got themselves in
trouble. The net is closing, and they have lost two court
cases. I am not taking any view, as Mr Jennings
attempted to do, about the merits or otherwise of their
High Court appeal. We will get our answer there soon
enough. As I said, they simply seem to have developed
some kind of hypothesis that because they are doing it,
everybody else must be doing it. But they have not even
got a testable allegation.
I will address just one more matter in the 22 seconds
that I have left. Another reason this should be delayed
until the next sitting week is that the Leader of the
Government came in here and asserted that the
President’s counsel in court cleared them of fraud. He
said they cleared them of fraud. We need to find out
whether in fact there has been a fraud investigation by
the President and whether it has cleared the Labor
Party.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — In
relation to Mr Barber’s last imputation, at no point in
time did I actually say that he will try to use his
communications budget in some shape or form to
communicate that I said that the government was
cleared of fraud. I said that no fraud had been found or
argued in court. I stand by what I said and by the police
and by the audit committee. That is what I said. I think
the pathetic response today is indicative of what your
position will be in the long run, because in fact you did
not bring any evidence to bear either in relation to your
existing resolution. It was all on the basis of what you
believe was the result in newspaper reports — —
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fact somebody sitting very near you knows that it
occurred. No matter how many times you try to spin it,
that occurred, and it led to a deterioration in the
relationships in this place from that day forward. Let us
be pretty clear about that, because the sanctimonious
attitude and the hypocrisy that is on display here is very
galling. Let me not be distracted by that any longer.
My interest in this matter is to enable the Ombudsman
to apply open scrutiny to all of our behaviour to see
whether all of our work complies with the guidelines
and whether there are any deficiencies in our guidelines
that require remedy. I want to make things tighter and
clearer so that we can all act confidently within our
electorate responsibilities and our electorate staff can
acquit the range of their activities that are
well-established practice. There is a crossover of
electorate office work, policy development work,
campaigning work, and all of us undertake those
activities to various degrees. All of us have had
mechanisms by which there have been contributions
made directly or indirectly in relation to the
accumulation of a resource that is used by multiple
members. If you choose to continue to deny that that
occurs, then that is a lie. I think the sooner we become
honest with each other, the better. The sooner we
comply with our obligations as members of political
parties, as members of this house, as members of an
institution, as members of the Parliament and as
members who defend legislation, the better. In my case
I am responsible for the Ombudsman Act 1973.

Mr Barber — It was your staff who were singing
like canaries.

I believe that what this chamber has done has the
potential to make the Ombudsman Act 1973
unworkable, and in that context I foreshadow that the
act would need to be remedied, in my view, if that is the
determination of the High Court, because any matter
would subvert the logic of the structure of the act, the
investigative method and the scope of responsibility of
the Ombudsman. Certainly the way in which the
Ombudsman could acquit her statutory obligations
would be turned completely on its head if she had to
give priority to the capricious resolutions of not only a
chamber but a committee of this Parliament, whatever
the consideration.

Mr JENNINGS — I do not think so. The nature of
the evidence that Mr Barber is now calling upon me to
provide was not provided by him or to him. He actually
invites us to make a deal in relation to the passage of
this motion. I am not making a deal on this matter or
any other matter. In fact when we started our term in
this Parliament, your party tried to do a deal with me
about resource support in relation to the vote for who
was going to be President. Your party tried to do that.
You have denied it since, but I know that it occurred. In

It is pretty convenient to say that the government today
is actually confronting the business of this chamber
when the business committee was flouted last year time
and time again by the opposition. We had a level of
agreement about what the business of the week was
going to be, and week by week you changed and did
not comply with undertakings that were made
consistently during the course of the year. Now you fall
back conveniently to actually say that the government
has fallen foul of the business committee this week. It is
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very convenient. You do not pass the test. You are
lining up to fail the test by proxy. You are just putting
yourself on the drip for however long it takes you to get
through the logic and the spin of your position, but
ultimately you are failing the test. The question is just
how far you are going to go down under the surface
before we all collectively come back up again.
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade) — I rise to speak on the motion
that the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips has put. I use
the honorific ‘Honourable’ because I do so for the
Honourable Mary Wooldridge. People may have
forgotten that she pulled me up last year when I did not
use the title ‘Honourable’ and she decided that she
needed me to call her by the honorific ‘Honourable’.
What we have got now is the Honourable Mary
Wooldridge, who shows such a distinct lack of
leadership on that side, sending Mr Rich-Phillips in like
a lamb to the slaughter. She is not prepared to stand up.
She is not prepared to lead the debate in this area. She
gets somebody else to do her dirty work — that is right.
So it is an abrogation of leadership on that side because
they are too scared to confront the motion that the
Leader of the Government has moved in this place.
Why? Because they had ministerial staff working, not
taking leave, during the election campaign. They had
ministerial staff working. I will make that allegation
outside the chamber. I will make the allegation that they
had electorate officers working in the campaign, not
taking leave.
So the very thing that they accuse the government of
having done they did themselves, and they want to hide
from scrutiny. They do not want their conduct being
brought into question by having the same level of
review they are attempting to subject the government to
now. Why? Because they lost the election. That is what
this is about. It is the biggest dummy spit in history.
Not only is there a lack of leadership in this place, but
we see reports today that they are going to take votes
from One Nation, a party that has built itself up on
racism, divisive politics and dog whistling. Because of
the lack of leadership in this place — —
Mr Rich-Phillips — On a point of order, Acting
President, this motion is about the adjournment of
Mr Jennings’s motion. I do not know how preference
deals and other elections are in any way relevant to an
adjournment motion.
Ms Shing — On the point of order, Acting
President, the minister is in a position to be able to
respond to the contributions that have been made to
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date in the course of this debate, and that is entirely
what he is doing.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I will deal with Mr Rich-Phillips’s point of
order. I actually uphold that point of order. In fact
Mr Dalidakis, as the President has indicated in previous
rulings, what happens within parties is not the business
of this chamber, preference deals or not. I uphold
Mr Rich-Phillips’s point of order. In relation to
Ms Shing’s, I do not. I call on Mr Dalidakis to be
relevant to the procedural motion that Mr Rich-Phillips
put to this chamber.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, Acting President.
It was directly relevant, and the reason it was directly
relevant is that we have a lack of leadership in this
place and we have a lack of leadership outside of this
place directly because those opposite are having the
world’s greatest dummy spit because they are in
opposition. They fraudulently used taxpayer funds
during the election campaign. They used ministerial
staff on election campaigns. The member sitting
opposite, who has recently come into this place, was a
chief of staff to a minister in the previous government,
and he was also on the election trail. So come up, stand
up on a point of order and tell the chamber that what I
am saying is incorrect. I dare you to. You cannot,
because you will mislead this place.
Ms Bath — On a point of order, Acting President,
the gentleman speaking happens to be gesticulating
across the chamber at another member, which is
unparliamentary.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not uphold that point of order, but I take
Ms Bath’s point. Of course the gentleman who was
being pointed to may well, if he wishes, find that it is in
a threatening matter to his person.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Unfortunately Mr O’Sullivan
cannot stand up and take a point of order on what I am
saying because it is correct and he does not want to
mislead the chamber, so he tries to get Ms Bath to do
his dirty work. Apparently everybody is trying to get
everybody else to do their dirty work because they are
not prepared to stand up themselves and put their name
and their words to the motion before this chamber.
Then we have the Greens pontificating and standing up,
saying, ‘We have got nothing to hide. We are perfectly
clean and clear. We do not mind. We can bare
ourselves to the world’. Well, stand up and support the
motion, Mr Barber. Do not pretend to ignore me. Do
not pretend you cannot hear me. I am very loud, and I
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know that. I know you can hear me. Stand up and be
counted. If you have got nothing to fear, then agree to
the motion. If you have got nothing to hide, agree to the
motion. This is government business time. We
foreshadowed the motion last night, and we are putting
it to the house this time. Do not hide from it, bring it on.
Then we will get a contribution from Mr O’Sullivan as
well, and from Ms Wooldridge and from
Mr Rich-Phillips and from Mr O’Donohue about their
ministerial staff being used — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Time!
House divided on Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion:
Ayes, 25
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Dunn, Ms
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
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Springle, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 14
Dalidakis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Herbert, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr

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

Mr Rich-Phillips’s motion agreed to and debate
adjourned.
Debate adjourned until next day.

TRANSPARENCY IN GOVERNMENT BILL
2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 April 2016; motion of
Mr HERBERT (then Minister for Training and
Skills).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this morning to
speak to the oddly named Transparency in Government
Bill 2015 — —
Mrs Peulich — Labor style.
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Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Labor style, Mrs Peulich.
The first point I would make is the priority that the
government has assigned to this bill, because as the title
indicates this piece of legislation first came to the house
not this year, not last year, but in fact the year before
last year. So in terms of the government’s legislative
program — its priorities as a government, its priorities
in integrity — this is actually a piece of legislation
which was brought in by the government two years ago
now and which has been sitting on the notice paper in
this place for more than a year. It is curious that we now
see it come forward today — that the government has
now, suddenly, at this point — —
Ms Symes — Because the minister’s back!
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I welcome the
interjection by Ms Symes, who says, ‘The minister’s
back’, because it is curious that where legislation in the
name of the Special Minister of State was a priority for
the government it was handled through this place by the
Deputy Leader of the Government — —
Ms Symes — No, it wasn’t.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Well, Ms Symes, I think
if you go back and look at the taxation legislation and a
number of portfolio areas that the Special Minister of
State has carriage of, where it mattered to the
government, the Deputy Leader of the Government
carried it. This piece of legislation, which has been in
this place for over a year, has not been brought forward.
I also point out, Ms Symes — through you, Acting
President — that this piece of legislation sat in this
chamber for a full five months before the Leader of the
Government was suspended. The fact that it now comes
forward, a bill from two years ago, as a priority of the
government is curious at a time when we have the
issues we have seen in recent weeks around the bail
system, around crime and around youth justice in this
state. There is the need for the government to move on
those.
The Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel has
many talents in the preparation of legislation and the
preparation of amendments, but it is fair to say that one
of the talents the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel does not particularly have is being creative in
the titles of bills. Many of the titles of bills we see —
the Crimes Legislation Amendment Bill 2016, the
Crimes Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2016, the
Statute Law Revision Bill 2017, the Statute Law
(Further Revision) Bill 2006 — are pretty dry. So when
you get a bill in this place titled Transparency in
Government Bill it is a pretty good indication that the
title did not come from the Office of the Chief
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Parliamentary Counsel, and that this was in fact a
creation of the government.
Mrs Peulich — Black comedy.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Mrs Peulich calls it black
comedy. I think it is in fact the Special Minister of State
being ironic — him having a joke with his colleagues;
him having a joke with the house to say the government
is bringing forward this platform on transparency in
government. In fact it is the sort of legislation which
could come from the Ministry of Truth, such is the title.
Mrs Peulich — Maybe he is the minister for
propaganda.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The minister for
propaganda — put it all in the title and make up for the
sins of omission in the content.
We have a bill before us this morning which is boldly
titled the Transparency in Government Bill and we
have a second-reading speech from the minister which
sets out and purports to indicate that this bill is going to
lead to enhanced transparency in government reporting.
In fact there are some bold claims in the second-reading
speech for this legislation: that it will lead to the
mandatory release of certain important performance
information and that it will ensure the regular release of
certain performance data by public health services and
denominational hospitals. It goes on to say that
Victorians have a right to clearly understand the
performance of these services, being the health
services, and have a right to do so without having to go
through the freedom of information process to access
information. It says the government is committed to
providing greater transparency about the way in which
the crucial services — health, ambulance and fire
services — are operated. It goes on to say that
Victorians are entitled to understand how their critical
services are performing.
The conclusion of the second-reading speech indicates
that this bill will facilitate better access to important
information to the public. It will improve the public
scrutiny of the critical services that every Victorian
values. It goes on:
The bill will also promote a culture of transparency in the
reporting of government information, providing Victorians
with access to data about the government services which are
so vital …

Of course, no-one disputes that the health services, the
ambulance services and the fire services are crucial to
service provision here in this state and that as part of the
accountability of those services, reliable, accurate,
regular data on their performance is important. It is a
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very important accountability mechanism for the
services themselves, for the department — or
departments in the case of our emergency services and
health services — that are responsible for them, and it is
an important accountability for the ministers who
oversee those departments and agencies. So a
framework which would genuinely deliver improved
transparency in the release of performance information
is one that would be welcomed. It would be a very
positive development, but unfortunately the only
transparency we get from this piece of legislation is the
reference to transparency in the title, because this bill
actually takes us backwards.
This bill sets out some performance measures with
respect to fire services and with respect to the
performance of the ambulance services and the health
services, but in fact the statutory framework set down
would, if agencies followed it, lead to substantially less
data being released publicly than is currently the case.
The government trumpets the fact that, for example, the
legislation would require the release of statements of
priorities by the health services. The reality is that that
already occurs, and if any member of the chamber or
member of the public wishes to see a statement of
priority, they only need to look at the website of the
Department of Health and Human Services, which
publishes in PDF form those statements of priorities.
The suggestion that this legislation will somehow mean
that people will avoid having to access the freedom of
information framework to get data does not stand up to
scrutiny, because many of the key datasets that this
legislation talks about are already available online
through the services themselves.
What is concerning is that the policies for which it has
become common practice to release datasets,
particularly in the health area, are actually being wound
back by this legislation and the datasets that the
legislation will mandate the release of are far less than
the datasets which we have come to accept in relation
to our individual health services and in relation to
ambulance services, both in the nature of the data that is
collected, as in the sense of the types of services and
activities that are reported on, as well as in the
geographical make-up of that information, particularly
in the case of ambulance services. So we on this side of
the house are concerned that we are seeing a statutory
framework being introduced which will lead to less
information being made available than is currently the
case.
One of the other problems with doing that, in changing
the basis of reporting of health service data, is the lack
of comparability. One of the key ways in which this
data is used in this place, by the committees of this
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Parliament and by the public in scrutinising the
operation of health services — indeed internally — is to
compare previous years performance with current year
performance, to look at historic trends and to look at
changes in those trends. This framework, in
dramatically changing the datasets which are required
to be reported under the statutory framework, will make
that historical comparison impossible. This is of great
concern.
It has been the case in the past that health services, in
reporting their performance information, would record
a substantial historic time series in each of their
periodic publications. That has varied through the
years; some quarterly reports do not record as much
historical data as others back through previous quarters
and previous years. But with a change to the framework
that is required to be reported — the base datasets that
are required to be reported — any historical comparison
is going to become effectively impossible. That is a big
concern. This data is important for assessing the
performance of our health services. It is important in a
budgetary context of understanding where the pressures
are, where the changes have occurred and what
budgetary interventions have been made in a policy
development sense and in a budget setting sense, and it
is appropriate that that be in the public domain and that
it be in the public domain in a way in which the public
and members of Parliament can compare historical
performance. So we are deeply concerned that this
legislation and the framework it establishes will not
allow comparability with the existing reporting
framework that has become the accepted practice over
the last 10 to 15 years in Victoria.
One of the other concerns relates to integrity of data.
This is a huge challenge across government in any
number of areas. Governments are necessarily
becoming more reliant on data in policymaking, and
data-driven policymaking is a great opportunity for
governments here in Victoria, here in Australia and
indeed around the world. Some governments — New
Zealand is a classic example — have adopted the use of
data in policymaking as a priority, using sophisticated
data analysis, using broad datasets across multiple
agencies, and private sector data as well, to really get a
true understanding of the challenges, in the case of New
Zealand, in society and where government policy
interventions can lead to changes. Having that data
available and being confident in its integrity is
incredibly important in being able to rely upon that data
in making policy decisions.
It is surprising when we have a statutory framework
being established for transparency in government, as
the title suggests, that there is nothing in this legislation
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which leads to any assurance as to the integrity of the
data which is being reported. We need to look back no
further than the 2008–09 period, when over a series of
investigative articles by the Age newspaper it became
very apparent that the reporting of hospital statistics, I
think particularly in relation to the Royal Women’s
Hospital, were heavily compromised and that data that
was being reported through that 2008–09 period was
wrong — substantially wrong. That related to the
systems that were being used at the hospital. What
emerged at that time though from the government of
the day, the Brumby government and indeed the then
health minister, Daniel Andrews, were initial denials
that there were any problems with the data. For a period
of some 12 months there were strident denials that there
were any faults with the data that was being reported
through the regime at the time, and it was only after an
extensive investigation and reporting by the Age
newspaper that some 12 or 18 months later it was in
fact exposed that those datasets had been corrupted and
the data that was reported was substantially false and
misleading.
The Auditor-General of the day, Des Pearson,
undertook an audit at that time titled Access to Public
Hospitals: Measuring Performance, where he
commented on the nature and integrity of the reporting
framework. His first substantive key finding in that
report, which is key finding 1.2.1, notes:
It was not possible to assure that reported performance against
the majority of the access indicators fairly represented actual
performance.

That is a substantial criticism of a framework which is
supposed to provide the data for decision-making
purposes — budgetary decision-making purposes and
resource allocation decision-making purposes. That
investigation by the Auditor-General really highlights
the need for a framework that ensures the integrity of
the data that is being reported through the periodic
reports that come from our emergency services and
health services.
So we are concerned that this Transparency in
Government Bill does nothing to provide assurance or
require assurance as to the integrity of the data that is
being reported. To address that, work is done elsewhere
in government around data integrity, particularly in the
information systems area, particularly work done
through the privacy and data protection commission
area, around encouraging standards for the protection of
data and standards for the integrity of data, but this key
statutory framework is not going to do that.
So as one of a number of amendments that the coalition
will be moving later in the committee stage we will be
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seeking to insert in the bill in relation to each agency
that is obliged under this framework to report a
requirement that both the responsible agency head —
the secretary — and the responsible minister certify in
each report by way of statutory declaration that they are
not aware of any defect in the data that is being
presented.
We believe that is a reasonable threshold to require
ministers and agency heads to meet. It does not mean
they must certify that the data is not wrong — we
accept that errors can occur. Through problems with the
reporting framework, typically electronic reporting and
aggregation, errors can occur, but by inserting an
amendment of that nature we are at least getting an
assurance that we are not being deliberately misled. The
head of an agency and the minister must both certify in
a statutory declaration, in the context that they are
subject to perjury if they deliberately lie, that they are
not aware of errors.
We cannot have a situation where an agency head or a
minister becomes aware that data is corrupted but,
because the numbers are positive, allows them to be
published anyway. We see that as a minimum integrity
threshold which would give this framework some basis,
some validity of a statutory nature. Currently all this bill
does is say that these agencies as named — the health
services, the ambulance service, the Metropolitan Fire
and Emergency Services Board — must report. They
actually must report less data than they report now, and
there is nothing about data integrity. At least inserting a
provision that says that the minister and the secretary
must certify that they are not aware of errors gives
some rigour to the data that is being reported and gives
some validity to having a statutory framework.
The other area that we are seeking to amend, and that is
largely by way of a proposed schedule, is to preserve —
and the Leader of the Opposition will no doubt talk to
this at some length given it is her portfolio
responsibility — the existing datasets which are
reported under the current voluntary reporting
framework. Those datasets have become widely
accepted and understood in the community, and for
reasons, as I said before, of historical comparability as
well as transparency we believe it is appropriate that
those existing datasets are preserved. Given it is the
government’s desire to establish a statutory framework,
we believe they need to be reflected in the statutory
framework.
The coalition is not going to oppose this legislation.
Our concern is that most of the transparency in this
legislation is in the title and not in the contents. If we
are to establish a transparency in government
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framework — a statutory framework for performance
reporting by ambulance services, by the fire service and
by hospitals — there should be some rigour to it. It
should reflect as a minimum the current datasets which
are being released now and have been released
periodically for the last decade to 15 years, and it
should have at least a minimum requirement that the
integrity of that data be attested to by both the secretary
and the minister. They should both have to individually
give their endorsement that they are at least not aware
of errors in order to give this some rigour.
We will not oppose this legislation. We do look
forward to the committee’s consideration of this bill
and the consideration of these amendments. If we are to
have a statutory framework, it needs to at least give us
what we have now and at least give us some assurance
around the integrity of the data that is going to be
reported.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak briefly on the Transparency in Government Bill
2015. This is an important bill that will fulfil the
Andrews Labor government’s election commitment to
engender greater transparency in government,
particularly surrounding hospital performance data and
emergency services response times.
The Transparency in Government Bill 2015
implements this commitment by requiring the quarterly
release of emergency response times and relevant
health services performance data and the annual release
of the relevant health services’ statement of priorities.
The bill creates a statutory framework for the regular
reporting of this information and is a tangible example
of this government’s commitment to transparency in
the reporting of emergency services and health
performance data. Transparency in government is not
just a catchphrase or a clever title. This is about
delivering to all Victorians what they rightly expect and
demand of government and the way it approaches
complex and often sensitive information. If the
aforementioned statement of priorities is not agreed to
in time to be published by 1 November, then this bill
ensures that the minister will publish reasons for the
delay and will ensure the publication of the statement of
priorities as soon as practicable.
As Minister Jennings has stated:
The former Liberal government refused to release ambulance
response times and hospital performance data — this
legislation will ensure Victorians will now have access to this
critical information.
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These tough new laws will deliver greater transparency
about the way Ambulance Victoria, hospitals and other
crucial services operate.
This bill is not in any way criticising our hospitals or
emergency services. The great work carried out by
Victoria’s hospitals and emergency services staff is
second to none in Australia. Their dedication and
contribution to the health and safety of Victorians is to
be commended. What this bill will do is allow
Victorians to be better informed about how stresses in
the entire system will impact directly upon them and
those in their communities.
The government is well aware that response times are
not the only indicator of the performance or
effectiveness of an emergency services agency. There
are a range of other factors that could possibly impact
upon this, so this bill provides capacity for agencies to
include further information and commentary in their
reports. This will make available the most up-to-date
information and provide greater transparency to the
public. The reports and information contained therein
are not going to be tucked away in lengthy government
reports or in Hansard. The information will be
published on the websites of the relevant emergency
services and the Victorian Health Services performance
page on the health.vic website, making it readily
accessible to all.
The Victorian Auditor-General’s Office 2015 report
into emergency service response times indicated that
there is limited reporting of the actual number of
minutes it takes to respond to urgent calls to the public
and that a focus on only reporting high-level statewide
data means that there is little understanding of how
performance varies across Victoria. This bill addresses
the reporting of response times as part of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office recommendations and will
provide more than enough details to give an indication
of actual response times and the regional variation
across Victoria.
The Transparency in Government Bill ensures that
neither the current nor future state governments will be
able to keep hospital performance data or ambulance
and fire services response times secret. This level of
accountability and transparency in government and in
the public service was demanded by Victorians, and the
Andrews Labor government listened and has acted. I
commend this bill to the house.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Greens welcome this important bill, and I am glad that
it is finally being debated. The Greens think that this is
good legislation because it acts to improve the
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transparency and accountability of our essential
services. We see performance reporting as essential to
providing both the government and the community with
critical information about the quality and timeliness of
our health and emergency services. This is essential for
accountability, for identifying problem areas and for
continuous improvement of our health and emergency
systems.
There has been quite a bit of debate over the years
about the relevance and appropriateness of certain
performance data measures and on how best to provide
meaningful, localised information in a timely way to
the public but which at the same time is not overly
burdensome on health and essential services to collect
and compile. The Greens have concerns about a lack of
reporting of some performance areas, such as outpatient
waiting lists, clinic level dental data, maternity data and
so on. We also have concerns about the way some
things are measured or reported.
The Victorian Auditor-General in 2015 released a
rather scathing report about emergency service
response time reporting measures. He found that the
emergency response time measures do not provide
useful performance information; that targets for the
number of minutes to arrive are outdated and not based
on evidence; that measures are often narrowly defined
and exclude significant proportions of emergency
response activity; and also that data quality is not
assured in a number of instances — Victoria Police
does not measure its response times at all.
The Auditor-General also found that there was limited
public reporting of performance measures and that only
the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board
routinely reported the actual number of minutes it takes
to respond to urgent calls to the public. He found that a
focus on reporting only high-level statewide data also
means that there is very little understanding of how
performance varies across Victoria. I note that over the
past year the government has made some reforms in
what and how it reports datasets, and this has been a
step forward. The Greens hope that this legislation will
provide the next step in reform and improvements to
ensure meaningful reporting measures are regularly and
publicly published.
This bill provides a framework for transparency in three
areas: the release of data on response times for
Ambulance Victoria, the Country Fire Authority and
the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board;
statements of priorities by health for ambulance and
health services; and performance data for public health
services and denominational hospitals against the
performance indicators in their statements of priorities.
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Reporting on these areas already takes place today;
however, it has not been legislated, meaning a
government or a department could choose to withhold
information if it decides to at any time. This has
occurred in recent years on a number of occasions, so
the Greens very much welcome this bill in that respect.
The legislation allows that only in truly exceptional
circumstances can data reporting be delayed.
Having said that, this is framework legislation, meaning
that the majority of the performance measures that will
be publicly reported on will be set via regulation. It is
just in the past week that the government has actually
provided those regulations. The government has chosen
to include in the legislation a requirement for quarterly
reporting of 50th and 90th percentile response times by
municipal local government area. The Greens welcome
the reporting in this manner as it is a step up from
previous measures of within 15 minutes and average
response times. This is a more meaningful measure of
reporting as you can compare responses in minutes
across different parts of the state. But having said that,
there are some limits to this, as it does not reveal
specific information about outliers, and this can often
be important to identify problems in the system. It is
also welcome that the reporting is quarterly, as in some
cases only annual data has been available in the past.
The bill should also facilitate the standardisation of
recording and reporting details, which will help provide
meaningful information. The Greens’ concern is that
the legislation does not specify that reporting must
differentiate between different categories of call-outs,
as the lack of categorisation of data has been a problem
in the past. Separated data is important information that
helps us to understand the data more meaningfully. For
example, Ambulance Victoria now differentiates
between code 1 and code 2 call-outs for response times.
This is important as code 1 call-outs are often far more
critical and thus should be prioritised and have shorter
response times.
In relation to transparency in performance indicators,
this legislation provides for the Minister for Health to
issue a notice specifying which performance indicators
from each statement of priorities must be included in
the quarterly reports. The detail of what performance
measures the government plans to move ahead with and
publish are not totally clear at this stage, so the Greens
will have further questions of the government when we
go into committee of the whole.
In conclusion, the Greens will be supporting this bill. I
think at last it is a step in the right direction. We just
have to make sure that it is used properly.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to speak today on the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015. It is amazing that now in 2017,
all this time since the bill was introduced, we are
actually getting to debate it in this chamber. It is good
that we can now, although I make the reflection that
this bill does what is in effect already happening and
what was already happening in relation to the release of
data under the previous government. It is fair to say that
we do now have regular releases on specific dates,
which gives the government the capacity to plan and to
understand. More data has indeed been published, but
this bill is in effect legislating for something that is
already occurring. The bill seems to be more about the
effect rather than the impact and about the impression
created rather than its specific impact. Nonetheless we
will look at it on its merits.
I particularly want to focus on the aspects in relation to
the reporting of health data. As Mr Rich-Phillips
foreshadowed, the coalition has a number of
amendments it believes will improve the way data is
reported, which in turn will have a positive impact on
and benefit for the Victorian community and for health
and dental services.
I will just run through some of these details now. One
of our concerns with this bill is that it only relates to
health services and not to hospitals. There are actually
many, many hospitals that are excluded from this bill
which currently report extensive data. It is unclear to
me why they would not be included in this bill, because
this bill only defines a subset of what is actually
reported. Public hospitals such as Bass Coast Health,
Colac Area Health, the Gippsland and Southern Health
Service and Heathcote Heath et cetera report a lot of
data now but are excluded from this bill. This bill only
relates to 18 health services rather than to the full range
of public hospitals in Victoria that also report. We will
be seeking to remedy that so that the data is more
comprehensive by including schedule 1 in the Health
Services Act 1997 as well as the health services that are
currently listed under schedule 5, which is specified in
the act.
We also think that there are some opportunities here. In
talking extensively with the people in the sector in
relation to this, they want their data reported and they
want the information provided because they know that
transparency and information gives them the basis of an
argument for additional funding, for additional support
and for resources. It is a benchmark in terms of the
work that is being done, because some of that
information is currently hidden. Emergency
departments, for example, currently do release
information across the board, but with urgent care
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centres, many of which see many thousands of
Victorians each year, the government does not report
their data publicly. They provide that data to the
government. We will be seeking to expand the
information and transparency provisions to urgent care
centres as well as the emergency departments. Some of
these are large services, such as Benalla Health,
Castlemaine Health, Colac Area Health, Djerriwarrh
Health Services and the East Grampians Health
Service. These are big communities that have funded
urgent care centres, and we believe they should be
releasing that data and information.
The other thing about the information that is currently
released is that it only includes information in relation
to elective surgery that the government chooses. It was
only after pressure from the local member, the member
for South-West Coast in the Legislative Assembly,
myself and others to release the elective surgery waiting
lists from South West Healthcare and Albury Wodonga
Health that about three months ago the government
started reporting it for the first time. These health
services were conducting many, many elective
surgeries, and while the data had been collected for
some time, the information had not been reported. It
was that pressure that brought action. There was a
Herald Sun editorial at the time titled ‘PM unlocks the
future’, which stated:
The community is entitled to know the full extent of waiting
lists across the state. Not just from the hospitals the
government chooses to include.

Our amendments actually seek to ensure that all
hospitals that have two operating theatres or more must
report. That was a number I discussed in detail and
came to agreement on with the sector. One operating
theatre may or may not be used extensively, but
certainly if a hospital has got two operating theatres,
then it should be reporting that data. Interestingly some
hospitals that have two operating theatres do report that
data, such as the West Gippsland Healthcare Group, but
many that have two operating theatres do not. Some,
like Echuca Regional Health, which has three operating
theatres, do not currently report their data. We believe
that should be transparent to the community and it
should be provided.
I suppose this all goes to the point that there is an
extensive schedule in the amendments that are being
put that outlines the data to be captured. The point of
doing this is that the government’s bill, and even the
regulations that we saw just in the last couple of days,
define a much more limited set of data that is required
to be captured and required to be reported on. So we
have got a situation with this bill that, while claiming
transparency, does it for a limited number of hospitals
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on a limited number of measures, whereas what is
happening — and certainly what is coming through
from the hospitals and the health services — is a lot
more data and a lot more information. What we are
seeking to do with our amendments is put a line in the
sand and say, ‘The information that is provided now
should be the baseline of the information that is
provided in the future. If you are going to make a
commitment to transparency, make a commitment to
continue to report the data that you currently report’.
That does not stop the government from seeking
additional measures and adding them in, but what we
say is, ‘Don’t go backwards. I am sorry, but we are not
going to rely on the fact that you report them now. We
want this requirement with this legislation to set that
benchmark, that line in the sand of what is reported
now as the base measure for what goes forward into the
future’. On top of this we are adding some additional
groups to report that we think — and certainly from
advice that the hospitals and the healthcare services
have provided they also think — would be valuable
additions to expand the nature of the groups that report,
and potentially over time measures that are reported on
as well, which brings me to dental services.
Dental services have exceptionally limited reporting
under the government’s current measures. Interestingly
just in January some additional measures were added
under the dental tab on the Victorian Health Services
Performance website, including some of those that we
had been canvassing and supporting and were planning
to put as amendments when this bill could have been
debated six or nine months ago. However, that is good
to see — it is good that they are added in — but there is
still further to go. There are additional measures that
should be reported on in data that dental services
provide to the government that are not transparent, but
the important thing is that at the moment dental health
services are reported as one single number.
What we know is that there are many health services,
including many community health organisations, that
provide dental health services across the state, and they
are all funded individually. Sometimes they have
multiple clinics, but they are all funded through the
dental hospital to provide these important dental
services.
I just want to quote from a letter from the Australian
Dental Association Victorian Branch (ADAVB) in
relation to the amendments. This is from a letter that
went to many back in May last year when we were
working on these amendments:
We are committed to promoting the oral health of all
Victorians and the professional lives of our members. I am
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writing to you to raise our concerns about a lack of
transparency and accountability in the reporting of
performance in Victoria’s public dental sector. The
Transparency in Government Bill offers an important
opportunity to address some of these concerns.
We understand that amendments to the Transparency in
Government Bill will be proposed by the opposition, which
will seek to improve the transparency and accountability of
public dental services. We are strongly supportive of these
measures and we urge you to consider supporting these
amendments also.

Gary Pearson, the ADAVB chief executive, then went
on to say:
The prime example of how this problem impacts transparency
and accountability —

that is, not reporting on the individual services —
is that patient waiting time to access public dental care is
reported as a statewide average, but in reality, there is no such
thing as a statewide waiting list, and people seeking public
dental care are placed on a waiting list at their local clinic.
The statewide average waiting time could therefore mask
large variations in waiting times between different
providers …
…
Given that individual public hospitals are required to report
on patient waiting times for a variety of medical services, the
public may well ask why providers of public dental care are
exempt from this responsibility.

It is very strong support for reporting at a more detailed
level for our dental services so that people can make
active choices in relation to where they access dental
care. It is fair to say that there has not been the focus on
dental care that is needed, and this will help to shine a
light on that issue. I think the recent Auditor-General’s
report on dental services was shocking to many in
relation to some of the waiting times and the impact on
dental health in this state.
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service response times from March 2015 —
recommendation 4:
That the Department of Health and Human Services’ and the
Department of Justice and Regulation’s public reporting of
response time measures clearly attribute accountability for
each phase of emergency response, including call-taking time
involving the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority.

We do not have an amendment on this, but I am
foreshadowing a question to the minister at the table
about the implementation of this recommendation from
the Auditor-General which will give further
transparency and shine light on the performance of both
the Emergency Services Telecommunications
Authority and Ambulance Victoria rather than it being
lumped into one separate process.
There are a number of other amendments that we are
putting forward. Mr Rich-Phillips has gone through in
detail some of those, which basically once again help
this data to be usable and accessible for health services,
for the Victorian community and for researchers to
have confidence in the data and to be able to then
manipulate and use the data, such as in a
machine-readable format so that it can be examined in
detail and calculations can be made as a result of it.
What we are putting forward, I think, in addition to this
government bill is trying to make this government bill
real. How do we take a bill which is more about show
than substance and actually put a line in the sand about
what is currently happening? How do we take the
information that is currently provided and put that as
the benchmark for information being provided to those
key performance indicators into the future? How do we
make sure that we have got the historical data so we can
compare performance over time — that is, not just
within governments but across governments, as we all
know happens?

Ambulance Victoria (AV) is another area where we
will be seeking to clarify and put a line in the sand of
what is currently reported continuing to be reported into
the future. I commend the government for their new
measures for Ambulance Victoria, which are now also
on the Victorian Health Services Performance website
but also reported by AV on their website, where they
break code 1 down into priority 0 and priority 1. That is
a reflection of some of the recommendations that have
been previously made by auditors-general and others of
prioritising within code 1 to ‘life-threatening’ and
‘lights and sirens but not necessarily a life-threatening
response’.

While this is not a perfect process, we believe it is a
process that will enhance the information that is
available to the community to make choices. Such a
thing as the publication of the specialist clinic report —
something that started under the previous government
but has actually gained momentum and regularity under
this government — is actually now a tool for patients to
make choices about where they go for specialist clinics
based on the wait time to get those appointments. That
is great information in the hands of the consumer, who
can make positive choices about the healthcare services
that they access.

But the Auditor-General’s report also did
recommend — and I am looking at the emergency

I believe that providing additional information, as
would be required by these amendments — so that
people know what is happening in the emergency
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departments in their urgent care centres; so that they
know what is happening in the elective surgery waiting
times of their smaller hospitals, not just the major ones;
and so they know how Ambulance Victoria’s response
times are going, not just by local government area but
also by urban centre locality, which these amendments
would require to continue — would allow Victorians to
make choices in relation to the public health services
that they access and allow us to advocate and the
community to advocate for investment and
improvement in services over time based on genuine
comparable data.
I commend the bill and I particularly commend the
amendments to the house.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also wish to speak briefly on the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015 and commend the amendments
to the house. Certainly for me transparency and
accountability of government has always been a very
significant priority. Notwithstanding other policy
differences, I think it is probably one of the things that
the Greens and members of the opposition have
shared — that is, the issue of process, accountability
and integrity.
I certainly hope the Greens are also considering
supporting the amendments, because not to do so would
actually make the government less transparent. I note,
as has been mentioned by Ms Wooldridge, that it has
taken a long time for this bill to come back to the house.
Part of that delay was because the minister responsible
for the integrity regimes was not prepared to be
transparent, notwithstanding the resolution of this
house. I think that is incredibly ironic. That is why I
referred to it earlier in my interjection as a black
comedy.
There have been so many examples where the
government, notwithstanding what they said in
opposition, have not just been short in their
undertakings and the issues they pursued in opposition
but have actually been contrary and have gone in the
opposite direction. We saw, for example, through the
reform of the budget papers a reconfiguration of
various output measures. It is a total debacle where you
cannot compare outputs from previous years to current
outputs. It is impossible for any diligent member of
Parliament or member of the public to apply
comparisons from one year to the next. It is the oldest
trick in the book: you change the measures, you change
the goal posts, and the government and successive
governments therefore become less accountable and
less transparent.
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I would really like to see this state and every state come
to a position where there are standardised forms of
reporting, and that includes the budget papers, from one
year to the next and from one government to the next so
indeed the public, who are footing the bill, have an
opportunity to scrutinise what they are actually getting
back in return. The importance of transparency can
never be understated in a democracy. If it is consistent,
if it is well designed, if the data and information are not
manipulated or politically massaged and if they are not
withheld, it allows for a measurement of performance
and allows therefore for the appropriate allocation of
resources.
I pretty much go to all the Auditor-General’s briefings,
and it is good to see that there are some regular
attendees there. A frequent and commonly made
criticism of not just this Auditor-General but also
previous auditors-general is the need to improve
measures of output so they are linked to the resources
that are directed to those measures rather than just
activities — an activity does not measure whether
something has been successful or not — and that is
systemic. That does not allow for an appropriate
allocation of resources, so a lot of work needs to be
done on that. It is good to see the office of the
Auditor-General focused on that, but again reform takes
a long time to embed and to change a culture.
Transparency also helps to demonstrate whether
decisions which impact upon public finances have
given taxpayers value for money. It helps to
demonstrate the rationale of a policy or spend relevant
to the government and the public sector plans and
strategies to meet the desired objectives. There is
nothing more important to the workings and operations
of government than transparency and the mechanism by
which that is achieved.
Concern around the lack of standardisation in this
particular bill, I think, shows that indeed its name is a
little bit of a misnomer. To embed in this legislation the
need to report on a narrower set of data to a more
limited number of agencies and organisations quite
clearly shows that it is a black comedy; it is a farce. It is
actually going to deliver less transparency. In principle
we support transparency, the Greens support
transparency — they are optimistic — but I think
without the amendments we would not be delivering
that. I would certainly urge the house to support those
amendments.
This particular legislation establishes a quarterly
reporting system of response time data for ambulance
services, the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services
Board, and the Country Fire Authority; the publication
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of statements of priorities for ambulance services,
public health services and, in certain areas,
denominational hospitals; and quarterly reporting of
performance against indicators relevant to published
statements of priorities. Ms Wooldridge was very
persuasive in outlining her concerns about the lack of
standardisation. Mr Gordon Rich-Phillips was
concerned about the opportunity for ministerial
intervention to prevent the publication of data for a
sustained period of time. Often they are in critically and
politically important times when data can be massaged
or can be withheld. That indeed is a problem.
This government has not really had a good track record
to date. We are only two years into their term, and what
they have demonstrated is a consistent lack of
commitment to transparency. The attempt to nobble the
Ombudsman on the investigation of the rorting of our
electorate office budgets and taking it to court after
court is an example of a lack of commitment to
transparency by trying to nobble one of its own
important integrity agencies. The questions on notice
that we submit day in and day out come back virtually
roneoed. They are clearly organised and orchestrated
responses showing cross-departmental collusion. They
are roneoed with a standard use of terms. It shows that
this government has no commitment to being
transparent when it comes to this chamber on questions
on notice.
The suspension of Mr Jennings from this house for
flouting the resolution of the house and then
withholding all legislation that is relevant to him and
preventing other ministers from answering questions
until he was returned shows a lack of commitment to
transparency. In many instances, whilst on a personal
level Mr Jennings can be incredibly persuasive, his
track record as the Special Minister of State and as a
minister responsible for all of those integrity regimes
shows that his government has been very short of the
mark and has shown a lack of commitment to
transparency in government. That was something which
was a plank of their commitments in opposition.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Supervision) Act. Implementation of those
recommendations has been delayed by your
government. Is the government satisfied that, as the act
stands today, the Victorian community is adequately
protected from this cohort of most serious offenders?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I
understand that Mr O’Donohue did receive a briefing
from my office in relation to this matter and other
matters during the Christmas break. That is my
understanding. Regardless of that, we have put in an
enormous amount of resources, as you well know, in
respect of the monitoring and the checking of activities
around serious sex offenders. This was the intention of
the legislation. We believe that we are meeting all of
the commitments that we have provided to the public,
and as I also — —
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr O’Donohue, you
have developed a rather annoying habit of asking
questions and then interjecting on the minister
persistently. You have asked a question. The minister is
providing an answer. We do not need continued
heckling.
Ms TIERNEY — When the member asked this
question prior to Christmas my answer was that we will
be introducing legislation this year. He is aware of that,
and that work has been undertaken and is very well
progressed. I look forward to introducing that in the
house.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
supplementary question is: Minister, can you guarantee
the government will pursue every possible legal avenue
to ensure that notorious sex offender Robin Fletcher
remains subject to a supervision order and is not
allowed to live in our local community without any
oversight?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — Is this
the case that was before the Supreme Court yesterday,
Mr O’Donohue?

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Honourable members interjecting.

Serious sex offenders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections as the
minister responsible for the Serious Sex Offenders
(Detention and Supervision) Act 2009. Minister, the
Harper review made 35 recommendations. Many relate
to that act, the Serious Sex Offenders (Detention and

Ms TIERNEY — It is my understanding that the
matter was before the court yesterday. The court has
determined that the offender is to return to the
community. However, as I understand it, there is a stay
and at the moment the secretary of the department is
seeking urgent legal information. It will be the decision
of the secretary of the department that determines what
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the next step is. You know that. That is the proper
process, and that is what the act requires.

Serious sex offenders
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister,
following the shocking murder of Masa Vukotic nearly
two years ago the government commissioned the
Harper review. That review was handed to government
in November 2015, or 15 months ago.
Recommendation 32 of Harper calls for the
establishment of a new facility for violent and sex
offenders, including those with an intellectual or
cognitive disability. Minister, it is 15 months since the
review was handed to you. Where will this facility be
located?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — I do
appreciate the question posed by Mr O’Donohue. This
has been an issue that Corrections Victoria and others
have been working on for some time. I can advise you
that a lot of work has been done and that there will be
further discussions. There will be a decision and an
announcement; that is imminent.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I note the
minister’s answer that a decision and an announcement
about this are imminent. Minister, we have witnessed
over the past seven days a completely and utterly
shambolic and embarrassing performance from your
colleague the Minister for Families and Children in
dumping a youth prison in Werribee South without any
community consultation beforehand. Minister, can you
guarantee that local government, community and
relevant stakeholders will be consulted about your
imminent announcement and briefed on the facility
prior to the announcement of the location to ensure no
surprises occur, as we have seen with Werribee South?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — This
government values consultation with the local
community. Given that this is not a new issue and
people are well aware that we have been working on
this issue for some time, of course there have been a
number of discussions and consultations with
stakeholders around a number of locations. I am
confident going forward that there will be further
consultations that will support the location of the new
facility.
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Corrections system
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Corrections. Minister, the
chaos and dysfunction in the prison system continues,
with reports of fights between rival bikie gangs
requiring the calling of ambulances and the subsequent
hospitalisation of some prisoners at Port Phillip Prison,
who were rendered unconscious after reportedly being
bludgeoned with a pool ball following a mix-up in
releasing the wrong prisoners from their cells. Last
month a prisoner at Port Phillip was stabbed in the
neck, which required hospitalisation, and at the
Dhurringile Prison two prisoners were hospitalised
following a fight. Minister, the report on government
services also detailed the rate of assaults in prisons
jumping from 12.24 per 100 prisoners in 2014–15 to
16.14 per 100 prisoners in 2015–16. Minister, when is
this violence, lawlessness, calling of ambulances and
constant prisoner hospitalisation going to be brought
under control?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — The
fact of the matter is that no-one appreciates or wants
injuries in the prison system, whether they be prisoner
on staff or prisoner on prisoner. It is just not acceptable.
That is why we have particular benchmarks in the
contracts that we have with the Port Phillip Prison,
unlike your government when it was in power. Your
government had a contract that had clauses that you
could actually put bullets through. It was very lax.
What we have now are a series of measures within the
new contract that make it clear that these sorts of
behaviours are not acceptable. Indeed the prisons are
penalised as a result of not meeting the targets that are
prescribed in the contract, unlike the shoddy contract
that you had operating.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Minister,
how many times in 2016 did Ambulance Victoria
attend Victorian correctional facilities, and what was
the cost charged by Ambulance Victoria to Corrections
Victoria of the constant prisoner hospitalisation?
The PRESIDENT — Order! That supplementary
question is totally different to the substantive question.
The reference to ambulances in the substantive question
is part of a range of comments that are made, and I still
do not believe that this very specific question actually
follows on from the substantive question. I will give the
member a chance to rephrase.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Thank you, President.
Minister, given the amount of violence and the
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requirement for hospitalisation and external medical
assistance, including ambulance call-outs, can you
provide, on notice if need be, how many times in 2016
Ambulance Victoria attended Victorian correctional
facilities?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) — Yes. I
refute the proposition, but of course that level of detail I
do not have on me. I am more than happy to see
whether that can be made available through taking it on
notice.

Heyfield timber mill
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Agriculture. In relation to the
650 employees at the Alcoa Portland smelter, the
Premier said:
We promised Portland workers we would leave no stone
unturned in our efforts to keep the smelter open …

Will the government now make the same promise to the
250 workers at the Australian Sustainable Hardwoods
(ASH) mill in Heyfield?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I think
Ms Bath for her question and her interest in the work
that our government does not only to create jobs in
regional Victoria but to protect those in circumstances
where there are pressures on individual companies. We
are very proud of the outcome at Alcoa in Portland. I
know this is something that Mr Purcell has a great
interest in, and of course perhaps all members for
western Victoria have had many conversations with
Ms Tierney and Mr Purcell about this.
In relation to ASH, as Ms Bath absolutely knows, the
government is currently engaged in discussions with
them about both timber supply and their desire to make
some investments and modifications to their business to
put that business on a more sustainable footing than is
currently the case. Those discussions are occurring.
There have been discussions between VicForests and
the company in relation to available timber supply and
matters of contract negotiations. It is not appropriate for
me to get into further detail about that, but I can assure
Ms Bath that there were meetings and discussions to
further all of these issues this week on Monday, and
there will be again tomorrow.
Supplementary question
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the minister
for her response. The Heyfield mill faces closure
because of the Victorian government’s failure to
provide long-term timber supply. Will the government
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now secure those 250 Heyfield jobs by providing
certainty of supply?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — As
Ms Shing well knows — she has been very engaged in
this issue — it was the members for Warrandyte and
Malvern in the Legislative Assembly who between
them contributed to this problem. The member for
Warrandyte put in place a regime to establish special
protection zones around each Leadbeater’s possum
sighting, which has constrained the resource. The
member for Malvern — goodness knows how big the
pile of things he left on his desk was — —
Ms Shing — He did a side letter — he did a side
letter for east–west link.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, he had time to do that dirty,
dodgy side letter on east–west, but he certainly did not
have time or perhaps did not actually have the
inclination to provide the sign-off on the contracts that
the former government claimed that they were offering
to this business.
As I said, these are delicate issues. We understand
absolutely the importance of these jobs to the Heyfield
community and to the families that are affected, and we
will do everything within our power to ensure that this
business is on a more secure footing than it is now. It
needs to have a viable business model, and we are
working around the clock on these matters.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I want to congratulate
Mr Dalidakis for not entering into the fracas.

Child protection
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Minister, I refer to the latest category 1 incident
reporting for child protection for quarter 2, December
2016. Of the 213 assaults reported, how many were
sexual assaults or exploitation of children living in
residential care?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. I
make the point to the member that the data that in fact
she is referring to is data that our government has been
very transparent in making available. We have provided
publication of quarterly data about serious incidents on
the department’s website for the first time — something
the previous government did not do — and in addition
to this we have also legislated for the Commission for
Children and Young People to receive all category 1
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incident reports both for child protection out-of-home
care as well as for youth justice matters.
I make the point also that it is very important that we
have these oversight bodies that exist in relation to
these matters and how disappointed I am that the
member has publicly criticised an independent statutory
officer in a deplorable way — just yesterday — and this
is now the second time she has done this, attacking an
independent statutory officer in this state, despite the
very important role that she performs in producing
reports that can create a great deal of discomfort for our
government as well as other governments. It is very
disappointing that the member has engaged in what I
regard as just really grubby politics.
What I can say to the member is that I do not have the
data that the member is seeking in front of me. I am
happy to provide her with a written response in relation
to what data might be available. I can say to her that we
as a government have been working incredibly hard
over the last two years to improve the safety and the
security of children in our child protection and
out-of-home care system. We have put in place
numerous additional safety measures to enhance their
safety, from additional staff dedicated to the issues of
sexual exploitation, working with all of our child
protection staff and the community sector around this
very serious issue, to additional funding and staffing for
our residential care units to improve the security and the
supervision of those young people. We have put in
place the Roadmap for Reform, which will actually see
a complete transformation of what residential care
looks like into the future. All of those measures of
course were not undertaken by the previous
government. We do take our responsibilities very
seriously about enhancing — —
Ms Lovell interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Lovell, for one,
we do not use first names across the chamber.
Secondly, I have heard enough. The minister to
continue, without assistance.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point that I am making is
that we are working incredibly hard to improve safety.
New protocols have also been put in place with Victoria
Police. There is now a pilot that Victoria Police is
working on with the Department of Health and Human
Services around improved safety responses to these
issues in terms of children in residential care, so we
have got a range of measures that we are putting in
place to address these issues. Some of these matters
relate to recommendations that were made by the
Commission for Children and Young People. In fact we
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as a government are acting on those recommendations,
but we have gone way beyond that in terms of
reforming residential care.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Minister, recent annual statistics detail incidents
relating to ‘behaviour — sexual exploitation’ increased
from 162 incidents in 2014–15 to 412 incidents in
2015–16. What advice have you received as to the
reason why the number of sexual assaults of children
living in residential care has increased by 154 per cent
under your watch, and have you received any
departmental advice that 2016–17 has increased even
further?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Firstly, on a procedural matter, President,
the member is very fond of wrapping up multiple
questions in her questions, as she has done in the past.
What I can say to the member is that I am in constant
dialogue with my department about how we can
improve the safety and security of children in
out-of-home care. I take this responsibility very
seriously. This is why we have gone about reforming
what residential care will look like into the future. We
have also mandated minimum qualifications for
residential care staff, which is something that we are
going to be rolling out this year through enhanced
training. None of these measures happened under those
opposite, under Ms Wooldridge when she was the
minister. We have got improved reporting —
something that the member should in fact welcome. We
want to have the community sector reporting these
issues, but most importantly we are working with them
to minimise these instances from occurring.

Youth justice centres
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, on Sunday at the Parkville youth
justice centre young offender rioters got onto the roof,
causing mayhem again, and last night a young offender
went on an assault rampage against other offenders
because he was denied bail. Minister, can you update
the house about these two incidents at Parkville this
week and how they have been able to occur?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank the member for her question. The
point that I make to the member is that we as a
government are putting in place a wideranging suite of
measures to improve our youth justice system and
particularly to improve the safety of both the staff and
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the young offenders who live in this accommodation. I
know that the member comes in here constantly with a
rosy-eyed view of what happened during the previous
government’s time, but she just needs to look at the Age
today in relation to a very serious matter that is
currently before the courts which details — in very
horrific detail — incidents that occurred back in 2011,
2012 and 2013, when Mary Wooldridge was the
minister.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President,
the question from Ms Crozier was about incidents in
recent days, not about incidents in 2011, 2012 or any
other time frame. It was very specific, and I would ask
that you bring the minister back to the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister does
have 3 minutes more to make this answer. She is
entitled to provide some context. I am listening to make
sure that she does not start to debate the matter as such,
but the context is okay. She has further time to actually
get to the question in regard to those incidents that were
the subject of the question, those incidents being in the
past week.
Ms MIKAKOS — As I said, we are putting in place
a range of measures because we do take the safety of
the community, staff and young offenders very
seriously. These measures go to obviously addressing
infrastructure issues — something that those opposite
failed to do. We are going to build a new high-security
youth justice facility — something that those opposite
failed to act on in an Ombudsman’s report. Mary
Wooldridge opposite shelved a master plan, yet she has
the temerity to want to vote in a no-confidence motion
against me — this is someone who shelved a master
plan for the redevelopment of the Parkville facility.
We are addressing staffing issues; we have been
recruiting more staff — 41 new custodial staff. We
have had Corrections Victoria staff come into our youth
justice facilities now who have the equipment, the
expertise and the training to be able to respond to the
challenging behaviour we are seeing in our youth
justice facilities. We are also going to put in place
legislative measures to respond accordingly to these
types of situations, and you will be seeing the
legislation very soon. We have got a range of measures.
Of course we have announced a machinery of
government change that will be starting on 3 April.
That will see our youth justice system move across to
the Department of Justice and Regulation. We have got
a very detailed response as a government to these
issues.
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Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President —
Ms Mikakos, you might throw your hands in the air, but
I ask the President to draw you back to the question. It
is very specific, and I ask you to just answer the
question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Mikakos, I think I
have heard enough context. I have also heard sufficient
debate and I have also heard about the investment in
staff resources on a number of occasions now, so I am
satisfied that is happening, but what I would like to
know is the answer to Ms Crozier’s question.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you very much,
President. I can assure you I will be informing this
house for the next two years about those investments
and the measures that this government is making to
improve our youth justice system. What I can say to the
member is: in relation to any specific incident, these
incidents are responded to appropriately by staff and by
management in relation to these particular issues.
Ms Crozier refers to incident reporting data; she knows
full well that is the system Mary Wooldridge
introduced.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — It is the reporting system Mary
Wooldridge introduced, and you have the temerity to
criticise your colleague’s system. That is why we are
reforming your system — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Ms Lovell
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Lovell, I invite
you to go and have a cup of tea; 15 minutes.
Ms Lovell withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Youth justice centres
Questions resumed.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — It is good to see Ms Snoozy is on her way
out.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, whilst the
word in itself was not offensive, it was uncalled for in
those circumstances, and particularly when I have taken
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action against a member I do not appreciate that sort of
commentary. As I said, the word itself is not offensive,
but I still seek a withdrawal of that statement.

youth justice system’, which might well have then
allowed the supplementary question to stand. I give the
member a chance to rephrase.

Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. I
withdraw the term ‘Ms Snoozy’.

Ms CROZIER — In addition to the riot and
assaults at Parkville this week, CFA have been called to
other youth justice facilities in Victoria. Minister, you
stood by the Premier as he announced the problem days
were over but the riots, assaults and fires have
continued over the past five days since that
announcement. What exactly has changed in youth
justice as a result of that announcement?

The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.
Do you wish to complete the answer?
Ms MIKAKOS — So we are in fact reforming the
incident reporting system introduced by
Ms Wooldridge to better capture the seriousness of
offences and to improve transparency and
accountability in relation to these issues. In relation to
the specifics that the member is asking for, I am happy
to provide her with a written response.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) —
Minister, in addition to the riot and assaults at Parkville
this week, on Sunday night five Country Fire Authority
(CFA) trucks were called to Malmsbury, and then
24 hours later a further two CFA trucks raced to
Malmsbury. Minister, you stood by the Premier as he
announced the problem days were over, but the riots,
assaults and fires have continued over the past five days
since that announcement. What exactly has changed in
youth justice as a result of that announcement?
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is the
supplementary question; correct? And the first question
was about Parkville?
Ms CROZIER — Yes, Parkville, and the second is
in addition to the issues that are happening at — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is my view that this
is very tenuous in terms of any connection between the
supplementary question and the substantive question.
Whilst in the supplementary question the member has
referred to it by saying ‘in addition to the riot and
assaults at Parkville this week’ but then has gone on to
another matter, that is a fairly broad catch-all. The point
is that the substantive question was very specific and
the supplementary question is quite different because it
involves an entirely different facility.
Ms Wooldridge puts it to me that it is all about the
youth justice system as a whole, but that was not really
what was put as a proposition in the substantive
question. The substantive question was very specific
about incidents in the past week, and it did not draw in
that proposition of ‘There are problems in the whole

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I do think that it was a very tenuous link to
the first question, but nevertheless, we have made, as I
have explained, a number of significant investments to
infrastructure and staff and we have also brought in
corrections staff with the expertise and the equipment
and training to be able to respond to these issues.
Can I make the point to the member that the previous
government in fact commissioned three so-called
secure units at Malmsbury on an open site and did not
have regard for the staffing issues that would need to be
addressed but also the implications for the local CFA in
that community as well. I want to reassure the
community at Malmsbury that we as a government are
going to take steps to address the security inadequacies
there. We had an escape in 2014; Mary Wooldridge did
nothing about it. We are going to take steps on these
issues to reassure the Malmsbury community and the
wider Victorian community about their safety.

Aboriginal children and young people
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Families and
Children. Recommendation 145 of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence states that within
two years of the release of the report the Victorian
government would work in partnership with Aboriginal
communities to develop a statewide strategic response
to improving the lives of vulnerable Aboriginal children
and young people. Will the government develop this
strategy in the true spirit of self-determination through
genuine consultation with Aboriginal communities, not
just agencies?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Thank you very much to Ms Springle for
a very welcome question, because I can assure her that
our government is doing enormous work to address the
over-representation of Aboriginal children in child
protection and out-of-home care, having established,
for the first time, quarterly Aboriginal children’s
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forums, which are predicated on self-determination,
which allows me as co-chair, together with a CEO of an
Aboriginal community organisation, to engage in
conversations with the sector, with Aboriginal
community organisations and with other agencies who
are present to develop effective strategies.
In fact we have already begun the work to develop a
dedicated Aboriginal children’s strategy in response to
these issues, and already we have done an enormous
amount of work in respect of these issues. From the
budget last year there was $16.5 million more funding
for Aboriginal kinship carers and Aboriginal foster
carers and the first funding boost in a decade to the
Aboriginal Child Specialist Advice and Support Service
run by the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
(VACCA), which is a service that has to be consulted
before any Aboriginal child gets placed into
out-of-home care.
We have taken enormous steps in terms of additional
investment, responding to the Taskforce 1000 report
that has come to the Parliament just recently in the form
of a report from the commissioner for Aboriginal
children and young people but also the work that
Andrew Jackomos started on this much earlier on. We
provided funding to assist him in that work in our first
budget.
We have had $880 000 for a transition team to work
with Aboriginal community organisations to transfer
resources and targets to Aboriginal children in
out-of-home care from mainstream organisations;
$500 000 for improved access to targeted care packages
for Aboriginal children; funding for a return to country
program — $340 000 for that program to keep
Aboriginal children connected to their culture; and
$220 000 to provide support for Aboriginal children
leaving care.
The other thing that I would like to mention, which is a
very significant reform, relates to the implementation of
section 18, because we as a government in our first year
brought legislation to this Parliament to make
self-determination a reality for Aboriginal children. We
have ensured that under Victorian legislation we are
now the first state that allows the legal guardianship to
transfer from the secretary of my department to the
CEO of an Aboriginal community organisation in
relation to Aboriginal children. This is something that is
being implemented now. VACCA is part of that. There
is another pilot that the Bendigo and District Aboriginal
Co-operative in Bendigo are doing as well. This is
going to see a very different approach to how we
support Aboriginal children going into the future.
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Ms Springle — On a point of order, President, I
asked specifically about whether Aboriginal
communities would be consulted in the formulation of
the statewide strategic response in the
recommendations for family violence, not agencies.
Ms MIKAKOS — If I can conclude, I believe that I
addressed this issue about 3 minutes ago right at the
outset of my answer, where I talked about how we are
developing this Aboriginal children’s strategy. The
work is underway. The Aboriginal children’s forum is
meeting very soon — from recollection, in the next
couple of weeks — where we are going to have a
discussion about this issue and the form the
consultation is going to take. But the commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people, Mr Jackomos,
as well as the Aboriginal community organisations are
going to be at the forefront of working with me and
working with government around the development of
this strategy.
We are as a government absolutely committed to
reducing the over-representation of Aboriginal children
in child protection and out-of-home care, and that also
goes to much earlier support through early intervention
and prevention strategies. We are developing a
dedicated Aboriginal maternal child health service as
we speak in consultation with Aboriginal community
organisations.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Thank you, Minister.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for her answer. Given the
government is into its second year since the
recommendations of the royal commission were
released, how does the minister propose to meet this
recommendation and finalise it within the time frame
left?
Mr Jennings — The first year is not even finished.
We have not even finished the first year.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Thank you very much. As Mr Jennings is
reminding me, the first year since we received that
royal commission report has not even concluded yet,
yet there is enormous work happening across
government to implement those recommendations. The
one-year anniversary, Ms Springle, is actually March,
since we received that report. We are absolutely
committed to working with Aboriginal organisations
and the Aboriginal community around these issues.
They were very closely involved in the formulation of
our government’s 10-year family violence plan, and
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they will continue to be intimately involved as we roll
out our family violence reforms more broadly and
specifically in relation to reducing the number of
Aboriginal children in child protection and out-of-home
care.

Blue Vein logging coupe
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Agriculture. Has the minister
requested that VicForests undertake an extensive
survey of Leadbeater’s possum habitat even though
logging has commenced at the Blue Vein coupe, given
the proximity of Leadbeater’s possum sightings in the
area, which is adjacent to the 350-year-old,
76-metre-high, 15.7-metre-girth Ada Tree, which is one
of the largest living things in the world, is visited by
thousands of people and is a major tourist attraction in
Yarra Ranges and Baw Baw?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — I
thank Ms Dunn for her question and her interest in the
activity in a specific coupe. Ms Dunn does like to get to
a tree-by-tree level of detail on these questions, so I will
provide Ms Dunn with a written response to this very
specific question about the very specific piece of land
that she is asking about.
Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
supplementary question is: will the logs from the Blue
Vein coupe be graded appropriately, or will
VicForests’s contractors continue the fraudulent
practice of purposely misgrading sawlogs as pulp and
selling them to foreign-owned Australian Paper?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture) — Oh,
my goodness me. Where to begin? It is a variation on a
theme that we have discussed in every question time
this week. Ms Dunn likes to use question time to
express her opinions about VicForests. I will respond
by saying that I have certainly always found VicForests
to be very professional in their dealings and very
conscientious in their management of contracts and
contractors, and I see no reason for that to change.
Ms Dunn often comes in here making claims that lack
substantiation, and I have no reason to believe that this
is any different.
As for her slur on Australian Paper and their Japanese
ownership, I just simply say that the government is not
in the business of disparaging international companies
that wish to invest in Victoria and create jobs in
Victoria, so I will not be buying into that either.
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Youth justice centres
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — My question is for the Minister for
Youth Affairs, Minister Mikakos, and relates to the
design of the proposed youth justice facility in
Werribee South. I am not going to argue today about
where this facility should be placed. My priority is the
youth who will be accommodated in a new facility,
wherever it may be built. Minister, you have previously
described this facility as being purpose built. Building a
new facility is an opportunity to emulate best practice
models, many of which exist throughout the world, so I
would like to ask: what will the philosophy behind the
design be, and when will the designs and plans be open
to public submissions so that experts in this area may
provide specialist advice to the government about the
new facility’s design? I ask this because I think we need
to get this new design right for the good of the youth,
the staff and the community.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) —
Thank you very much to Dr Carling-Jenkins for her
question. I certainly agree with her that we do need to
get this design right. The point that I make is, firstly,
that we have already received advice from former Chief
Commissioner of Police Neil Comrie around security
imperatives. As I said to the house earlier this week, we
have accepted all of his recommendations, including his
finding, firstly, that Parkville is not appropriate to
continue to be used as a youth justice facility into the
long term and his recommendation to government that
we need a new facility at a greenfield site. We have
done that in the announcement that we made of our
preferred location on Monday, being Werribee South,
and we have taken on board the need to make sure that
this is going to be a high-security facility. I think that is
going to be a reassurance to that local community and
the wider Victorian community about their safety.
But I agree with the member that we obviously need to
ensure that the design of the facility internally in terms
of its configuration is appropriate in terms of security
imperatives — and there will be some non-negotiables
in terms of security issues, taking on board Neil
Comrie’s advice — and that the services provided are
adequate going into the future.
The point that I make is that experts Penny Armytage
and Professor James Ogloff are conducting a review for
me — it started late last year and is ongoing — that will
go to the operating model of what this facility and our
youth justice system will look like into the future. That
is important work, and that has involved consultation
with various community sector organisations as well as
law enforcement agencies and others. The work that
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they have done has already influenced the business case
and the investment that we as a government are
making.
They have identified the need for greater mental health
support in our youth justice facilities. This is why we
announced late last year extra funding for
10 psychologists to work with young offenders in
custody. That is why when we made the announcement
on Monday of the new facility, apart from saying that it
will have 224 beds we also announced that there will be
a 12-bed mental health unit within that facility. That is
going to be the first time a youth justice facility will
have dedicated mental health beds. There will be other
recommendations I am sure that will come from that
important review that will influence the design and the
types of services that will be offered in that particular
facility.
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security. All those other standards obviously will be
part of our design.
This is a very significant project for this state. It is a
significant piece of investment by our government to
build a fit-for-purpose facility. That is why we need to
work incredibly hard to make sure we get it right, both
from a security standpoint but also in terms of what the
design will look like, to make sure that the services
offered in this facility are appropriate and adequate as
well. So we are obviously going to take some time
during the course of this year to work through the
design issues and to talk to the community and to
experts about these issues. I look forward to briefing the
member in further detail about this particular project.
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But in terms of design more broadly I can assure the
member and the local community there that we will be
working very closely with them to engage them on the
design of this particular facility. Community sector and
youth justice sector stakeholders will also be closely
consulted. We need to obviously have a very careful
examination of what this particular facility is going to
look like because we do have to accept that there have
been shortcomings — many shortcomings — in the
past. We need to learn from that. We need to take on
board the advice of the experts. We are doing that, and
we have already done that in relation to the mental
health supports that we have put in place, and we will
continue to engage with the community and with
experts around the design.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) — I thank the minister for her answer,
which provides some assurance around the new facility.
I certainly know there are a number of experts in
Victoria whom I have spoken to who would be more
than willing to assist on the design process and look
forward to making their contribution.
Minister, by way of a supplementary I just wonder if
you could assure the chamber today that this new
facility will comply with UN standards on the
deprivation of liberty and the rights of the child.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs) — I
can assure the member that the design of this facility
will comply with all relevant standards — human rights
standards as well as all the other necessary standards —
whether they go to disability access, fire compliance or

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — The
government has provided four answers to questions on
notice today: 7718–19, 8945, 8983.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! In regard to today’s
questions, Mr O’Donohue’s second question to
Ms Tierney, both the substantive and the supplementary
questions, one day; Mr O’Donohue’s third question to
Ms Tierney, the supplementary question, one day;
Ms Crozier’s first question to Ms Mikakos, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
Ms Crozier’s second question to Ms Mikakos, the
substantive and supplementary questions, one day;
Ms Springle’s substantive question to Ms Mikakos, one
day; and Ms Dunn’s substantive question to
Ms Pulford, one day.
I have had raised with me as well by Ms Fitzherbert
concern about the answer that she received to a
question yesterday that I had sought a written response
on. The response from Minister Tierney was to the
effect that information could not be provided on that
question because she had been advised that it was
personal information.
Indeed Ms Fitzherbert sought statistics — numbers, no
personal information — by way of her question. What
that question sought was numbers, not any details that
would have been identifying details for an individual,
so I reinstate that question.
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, President, the
difficulty that I have is that this sets a precedent and my

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Thursday, 9 February 2017

COUNCIL

understanding has been that there has been a blanket
approach to this matter — that is, that you cannot
provide information that will potentially lead to the
identification of people who are on court orders. That is
the advice that I have received. It is very difficult when
people ask for locations and facilities — in this case it
was a rooming house — to provide information that
will not then lead to the identification of a person. That
is the dilemma. It is not a wilful wont, not wanting to
provide information; it is about the protection of the
individual’s privacy.
Ms Fitzherbert — On the point of order, President,
there are at any given time around 100 people who live
at the Gatwick. It often has a rapidly moving
population, and I do not believe that the information I
have asked for in any way threatens the privacy of any
of those individuals or would in any way enable anyone
to identify them.
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Thomson with office accommodation for her to
undertake her work. So in terms of providing that, I
have very specifically met the question as it was put to
me.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question that was
put actually sought a cost figure, not the arrangement
by which those costs might have been apportioned, so
therefore it is true that this question has not been
answered satisfactorily in my view. Nonetheless, I do
not have power to reinstate a question a second time.
Mr Ondarchie has two courses of action that I can
identify immediately: one of them is to take note of the
minister’s answer and seek to investigate that matter
further in this chamber; the other one is by way of
freedom of information.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Southern Metropolitan Region

The PRESIDENT — Order! I hear Ms Tierney’s
concern, and it is admirable that she wants to maintain a
position where people are accorded their rights under
the law. However, as I said, in considering the question
that was put and having regard to the information that
was sought, I still believe that that is not a situation that
would lead to the identification of individual people
who infringe, so I do reinstate the question.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
raise a matter with regard to a written response to a
question without notice I have received from the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade.
You graciously reinstated that question on Tuesday
with regard to the member for Footscray in the
Legislative Assembly, with her time in his department,
with her car, her parking, her travel and all the other
costs that she has in his department. I have now
received that response after two days of waiting. I have
to say it does not carry any way further the response I
had before. It simply says that costs are shared between
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and his
department. It does not outline the costs. He does say
the department does provide office accommodation for
the member for Footscray, but does not talk about costs
associated with that. Again he really has not answered
this question, despite me waiting for two days. It is
really not good enough, and I ask you to reinstate it.
Mr Dalidakis — On the point of order, President,
on Tuesday when you reinstated the question you
directed me to provide additional information, which is
what I have in fact done. That additional information
identifies that costs are indeed shared between the two
departments and that through my department my
department is providing the Honourable Marsha

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the minister responsible for the removal
of level crossings, the Minister for Public Transport, the
Honourable Jacinta Allan. On 29 December last year
Melbourne experienced a significant rainfall event,
which resulted in flooding in some suburbs across
Melbourne. One particular area was McKinnon in my
electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region and in the
Assembly electorate of Bentleigh. One particular street,
Glen Orme Avenue, was significantly impacted. Glen
Orme Avenue runs parallel to the rail line, where the
level crossing removal was undertaken in McKinnon.
During that flood experience a number of residents’
houses were severely flooded. Very large drains were
put into the road during the construction phase of the
level crossing. It is reported that a John Holland worker
accidentally poured concrete into the drain. My
question to the minister is: could she confirm that an
accidental pouring of concrete occurred into a drain
during the construction and removal of the McKinnon
level crossing?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Families and Children,
Ms Mikakos. I have been contacted by a number of sex
workers in my region and their sex worker
organisations because they are greatly concerned about
the $300 000 awarded to Project Respect to visit
licensed brothels — where Project Respect is not
welcome — to try to build relationships with family
violence organisations. This is an organisation that
believes that sex work itself is a form of violence and
which calls for the outlawing of sex work in Victoria,
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promoting what is known as the Swedish model — a
model that is opposed by groups such as Amnesty
International, the World Health Organisation and the
Australian Federation of AIDS organisations. In fact
Project Respect’s position increases stigma and
discrimination against sex workers, which is the cause
of violence. Submissions made to the Royal
Commission into Family Violence by sex workers and
sex worker organisations strongly opposed any funding
of Project Respect. My question is: why did the
minister so generously fund this organisation that is not
supported by sex workers or the industry?

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and it follows representations from
Ms Rebecca Paszkowski of Pakenham who has asked
for a review of the current Pakenham bus arrangements.
Much of the residential growth in Pakenham is to the
south of the Pakenham railway line and the Princes
Highway, but most of the schools are to the north or in
and around that Princes Highway location. There are
few if any direct north–south bus routes, which makes
it very circuitous for the residents of Pakenham,
particularly schoolchildren, to access the schools by
public transport. Indeed Ms Paszkowski advises that it
can take two buses and 50 minutes to go 5.5 kilometres
internally within Pakenham. Clearly this is an issue.
The question I have for the minister is: will she review
the current bus timetables and routes as they pertain to
Pakenham?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Major Projects, and it is
in regard to the Kew Residential Services development
agreement, about which I asked her a question last year.
The minister did respond to me, saying that Major
Projects Victoria (MPV) had agreed to an extension
with Kew Development Corporation until 27 April
2018, and the letter had been sent to them by MPV on
22 June. However, on the government’s contract
publishing system website, the sixth deed of variation
was not actually signed until 9 December, which was
six weeks after the expiration of the current contract on
27 October 2016. My question to the minister is: what
was the cause of the delay in signing the deed and will
that have any implications down the track?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
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in the other place, and it relates to the government’s
decision to permanently reduce the speed limit along
Bolton Street in Eltham to 50 kilometres per hour from
60 kilometres per hour. I ask: will the minister
reconsider his decision to lower the speed limit to
50 kilometres along this busy street and let it remain at
60 kilometres?
There was no formal announcement of this decision
that will affect nearly 20 000 traffic users a day. It was
merely announced on the VicRoads website that
option 1 had been decided as the preferred upgrade and,
along with this news, that the speed limit will be
reduced. As yet no time frame has been given. The
majority of residents who have contacted me have not
been in favour of the speed reduction move, labelling it
totally pointless, stupid, too slow and a potential
revenue raiser. They are at a loss to know how reducing
the speed will help with traffic flows. VicRoads
committed to providing an information session on the
final design, and I ask that they involve this issue in that
discussion and listen to residents’ views.

Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My question is for
the Minister for Health. I refer to the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (No Jab, No Play) Bill 2015,
which was implemented with concern as to the lack of
follow-up on the 16-week grace period. A parent of a
kinder-aged child in my electorate recently alerted me
to a serious loophole whereby commonwealth
healthcare card holders are exploiting the lack of
follow-up during and after the 16-week grace period.
My constituent is concerned that some anti-vaccine
campaigners are utilising this loophole to their
advantage. In expressing her concerns to the centre’s
staff and management, my constituent was advised,
‘All that can be done is for teachers to encourage the
family to get their child vaccinated’. In this instance
there are no consequences if the family does not attend
to these requirements. The child is still allowed to
attend the early learning centre while being
unvaccinated. My question to the minister is: how will
Labor remedy this serious loophole which is
contradictory to the principle of no jab, no play?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, the Honourable Luke Donnellan. The
Horsham bypass on the Western Highway has been
subject to much planning, consultation and debate
within the communities of the Horsham Rural City
Council. While a number of options for the Western
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Highway alignment have been canvassed, it seems
extraordinary that VicRoads would announce option D
to be implemented during the recess of local
government and before the local government elections
and the new council is elected.
Horsham Rural City Council was given an undertaking
that no such announcement would be made until a new
council is in place. Cr Grimble and CEO Peter Brown
have both said that option D does not satisfy the
outcomes the council and community were seeking in
terms of diverting heavy traffic away from west to
south, the preservation of the aerodrome precinct and
also the impact on farmland. So I ask the minister: will
he intervene in the decision for option D made by
VicRoads, which quite clearly neither the council nor
the community support?
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My constituency question is for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport and is in relation to the
proposal for grade separations on the Frankston line
involving sky rail. This chamber passed a resolution
calling for the project to be referred to the federal
department for it to be subjected to an environmental
impact statement process. Constituents are concerned
that they have heard nothing further on that. I certainly
have not heard anything further, and I am asking the
minister to inform me and my constituents as to
whether indeed this action has been taken as per the
motion and to report on the outcomes of such an
inquiry.
Sitting suspended 1.06 p.m. until 2.13 p.m.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for Jacinta Allan, the Minister
for Public Transport. It has been a number of weeks
since the grade separations involving the rail being
separated from the road on Mountain Highway and
Scoresby Road, Bayswater, were completed, but there
is still some work to be done in the coming months on a
car park at the train station and for some streetscaping
and so forth. The traders along those two particular
roads had a challenging time during the project, which
the government does not shy away from, and the
authority worked with the traders to try and promote
their businesses. The question I ask the minister is:
what is the authority planning to do to assist these
businesses further during the period of time when the
finishing works are underway but the roads themselves
have been reopened?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Families
and Children. Both you and the Treasurer, the member
for Werribee, in the Legislative Assembly, have
constantly claimed that your commitment to
consultation is rock solid. If that is so and given that
there was no consultation prior to the announcement of
the building of a youth jail in Werribee South, will the
minister put the project on hold until such time as
proper and full consultation can be held with Wyndham
council and the Wyndham community and until that
consultation is taken into consideration in deciding
upon a location for the prison?

TRANSPARENCY IN GOVERNMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Just before the break I was citing some evidence of this
government’s lack of commitment to transparency in
government, which this bill goes to. This morning’s
motion by the Special Minister of State, an attempt to
broaden or perhaps stymie or muddy the waters on the
investigation of the rorts, is a case in point in defying
the views of this chamber and going against successive
court findings.
We heard the Special Minister of State claiming that the
presiding officers’ investigation into electorate office
rorts found that there was no fraud. Anyone who read
that report would not see the word ‘fraud’ used
anywhere, but I do not believe that that report
exonerates anyone or excludes the possibility of fraud,
which is the reason why this chamber voted for that
investigation or for the Ombudsman to have the right to
fulfil her function.
I was talking about the abuse of questions without
notice. This government has been far from willing to
provide information that has been asked for within the
rules of this chamber, so much so that we saw the
Ombudsman, for example, table a special report on
youth justice. That was because there was a failure of
the minister to provide the information that the public
and this chamber have a legitimate right to ask about
and know — it was a very good report and hopefully it
will facilitate some of the debate — hence there was
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that motion for an expression of lack of confidence in
the minister.
I was talking about the questions on notice and the way
the responses are coordinated and roneoed, all escaping
any obligation to provide answers to questions on
notice. I was talking about how Mr Jennings’s
suspension was due to a defiance of the chamber.
Indeed he tried to use his seniority in government to
prevent other ministers fulfilling their duties to this
chamber and to the Parliament by not answering
questions. I noted also yesterday his attempt to answer
on behalf of other ministers, which I think reflects
poorly on him and shows his lack of confidence in his
own frontbench.
Mention was made earlier of how this government is
committed to consultation. That is a joke. If you speak
to any community affected by sky rail and whose lives
and homes are being destroyed, whose peace of mind
has been destroyed, there would be collective scorn for
that claim. There has been no consultation. Consulting
after a decision is made is not consultation.
We saw that in terms of the location of the new youth
justice facility. Yesterday I received a copy of a
letter — the very first time that a resident in that area
had received any communication from the
government — received after the decision had been
made. Mr Finn has provided additional information on
that.
Unfortunately the minister for the integrity regime has
played more the role of a propaganda minister, and I
think that is most unfortunate. Ms Wooldridge indeed
elaborated on why these amendments are necessary —
without the amendments that the opposition will be
moving, there would be less data and fewer agencies
would be required to report annually.
Just to recap some of that, Ms Wooldridge said that the
changing of the parameters would basically mean that a
comparison would not be enabled in relation to, for
example, quarterly performance data currently provided
by Ambulance Victoria on a quarterly basis for average
first-response performance and then percentage
first-response performance less than or equal to
15 minutes. The change in dataset as proposed would
actually prevent comparison with historical data. This
means less accountability and less transparency.
Ambulance Victoria data currently is published for both
the local government areas (LGAs) and urban centre
localities. The bill only provides for LGA data to be
published, so clearly there is a diminution of
accountability. The capacity for ministerial
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intervention, which this bill allows, enabling data to be
delayed in circumstances — for example, of sustained
industrial action — clearly allows for political
intervention, which would no doubt see this
government and its political connections, given its very
close alliance with only certain unions such as the
United Firefighters Union, always trumping public
interest.
I see this as actually a retrograde step. In terms of the
public health performance measures, which are to be
published on a quarterly basis, again there is no
standardisation of performance measures across
different health services, and publication may be
indefinitely delayed in certain circumstances.
The existing ambulance data and certain existing
hospital data of course should continue to be reported.
We seek to amend the bill to require the responsible
secretary and minister to each make a statutory
declaration for each report that they have no reason to
believe that the data is inaccurate. Hopefully that would
prevent manipulation of data, which unfortunately this
government in its previous iteration has been known to
do.
The data that this bill will require to be released is
generally less than is currently released voluntarily, and
the minister will be empowered to delay the release of
data indefinitely.
For all of those reasons, I would urge the house to agree
to the amendments. Hopefully the government will take
some notice of the concerns about its lack of
transparency. Despite all of the overtures and all of its
grandstanding in opposition about how it stands for
accountable, open and transparent government,
Victorians are not convinced for one minute that indeed
the government has been honouring its platform. With
those few words, I look forward to listening to the rest
of the debate.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) — I too wish to
make a brief contribution to the Transparency in
Government Bill 2015. As we have read in the
second-reading speech, this bill seeks to bring greater
transparency and accountability to governance
processes. It is human nature to want to know where we
are at and what we need to do better. It starts at birth
with an Apgar score and maternal health nurses
checking the percentiles of babies so parents know
what they should be looking to improve in relation to
the health outcomes of their children. The same goes
for the duration of our education, be it NAPLAN
testing, for example, or school reports. I have actually
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got my five-year-old’s literacy test next Wednesday for
prep.
Ms Pulford — That is a big day.
Ms SYMES — It is, and it is followed by a
numeracy one. We are conditioned to want to know
how we are performing and whether extra support or
changes are required to ensure that we reach our full
potential. Obviously there is also the workplace. As
adults we are performance reviewed, business health is
measured via complex assessments and performance
reporting systems and indeed governments are assessed
every four years by voters on their performance and are
turfed from office if their performance is not seen to be
up to scratch. It is reasonable and important therefore
that we apply this need for assessment and
measurement to areas of government so that
government and constituents alike can benefit from
information that tells them what is working, what is not
working and what needs to be changed, supported or
fixed to work better.
No area of government is more in need of transparency
than that of the emergency services, whose success or
failure have the potential for lifelong catastrophic
consequences for Victorians. If information is power,
then this government is truly giving power back to the
people through the passage of this bill, which delivers
on both transparency and accountability for a system
which during the last term of government was devoid
of both. Indeed paramedics being ramped outside our
hospitals instead of being on the road ready to respond
to emergencies was commonplace. It created an image
that there was almost the need to add additional parking
bays outside our hospitals to cope with the sheer
volume.
This bill will address issues raised by the Victorian
Auditor-General’s 2015 report entitled Emergency
Service Response Times, which identified the very
compelling need to publish meaningful data in relation
to response times. This bill will create a new statutory
framework which will see the regular release of
government information and data concerning the
performance of Victoria’s ambulance and fire services,
public health services and, in some cases, other
hospitals. This bill provides for the release of three
different kinds of information that will help us all
determine where things are working well and where
things need to change. These include: response times
for Ambulance Victoria, the Country Fire Authority
and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade; statements of
priorities agreed to by Ambulance Victoria, public
health services and other hospitals; and performance
data for public health services and other hospitals
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against the performance indicators in their statements of
priorities.
We appreciate that response times are not the sole
indicator of how effective or how well an agency is
performing and that there are a range of factors that can
and indeed do affect an agency’s response time
performance, such as geographical and seasonal
impacts. For this reason the bill expressly clarifies that
further information can be included in these reports to
promote greater transparency by contextualising the
information and providing more meaningful
commentary. This will ensure that response times are
given in the context of any relevant circumstances. The
bill also recognises that there are likely to be times
when the resources of an emergency service are
devoted to addressing a major emergency, such as a
major bushfire. In such circumstances the bill does
allow for the minister to delay the publication of
quarterly reports until a major emergency has been
sufficiently addressed before reporting, and then at that
time reporting can be resumed.
The bill also recognises the potential impact of
sustained and prolonged industrial action on the ability
to collect and prepare response time data, and it also
allows for delayed publication in such circumstances.
The bill ensures that there is transparency when these
exceptions are relied on by requiring the minister to
publish a statement so that the public is aware that a
report will be delayed. We all know that our dedicated
healthcare providers, paramedics and firefighters do an
incredible job. It is a difficult job, and we are all very
proud of the work they do. None of us know when we
might find ourselves in need of their care and expertise.
It is our job as the government to ensure that
information that relates to improving the systems that
we operate is regularly accessible, transparent and
available to every Victorian. If we do not know about
the issues, we cannot fix them. Assessment and
measurement will facilitate doing things better and
making things better.
As a government we are not afraid of the hard work, the
challenging situations and the need for change, and we
will work with our dedicated emergency services
personnel, our nurses and our paramedics to make sure
that we are delivering better services across the board
for all Victorians. I do understand that there are
amendments that have been put forward by Mr Gordon
Rich-Phillips, which we will no doubt go over in detail
during the committee stage of the bill. They are a rather
elaborate set of amendments that appear on the face of
it to be impractical, but I will leave them for the
minister to respond to during the committee stage.
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With that, I would like to commend the bill to the
house.

evidence that it can help. It is another step in trying to
address this important issue.

Motion agreed to.

I will mention just a few facts. As I have said,
two-thirds of Victorians are obese or overweight. There
is some good work being put together by the Obesity
Policy Coalition and by the National Heart Foundation
of Australia. Just to get a little bit more specific, the
numbers show — and this is 2014–15 data — that
6 million Australians aged over 18 are overweight.
Incredibly one in four adults is obese. They measure
that by body mass index (BMI). That represents about
5 million Australians who are categorised as obese.
BMI is not a perfect measure, but what it says is that
these are very significant issues that affect many. When
you look at obesity issues over time, in 1995 — so
really we are looking at 20 years ago — about 18.7 per
cent of Australians were obese. The figures are roughly
the same for men and women. We are now looking at
27.9 per cent — a very significant increase in the
numbers over just a 20-year period.

Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.

FOOD AMENDMENT (KILOJOULE
LABELLING SCHEME AND OTHER
MATTERS) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 October 2016; motion of
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture).
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am very pleased to speak on the Food Amendment
(Kilojoule Labelling Scheme and Other Matters) Bill
2016. This is a matter that in our view will assist in and
contribute to tackling one of the most significant public
health issues we face not only in Victoria but in
Australia and, I would propose, around the world as
well in relation to the issue of obesity and the impact
that it has on health and wellbeing both individually for
families and importantly on the community as a whole.
The coalition will not be not opposing this bill. We do
have some issues that we want to raise. We have some
comments, concerns and questions. I will foreshadow
some of those questions in the debate, which will
hopefully enable those questions perhaps to be
answered in the minister’s response. We have just a few
questions and clarifications as we go.

Obesity and being overweight affect different groups of
people in different ways. You are more likely to be
obese or overweight if you are Australian, as opposed
to having been born overseas, and if you speak English
at home, as opposed to a language other than English.
Interestingly you are more likely to be obese or
overweight if you are employed rather than if you are
unemployed. Those who come from disadvantaged
backgrounds are more likely to be obese. If you live in
rural and remote Australia, you are more likely to be
obese. This information enables us to target the
campaigns and other work that is being done to address
this issue.

The purpose of the bill is to require chain food outlets
and supermarkets to display the kilojoule content of
menu items. The context is that approximately — and it
is amazing to think — two-thirds of Victorians are
overweight or obese. I know certainly I and others in
the chamber are breathing in and holding our tummies
in as we have this discussion because we know it is a
challenge. We know it is difficult, and we know these
are issues of which personal responsibility is a very
important part. At their heart the issues of being
overweight and of obesity go to that, but there are
things that can be done to assist people to make good
decisions in relation to these issues.

The Obesity Policy Coalition are saying that they
support the view that poor diets and high body mass are
now the two greatest risk factors contributing to the
burden of disease in Australia — that is quite
incredible — ranking ahead of smoking. We look at the
focus that has been on smoking in such a sustained and
strategic way over such a long period of time, and in
this chamber we are still debating improvements in
smoking laws. Indeed we recently addressed exactly
that issue. The issue of obesity, while it has been
increasing over time, has not had the policy focus that it
now needs. The fact that it is such a critical issue to the
burden of disease shows that we must do all we can to
address it.

No one thing is a silver bullet to solve the issue of
obesity. If it was, the person who discovered it would
be famous around the world. The fact is that you need a
mix of policies and approaches. Kilojoule labelling is
one of a suite of mechanisms, and there is some

Obesity places a large portion of the population at
heightened risk of developing chronic diseases, such as
cardiovascular disease, type 2 diabetes and even some
cancers. The flow-on from being overweight or obese,
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certainly at a population level, is being seen in terms of
people presenting with these very significant diseases.
Some other interesting information is that many people
eat out with some regularity. Survey data from 2014
shows that 81 per cent of Australians will eat out at
least once a month, with more than half of those
visiting a fast-food chain. The thing about food from
fast-food chains is that we often see in it a high
concentration of saturated fats, sugar and salt, and it is
often very energy dense. Amazingly McDonald’s was
visited by 42 per cent of Australians over the four-week
period surveyed. Four in 10 — 40 per cent of people —
are visiting a McDonald’s at least every month. That is
quite dramatic and is probably why we see such a
massive proliferation. That is followed not too far
behind by Subway — I have got to admit that my
family, especially my son, are big fans of Subway —
KFC, Hungry Jack’s, Domino’s and so on.
The magnitude of the problem that we are facing, its
impact from a public health perspective on the health of
the population and obviously the consequential pressure
that puts on our health system in terms of managing
that level of chronic disease is, I think, an important
context in which to place the debate we are having.
In terms of kilojoule count labelling, this was
something that was originally committed to by the then
Labor government back in 2010. It was, I think, around
the same time that New South Wales made a similar
commitment. New South Wales went on and
implemented it. It is actually New South Wales that a
lot of this legislation relies upon. We were able to use
evidence from their evaluation to know that this is
going to help to make some difference in the
consumption of kilojoules.
In January 2011 the national Review of Food Labelling
Law and Policy process recommended national
mandatory kilojoule labelling and traffic light labels on
food chain menus and vending machines. In 2011
mandatory kilojoule labelling was introduced in New
South Wales. That was evaluated, and in 2013 the
NSW Food Authority found that the median kilojoules
purchased decreased by 15 per cent and there was a
significant increase in consumers who knew the
recommended average daily kilojoule intake. I think it
is really important to have that evidence in relation to
being able to impose these costs. One of the facts is that
these sorts of laws do impose costs on businesses, and
we never do that lightly, so you want to know that it is
going to have an effect. The fact that there was a
significant decrease in the kilojoules purchased as a
result of the evaluation in New South Wales has been
important evidence.
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Just anecdotally, once these things are drawn to your
attention you tend to pay a lot more attention to them.
In the last six months since we started talking about this
issue I have been looking very carefully, as I
occasionally visit fast-food outlets, at their labelling and
how the boards work. Actually I was quite proud the
first time I did it. My son wanted McDonald’s, and I
went in too and thought, ‘I’ll get something light; he
can get what he likes’. You know, I could not find a
single light thing on the menu, because I saw for the
first time the things that were presented as light — as I
previously would have assumed they were — when I
actually looked at them and could see what the
kilojoules were, were all over 2000 kilojoules. When
you put that in the context of it being one quarter of
your daily intake requirements, it actually changed my
mind. I was very proud of myself; I actually turned
around and walked out without purchasing anything. I
thought, ‘Well, actually, that is what we are trying to
achieve’. That is the impact of decision-making that
affects us all, and having that information does make a
difference.
In 2013 and during the course of the previous
government we did acknowledge that this was very
important. We were looking at the evaluation of New
South Wales and had progressed some preliminary
work on this issue. The government obviously made a
commitment to it, and now we are debating this bill
today.
There are a few key elements of the bill that are worth
touching on, and they are that a chain food outlet or
supermarket must display the average daily energy
intake — and that is 8700 kilojoules — and the average
kilojoule content of the standard food items on the
menu. There is a definition of who is captured by this
bill. They must have at least 20 food premises in
Victoria or 50 food premises in Australia, including at
least one in Victoria, and have a floor area of over
1000 square metres. I will make some further
comments on that later. It is estimated from a Victorian
perspective that there are about 3000 chain food
businesses that fall into this category — KFC,
McDonald’s, Gloria Jean’s, Bakers Delight, Boost
Juice. So it does cover a full range, not just what you
would normally think of as a traditional fast-food
outlet. It also covers about 570 supermarkets, so the
impact it is going to have will be quite comprehensive.
In terms of determining what type of food is covered, it
must be ready to eat, it must be consumed in the state in
which it is served — such as a sandwich or a muffin,
but if you wanted a loaf of bread that you are going to
toast and put some butter and Vegemite on, that would
not be covered — it must be available in two or more of
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the chain outlets and it must not be pre-packaged,
because of course pre-packaged food already has
labelling requirements associated with it. So it does
start to become your traditional food, but it does have
some complexity. In Bakers Delight your cheesymite
scroll probably would be required to display a label but
your bread roll or loaf of bread probably would not, so
having some clarity in relation to those requirements in
the bill is helpful, and I am sure there will be further
questions in relation to implementation.
The menu items must display the average kilojoule
content, whether it is available for dine-in or takeaway.
In the case of a supermarket, they will be calculated on
a different basis, which has led to some concerns from
the public health sector; they will be calculated per
100 grams as opposed to per the whole item you are
purchasing. There is going to be a 12-month
implementation process in relation to these laws.
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putting this information into place, then we have got to
make sure that consumers are informed and educated
and have the capacity to take advantage of it.
I have to say, back to my example of going into
McDonald’s, I had been in a number of times before
and not concentrated on those kilojoules listed on the
boards. It was not until dealing with this legislation that
I actually raised my consciousness to a level where I
started to take that into account. If I think of that, as a
group who are very interested in these issues, we have
got to be conscious of the Victorian consumer and the
need to help them to at least understand the information
is available and what it means so that they can then
make a choice about the decisions they make in relation
to their eating. So I will be asking for information from
the government about their plans around consumer
education.
The Heart Foundation go on to say that:

As is normal, I go out and get some input from those in
the sector and those who are going to be affected by it.
Overwhelmingly there is support to introduce kilojoule
labelling, and I just want to run through the responses
both in recognition of their having responded
comprehensively but also to raise some of the concerns
that have come up through the consultation. I think
largely the Heart Foundation has taken the lead in
relation to these sort of issues. They said, and I quote:
The Heart Foundation welcomes the proposed amendments to
the Food Act 1984 —

well, it is not the Food Act 1984 —
to introduce a kilojoule labelling scheme for Victoria.
Providing clear and consistent nutritional information on
menus will provide consumers with the opportunity to make
informed decisions regarding energy content when choosing
between standard food items in chain food businesses and
chain supermarkets in Victoria.

They went on to say:
Research indicates consumers are more likely to notice
nutrition information if it is presented on the menu. When
using kilojoule information, evidence suggests that consumers
purchased smaller portions or chose bottled water instead of
soft drinks or juice. These findings are testament to the
potential benefits of introducing a kilojoule labelling scheme
in Victoria.

So overall they are positive about the need for the
scheme, but they do raise a number of concerns, and I
will just run through them. First of all is the issue of
consumer education, and there is concern that there
have been no indications from the government that a
funded consumer education campaign will accompany
the kilojoule labelling scheme. If we are going to
require businesses to go to the effort and the cost of

… the NSW government committed $1.18 million to a
consumer education campaign, targeted specifically toward
‘high frequenters’ of fast-food and snack outlets
(18–24-year-olds).

The second issue that they raise as an area of concern
is, and I quote:
… Heart Foundation Victoria recommends publishing a ‘user
guide’ for industry to ensure that businesses have the
appropriate knowledge and tools to adopt the new scheme as
soon as possible.

The foundation also recommends:
… that the Victorian government form a stakeholder
reference group, as has been implemented in other Australian
states.

As I have said a couple of times, it is important to
acknowledge that we are imposing an additional cost on
businesses and we have to help them to make that as
easy as possible, as quick as possible and as effective as
possible so that the legislation can be implemented
effectively and be in place for people to utilise.
I do want to acknowledge that the fact that the
legislation in many ways mirrors what has happened in
New South Wales is a recognition of easing that
transition for Victoria to the new legislation. Many of
the larger chains that have established businesses across
both states are either already doing it in Victoria on a
voluntary basis because it is happening in other states or
it has been relatively straightforward to roll out. But
there is a portion of businesses — about 20 per cent in
all — that do not have another state to rely on, and that
will be a cost. So those that are implementing it from
other states will need assistance, but I particularly impel
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and encourage the government to support that 20 per
cent that will be introducing it for the first time.
The other issue is evaluation. There is no information to
date, so once again I will be asking the government to
provide some details on what they are planning, about
the impact of the introduction of kilojoule labelling
schemes following implementation. This will not only
benefit Victorians in understanding the impact of the
scheme that we have introduced — how it could be
refined or improved — but when we look at how we
have relied upon the information from New South
Wales as a guide and a catalyst for what is happening in
Victoria, then it is also very important that we similarly
see the value of evaluation and make sure that we get
that evidence for ourselves and for others to draw on.
The Heart Foundation say that the evaluation in New
South Wales demonstrated that there was a decrease in
the median kilojoule intake of 519 fewer kilojoules
purchased — and that is consumer reported —
following the scheme’s introduction. Additionally the
evaluation found that 40 per cent of consumers
indicated that the kilojoule labelling scheme influenced
their food choices, either at the time of purchase or into
the future. So there are some opportunities there
highlighted by the Heart Foundation’s thoughtful input
into the bill — which were supported — but there are
more opportunities, and we have to make sure that we
capture them in the process.
The other group that I would like to acknowledge is
Diabetes Victoria. They are also impacted by this
legislation and have been advocates for it. Carolyn
Hines, the education manager, indicates their support of
the bill in principle but, once again, they want the
consumer education program to accompany the
labelling requirements, saying they:
… believe a consumer education campaign to accompany the
labelling requirements is essential.

This is critical to successful implementation. That is
certainly a lesson learned from New South Wales and
one that it would be good to get some assurances in
relation to. As I have mentioned, New South Wales has
had this legislation for a number of years now and it is
their evaluation on which we have been able to base our
own. The evidence and advice we have got from that
has been very helpful.
There is one more group that we also had a very
thoughtful response from, and that is the Obesity Policy
Coalition, through their executive manager, Jane
Martin. The Obesity Policy Coalition represent many
different groups that have come together to advocate
for these issues. The Obesity Policy Coalition strongly
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supports the introduction of this legislation, but they
identify some further issues. The issues they highlight
go to some of the exemptions, the differences and the
anomalies — you could call them — in relation to the
bill. The first one is that cinemas, service stations and
small supermarkets are exempted. Now, there are
arguments on either side of this. The coalition are
concerned that when you exempt one group, you are
actually missing a whole cohort of the population.
These are also places that may have standardised food.
Think about going into a Shell, BP or Caltex service
station. You see exactly the same menu items time and
time again. They are all exempted. There is obviously a
cost, and we understand that, but there is also a loss in
the benefit of a kilojoule labelling scheme when such a
significant part of the market is exempted. That is an
issue that the Obesity Policy Coalition feel strongly
about. They say:
Where a significant part of the market is not covered by the
scheme, consumers cannot effectively make comparisons
between products and choose healthier options.

One other aspect that they are concerned about is the
removal of different rules for supermarkets. They say,
and I quote:
We want the bill amended so that supermarkets are required
to display the same information in the same way as other
businesses. We do not support supermarkets having the
choice to display the energy content per 100 grams and to
display it in small text the same size as the unit price. This is
because inconsistency between information displayed by
supermarkets and that displayed by other businesses means
that consumers cannot effectively compare energy
information provided by different businesses.

Once again it would be useful to have the government
put on the record why they have decided upon that
exemption. It is obviously an area of concern for some
of our leading public health agencies.
There is also concern about menu boards. The Obesity
Policy Coalition would prefer static menu boards. I
must say that, having looked at a few of these myself,
some of them flick through so quickly that you cannot
actually line things up and get the information you
need. The coalition say that other states have stronger
rules on display.
Interestingly also, while many of the aspects of the bill
marry with New South Wales, the penalties do not.
Victorian penalties are more akin to other penalties that
we use in Victoria, such as for smoking tobacco and
those sorts of things, rather than paralleling similar
penalties in New South Wales. Once again there are
arguments on both sides. Penalties in Victoria are only
a fraction of the penalties in New South Wales in
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relation to this legislation. The Obesity Policy
Coalition’s view is that:
We support penalties that are sufficiently high to encourage
compliance and deter breaches.

The capacity for people to engage voluntarily in the
scheme is another aspect, but the Obesity Policy
Coalition’s perspective is that if people wish to
voluntarily participate, then they must comply with the
requirements of the scheme for content and display of
information. This is to ensure that there is consistency.
This is one of the challenges, as we know, for consumer
education campaigns. The more it is consistent,
regardless of where you turn, the more likely it is to
have an impact in relation to the consumer’s
understanding and ability to act on the information they
find. That is certainly their argument.
Finally, they emphasise, and I quote:
… the importance of funding a comprehensive education and
social marketing campaign to run alongside the introduction
of a kilojoule menu labelling scheme.

So there are some pretty consistent themes but also
some important thoughts and input from groups that
think about this on a very regular and ongoing basis.
I think it is important — and I do want to get on the
record in this context — that while this legislation is
hopefully a very positive step forward, and we will see
that with the evaluation in relation to these issues, the
government’s performance on public health has been
less than stellar. One of the big messages on public
health is that you have got to take action across the
board on multiple fronts because there is no one
solution to these issues.
I did just want to spend a couple of minutes on the issue
of a very important program that Victoria virtually no
longer has, called Healthy Together Victoria. This
program was initiated by the former government. Its
objectives were to slow the rate of growth in the
number of people who are overweight, to increase the
number of daily serves of fruit and vegetables, to
increase the proportion of people who are doing
moderate physical activity and to reduce smoking. So it
was really to try to tackle some of those major issues
that are the cause of many of the chronic diseases that
Victorians experience, and once again, by information,
education and engagement, because ultimately, as we
know, the individual has to make a decision in relation
to their actions on these issues.
Healthy Together Victoria was innovative, it was long
term and it was a targeted strategy tailored to meet the
different needs of different communities. The
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disappointing thing is — and I think it is disappointing
on a number of levels — that the national partnership
agreement on preventive health was not continued, and
that was obviously a decision of the federal
government, but with that withdrawal of funds, or not
continuing the funding, I think it is exceptionally
disappointing that the Victorian government then made
a decision not to continue the program. There was some
residual finding that would have enabled it to go for a
small period of time. There was some public health
funding that was already invested, and that has
continued, but effectively the program has ceased. This
was a program that had been intended to invest for the
long term, work at multiple fronts and on multiple
levels and was very locally driven.
I did think it was interesting that the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee had a look at Healthy
Together Victoria in terms of the impact of the
conclusion of the project. The project, which is
Victorian intellectual property, was one of the things
that I think was proudly Victorian and an initiative that
continued to push us to the forefront of some of the
public health initiatives that we have seen in the past. It
was for want of about $13 million per annum — the
fact that the Victorian government has not put in the
$13 million — that the program stopped. In the context
of some of the spending that has been made, this is a
small order of magnitude. We all know $13 million is a
lot of money, but it is not in the context of the
investment of this government and the spending of this
government in so many different ways. For the want of
$13 million a year this program has gone.
The program was employing about 120 local
government workers across a range of target
populations in early childhood services, schools and
workplaces across the board. As a result of the program
concluding, approximately 28 per cent of children in
preschool centres, primary schools and secondary
schools will no longer engage in the Healthy Together
Achievement program. Similarly, about
300 000 employees — 10 per cent of Victoria’s
workforce in 800 workplaces — have ceased their
involvement in the achievement program. It supported
over 450 organisations, improving food and beverage
offerings — they are gone, no longer there.
There were 12 Healthy Together communities aimed at
providing measurable evidence of the impact and
effectiveness of the systems-based approach to
prevention, and that will not continue. This was the
only trial of its size and type in the world, and there is
no doubt it has had an impact on us in terms of being a
leader in preventive health. Interestingly, the New
Zealand government’s Ministry of Health had
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negotiated a licence to use Healthy Together Victoria;
they liked the Victorian program so much that they
wanted to take it over to New Zealand as well. Now,
with the state government making a decision not to
continue that program, the licence was reduced from
five years to one year, and a non-extension of the
licence will result in a loss of over $450 000 in revenue
for the department.
On so many fronts this was a very important initiative
and an innovative program out of Victoria that could
have continued. Obviously it is disappointing that the
federal government decided not to pursue it, but a
conscious decision by the state government not to fund
the continuation of this program for the want of
$13 million a year, I think, is devastating for those who
developed the program and evolved it; it is terribly
disappointing on the policy front in terms of Victoria
being a leader in public health initiatives; but most
importantly for the hundreds and thousands of
Victorians who were impacted by this program, who
were making positive decisions based on the
information and education that had been provided about
their eating, about their smoking and about their
physical activity each and every day, that has all ceased.
In relation to an evaluation done out of Mildura on
various programs in terms of how you would rate the
importance of the work of Healthy Together Mildura,
65 per cent said ‘Extremely important’ and another
24 per cent said ‘Very important’. When ranking how
valuable the initiative had been, once again it was
overwhelmingly positive. On how effective it had been,
it was the same again. One of the quotes that stuck in
my mind was ‘Political short-termism is not well suited
to initiatives designed to change culture — this is long
term work’. We cannot have the political nature of
saying, ‘Well, we did not develop it’. I know it is one of
the best in the world, it is one of the biggest trials in the
world, the New Zealand government are licensing the
program to use it themselves, but disappointingly the
state government has decided to walk away from such
an important program. Initiatives on the kilojoule
labelling are important and they will take things another
step forward, but it comes in the context of some
decisions that have been made that take us in the
opposite direction.
In terms of the bill as a whole, as I have said, I have
hopefully foreshadowed a few questions for the
minister. There are just a few questions about the
education, about the stakeholder reference group and
about the evaluation that it would be very useful to have
some feedback on, but other than that, as I have said,
there have been concerns raised. It is about the
implementation of the scheme. We need the
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information to know what has worked and what has
not, and how else we can improve it. We are very
conscious about the fact that there is a cost to the
business community in relation to that and certainly we
encourage the government to do everything it can
possibly do to minimise that cost, to assist in the
program, to assist in measuring kilojoules in items that
are going to be sold to ease that implementation as
much as it is possible to do. But on the whole we think
this is a measure that can add to the suite of issues and
programs that we need to address what is an epidemic
of obesity in Victoria and address the very important
public health issue and the implications it has for our
health system for families and for individuals in our
community.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I think
this is a really interesting bill and is one that the Greens
clearly support because we have always had that focus
on preventative health issues. As people would be
aware, our federal leader, Richard Di Natale, is a GP
himself and has been a particular champion of the cause
of preventative health.
We welcome this bill. Clearly it brings us broadly in
line with most other states, including New South
Wales, Queensland and South Australia. I take up some
of the comments Ms Wooldridge made about how
effective the kilojoule signage is. Recently I was in
Ireland, and on the train they actually had all the
kilojoules on the card for the tea trolley. It really made
me think, ‘Do I really want to waste my calories on that
piece of cake when it may not be all that good?’. So I
think it is a really good way for people to make
decisions about what they are going to do and how they
are going to do it.
Two-thirds of Australians are overweight or obese and
these rates are rising. Australia now has the highest
rates of obesity, surprisingly surpassing even the United
States. This is one area where we most certainly do not
want to be the world leader. Obesity is obviously a
major risk factor for cardiovascular disease, type 2
diabetes and some cancers. Both the economic and
social cost of obesity is alarming and is escalating. It is
an emerging epidemic in our community. Tackling
obesity needs a broad and multifaceted approach by
government, but food labelling is known to be one of
the most effective tools we have in the fight against
obesity because it empowers consumers to make better
and more informed choices about what they eat and the
kilojoules they consume. It is not about saying to
people ‘You can’t eat this’ or ‘You can’t eat that’; it is
giving them the information that if they do eat that, that
is how many kilojoules that they will be taking.
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I note that in New South Wales the average kilojoule
consumption is down by 15 per cent since the
introduction of their food labelling scheme. It is also a
measure which enjoys widespread community support.
Overall this bill warrants support, but there are several
areas where it could, and should, be strengthened in
order to maximise its effectiveness in changing
community attitudes and behaviour when it comes to
their dietary choices.

penalties: $60 600 for an intentional contravention, with
no distinction between an individual and a corporation,
and $12 120 for an unintentional contravention. We
support these penalties that are sufficiently high to
encourage compliance and deter breaches. We support
the application of higher penalties to corporations as a
measure to encourage compliance by large corporations
and to deter engagement in tactics that undermine the
objectives of the proposed scheme.

The exemption for cinemas, service stations, small
supermarkets and convenience stores undermines the
effectiveness of this bill. It is at these locations that
customers often make their most unhealthy dietary
choices, especially children. It is also these locations
that tend to stock a greater proportion of particularly
unhealthy and kilojoule-dense foods, as well as offering
proportionately fewer healthy alternatives.
Ms Wooldridge made the point that many of these
businesses have exactly the same menu in all of their
outlets, so why would it not be possible to have them
comply in the same way?

My third and final point does not relate to the specific
change we would like to see in the bill, but it is the
most important matter when it comes to effective
implementation of this legislation. In addition to these
measures we would like to emphasise the importance of
the Andrews government funding a comprehensive
education and social marketing campaign to run
alongside the introduction of the kilojoule menu
labelling scheme. There is of course a great deal of
evidence that food labelling is more effective when
accompanied by education.

The Minister for Health noted that consistency with
other states was front of mind when drafting this bill,
but the Greens believe that the rule has not quite been
applied properly to food outlets. Consistent application
of the scheme across all large chains where ready-to-eat
standardised food items are available is of fundamental
importance. This is because it is important that the
scheme’s effect is maximised by covering as many
chains as possible.
If a significant part of the market is not covered by the
scheme, consumers cannot effectively make
comparisons between products and choose healthier
options. We are concerned that excluding these
businesses will reduce the effect of the scheme as
significant numbers of consumers will be purchasing
ready-to-eat food items without information about
energy content.
The Minister for Health also asserted that the principle
of consistency was front of mind when drafting this bill,
but that does not appear to have been extended to
consideration of penalties for non-compliance. The bill
should be amended to increase the penalties to match
those that apply in New South Wales. The penalties
proposed for this bill are much lower than those in New
South Wales. Victorian penalties currently equate to
$3109 for an individual and $15 546 for a corporation.
New South Wales penalties are $55 000 for an
individual and $275 000 for a corporation for an
intentional contravention, and $11 000 for an individual
and $55 000 for a corporation for an unintentional
contravention. Queensland also has much higher

We support a campaign similar to the one run in New
South Wales, where the state government provided
$1.18 million for a campaign targeted towards 18 to
24-year-olds, who are people who frequently use chain
outlets. It also launched the 8700 campaign in March
2011 — based around the average daily intake of
8700 kilojoules — using digital, social and radio media,
targeting the high consumers. I urge the government to
actually look at the New South Wales program and use
it here, because we do know that it is effective.
We have made a number of suggestions about
improvements that could be made to this bill. The
Greens do welcome the introduction of this bill before
the house and will be supporting it in the Parliament.
One suggestion I think we should take up, though, is
that our dining room here would be the perfect place to
start having kilojoule labelling, because we all know
that we are captive in this place during the week and
that even though the food here is excellent, some of it is
so delicious that we actually want to know that we are
spending our calories properly.
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to speak on the Food Amendment (Kilojoule
Labelling Scheme and Other Matters) Bill 2016, which
gives effect to the Victorian government’s commitment
in April last year to introduce kilojoule labelling laws.
Kilojoule labelling law initiatives have been established
in most Australian jurisdictions. The intention of this
law is to provide consumers with the information to
enable them to make informed, healthy food choices. It
will require large chain food outlets and large
supermarkets to display the kilojoule content of food
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and drinks on menus, menu boards, price tags and
online menus.
I listened to the Leader of the Opposition convey her
experience with food labelling and kilojoule and calorie
counting. In fact I have been calorie counting myself
over the last six weeks, and I hope that shows. I am not
sure that it does. I can tell you, Acting President, that as
the Leader of the Opposition said, you do actually
become more aware of what you are eating, and you are
quite often surprised at how many calories some food
products have. You are surprised that certain innocuous
or benign-looking foods contain so many calories and
vice versa. Some other foods you think — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — In particular Turkish food.
And some other food items you would expect to
contain a lot of calories do not in fact contain so many.
This is a good law in terms of helping the public to get
an awareness of what they are eating. I normally do not
comment on food in this Parliament; I do think not it
helps members of Parliament at all. Let me clarify that I
am not complaining about the food in this place but it
would help if we could maybe look at introducing
kilojoule labelling. Again I say to the media: I am not
complaining about the food in this place at all, as one
member famously did in a Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee meeting.
The kilojoule labelling scheme will require chain food
businesses with 20 or more outlets in Victoria or 50 or
more outlets nationally and supermarkets with 20 or
more outlets in Victoria or 50 or more outlets
nationally, where the supermarkets have a floor space
of more than 1000 square metres, to display the
kilojoule content of standard ready-to-eat food and
non-alcoholic drinks on menus, menu boards and food
labels. It will also require the statement ‘The average
daily adult energy intake is 8700 kilojoules’ on menus,
menu boards and display cabinets or stands. If I could
just show off a bit my skills in counting kilojoules:
8700 kilojoules is approximately 2000 calories — —
Mr Finn — It is important to be able to count.
Mr SOMYUREK — In politics and in losing
weight — through your app. In fact I have been on a
1000-calorie diet, which is probably not healthy but I
reckon I have eaten 1000 calories today. I had a steak
sandwich and I had some chips with that. I would
estimate that to be about 750 calories, and I had three
scoops of ice cream so I think I am at about
1050 calories. I do not know for sure because we do not
have food labelling in the Parliament of Victoria.
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Mr Finn — Does the bill do anything about that?
Mr SOMYUREK — It does not, and maybe it
should. Nevertheless, I do know how much I have
consumed, and that is an important point. So if we do
label food products, we will all know how much we are
consuming. We should know this instinctively, but
sometimes we do not know these things instinctively. I
will miss dinner tonight because I have had
1000 calories already.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — Yes, I will — until I go home
to the kebabs.
It is intended that the scheme take effect 12 months
after the bill passes through Parliament. The scheme
will apply to approximately 50 large chain food outlets
and four supermarket chains, or 3000 individual outlets
and 570 supermarkets, and will be enforced by both the
Department of Health and Human Services and local
councils. International and Australian evidence shows
kilojoule labelling is effective in reducing the kilojoules
consumed. As the Leader of the Opposition said, New
South Wales achieved a 15 per cent reduction in the
kilojoule content of food purchased after the laws
actually took effect.
Families today are consuming fast food more than ever
before and are often consuming meals that constitute
the daily recommended kilojoule intake in one meal.
Fast food is typically bulk purchased and bulk
produced, and in most cases kilojoule levels are not
taken into consideration in their manufacture.
Approximately two-thirds of Victorians are overweight
or obese. Obesity is harmful on its own, let alone the
diseases that obesity can lead to, including heart
disease, type 2 diabetes and some cancers.
In congratulating the Victorian government, Cancer
Council Victoria provided results of a survey
undertaken by the cancer council and the Heart
Foundation which found that only two of nine Victorian
major fast food chains supplied adequate nutritional
information and less than 73 per cent provided legible
kilojoule information. The Heart Foundation’s
Kellie-Ann Jolly stated:
It’s really to create a consistent and easily understood system
for consumers so that they can really understand what they’re
purchasing, what their kilojoules are and then they can make
a choice about whether they will actually consume that food
or not.

With all of that I might just say that the Food
Amendment (Kilojoule Labelling Scheme and Other
Matters) Bill 2016 will assist in creating healthy
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lifestyles for Victorians, and for that reason I support
and commend the bill to the house.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is always interesting to listen to Mr Somyurek, who
blends a good mind with knowledge of real life and the
challenges that indeed we all face — and there are
certainly challenges in the area of food consumption
and kilojoule consumption.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — He does know about challenges.
I think it is a theme, however, that does cross party
lines, so we will not poke fun at that.
This bill, I understand, has been long in the making.
We, especially those of us who have had problems with
weight, welcome measures that can help us gain greater
control of our lives and improve our health and
wellbeing. Whether it is the consumption of food, the
opportunity to exercise or other improvements,
conceptually I think it is a very good thing. Information
can never harm — well, should not harm anyway.
There are, however, I think, issues with this bill, and I
will refer to those a little later.
The bill was introduced back in September 2016, and
the coalition acknowledged the importance of providing
consumers with the kilojoule content of takeaway
foods. Certainly we have all been waiting to have a
look at the New South Wales legislation and what its
impact has been. This bill purports to assist people in
taking practical steps to improve their health and
wellbeing.
I think technology plays a really important part in that
as well, whether it is calorie counters or apps of various
sorts. Recently my son bought a Fitbit, the task being to
do 10 000 steps a day. He compares that with his
girlfriend, and they can communicate. He is reminded
when to get up and move around and so on. All of these
measures are good measures. I think technology will
certainly play an important role in drawing our attention
to our calorie intake and providing information on it so
that we can actually reduce it and increase our
expenditure of energy.
Informing us about our kilojoule intake is an important
measure to make sure that those who want to make the
right decisions about their eating can do so. Of course
you can lead a horse to water but you cannot always
make them drink. If there is any thought that this would
somehow miraculously get rid of the problem of
obesity, just as no matter how much money is expended
on, say, initiatives such as family violence, it will not,
because we, unfortunately, do have human failings.
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While the bill is not a holistic change, there are some
deficiencies in the proposal, and while the coalition is
not opposing this legislation, some concerns have been
raised about it. The imposition of criminal liability
upon proprietors for failing to meet certain provisions,
including the requirement to display kilojoule
information at the premises, is one. As Ms Wooldridge
pointed out, the need for an education campaign to
accompany this legislation is absolutely paramount,
because there is nothing worse than imposing penalties
on people who perhaps may not be aware that indeed
they are in breach of legislation. In addition to that, I
know that Ms Hartland on behalf of the Greens has
expressed concern about how some of the businesses
that are exempt should not be exempt, when in actual
fact most of them are often the most common stops for
the consumption of fast food — for example, petrol
stations. There are concerns about some of the
businesses that may not have the support of franchises
in complying with the legislation.
The chain food outlet or supermarket must display the
average adult daily intake, being 8700 kilojoules — a
bit more than 2000 kilojoules, Mr Somyurek — and the
average kilojoule content of standard food items on
their menus. Yes, some of those fast food outlets are
already doing that, and it goes to perhaps helping us
make better choices. I am not a great consumer of
McDonald’s. I have never liked it; to me it is cardboard
food. But from time to time I might drive through and
get a 50-cent ice cream, and I look at — —
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — Fifty cents. Yes, it is very cheap.
I look at some of their healthier options and the
kilojoule content. Does it look appealing? Would I buy
it? No, probably not. I think the most appealing food is
natural food that is prepared at home, but unfortunately
all of that usually costs more money and certainly does
consume a lot more time.
Some families have greater distances to travel because
they are in suburbs where there is cheaper housing —
say, the Casey seats that we both represent,
Mr Somyurek. Many of those people work long
distances away from their home, commuting in one
direction for well over an hour to get home. That is two
hours a day, plus more.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — They certainly get stuck in an
appalling road system and the congestion that this
government has consistently failed to address, or they
are stuck with public transport deficiencies or
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inefficiencies. Some of them are working overtime.
They do not have the luxury of time, and sometimes
they do buy fast food out of necessity. The bill will
certainly impact upon them.
I note that chain food businesses that will be captured
by the bill will have at least 20 food premises in
Victoria, so presumably they will be larger outfits, or
they will have 50 food premises in Australia, including
at least one in Victoria. Supermarkets captured by this
bill will have at least 20 food premises in Victoria or 50
in Australia et cetera, plus a floor area of at least
1000 square metres. In Victoria, as Ms Wooldridge
mentioned, it is estimated that 3000 chain food
businesses, including KFC, McDonald’s, Gloria Jean’s,
Bakers Delight, Boost Juice, and 570 supermarkets,
such as Coles, Woolworths, IGA and FoodWorks, will
also be required to display kilojoule content.
The standard food items must be ready to eat,
consumed in the state in which they are served,
available at two or more of the chain outlets and not
prepackaged. Packaged foods already display energy
content. It is, however, difficult to overlook the
legislation’s financial and regulatory impositions on
businesses. For example, it is most certainly going to
impact businesses that do not have the support of a
franchise with regard to the measurements needed for
the kilojoule charts, and so the cost of compliance is
going to be a substantial impost on these businesses and
will be reflected also in the higher cost of those foods.
Ms Wooldridge has spoken about the importance of a
holistic approach to health and wellbeing, and clearly
that is needed. She also mentioned that a better policy
mix is what is needed, and clearly I think that is
imperative. Reducing the cost of living so families and
individuals can have higher disposable incomes is
really important. If they could actually spend more on
better quality food or perhaps have a better work-life
balance, maybe everyone in our community would
have the opportunity to enjoy better health and
wellbeing. Whether it is about staying alive or keeping
healthy, this bill is but one element of what really needs
to be a holistic approach to health and wellbeing.
Habits in relation to food can impact on work, home
life and general recreation, but what I think is the most
important point in terms of the role of government is
making it easier for individuals, families, businesses
and organisations, even the public service, to improve
the quality of life for our citizens. We know that this
government likes to drive up the cost of living, the cost
of electricity and the cost of doing business with
burdensome regulations. This makes life tougher for
many, especially those on the margins who are hit
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hardest by the callous economic business and energy
policies of this government. Driving up these costs for
individuals and families means in many instances less
freedom to choose healthier foods, which may not be
convenient to purchase and may cost a bit more due to
quality. If mum or dad is forced to work another job or
longer hours just to make ends meet, you get an impact
on the health and wellbeing of families and individuals.
This government often conveniently forgets that
particular demographic — they are the forgotten
people.
Whilst the coalition is not opposing the legislation, one
must also consider any extra burden on business
because increases in the cost of doing business mean
less jobs and less economic prosperity. I note that the
Australian National Retailers Association (ANRA) put
out a release in 2014, saying:
Indeed, ANRA supports the policy intent behind kilojoule
labelling requirements. ANRA’s major supermarket members
have now implemented point of sale kJ labelling for the
affected items in question on a national basis. However,
ANRA remains opposed to the inclusion of supermarkets in
these schemes because these schemes were designed to
capture consumers of fast food and quick service restaurant
meals, not people undertaking a periodic ‘grocery shop’.

I do believe it is important that government does
everything that is necessary to help our community lead
better and healthier lives, but it must also support the
businesses that are struggling to stay afloat. There will
be some costs to businesses meeting these legislative
obligations, and these will need to be monitored so that
it does not become overly burdensome. I am yet to be
convinced that it will not be the case. I do, however,
believe that there is a responsibility to inform the
consumer and help Victorians make better choices in
relation to food and their health and wellbeing.
There are also some exceptions which the Parliament
and indeed the respective departments, agencies and
associations may wish to reconsider in future, given the
importance of this measure in helping to educate
consumers. I find it extraordinary, for example, on the
basis of inconsistency, that this legislation will capture
many takeaway chains, such as Subway, but Village
Cinemas, which sells pre-prepared food at snack bars,
is exempt from displaying kilojoule charts. The vending
machines found at most railway stations and other
public areas will also be exempt. Businesses that serve
petrol and takeaway foods will also be exempt. Now, I
am not proposing that they actually be included, but
that is where I buy all of my junk food. On the way
home from Parliament I generally have a little pit stop,
especially because of the later sitting hours. I must say
that if I were to exclude that little pit stop, I am sure I
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would be a number of kilos lighter. These are the places
that are the most accessible and most visited points of
sale for pre-prepared junk food. So there are some
inconsistencies in the legislation.
Making educated choices about food will certainly help
Victorians improve their quality of life, but I do believe
the government needs to do more in the area of obesity
in terms of its multipronged strategy but also most
importantly in terms of areas that reduce the cost of
living and the cost of doing business, and I think this
bill may not quite strike the right balance. Education is
a vital element of any policy mix in relation to healthy
food choices and in leading an active and healthy life.
In conclusion, I strongly urge the government to
consider a greater variety of measures to tackle obesity.
I reiterate the importance of working with the Victorian
business community to ensure that they are assisted and
do not suffer as a result of the costs that will be incurred
in complying and the importance of considering deeply
the additional cost to government for enforcement and
any unnecessary administrative burdens. This will be
crucial for the government if it is serious about
achieving the outcomes outlined in its bill.
Again, just to summarise, the increasing cost of doing
business is a demerit. Achieving health benefits and
having better educated consumers is a noble objective,
but there is a need for an education program. The
compounding costs for businesses and individuals in
terms of red tape is reflected in the cost of energy, in
the administrative costs caused by the government and
in the cost of compliance for business. However, these
things are yet to be known, understood and monitored.
So with those few words, I understand the opposition is
not opposing the legislation but will be monitoring it
very closely.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — After
listening to my comrade Mr Somyurek telling how
many calories there were in his small sandwich I refuse
to say what I had for lunch, but I can say that I will not
have any dinner tonight.
I rise to speak on the bill currently before the house, the
Food Amendment (Kilojoule Labelling Scheme and
Other Matters) Bill 2016. They say we are what we eat,
and anyone who has been to Weight Watchers will
know that kilojoule counting is an essential plank to
monitoring one’s daily intake of food. According to
statistics, two-thirds of Victorians are overweight or
obese. This is astonishingly high, but when you look at
the increasingly fast pace of everyday life, most people
grab a quick bite to eat without giving much thought or
regard to the healthiness of what they are eating.
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At the other end of the scale, there have never been
more culinary TV shows showing ordinary viewers
how to make gastronomic delights in their own
kitchens. This is coupled with the fact that the average
Australian eats out more than four times a week, and
almost half of these meals are takeaway meals such as
burgers, chicken, pizza, noodles and bakery items. In
general most people lead busy lives, but all of this
comes at a high price health wise. Obesity can lead to
many life-threatening conditions — heart disease,
diabetes, thrombosis and many more. It is estimated
that obesity costs Victoria $14.4 billion a year. It is time
for those fast-food purveyors to actually inform people
of the kilojoule content of foods by clearly stating it on
their menus. This allows informed decision-making by
the purchaser. This mandatory legislative requirement
has been introduced and applied in NSW and has
shown the remarkable reduction of 15 per cent of
kilojoule intake.
The new laws will require large food chain outlets and
large supermarkets to display the kilojoule content of
food and drinks on menus, menu boards, price tags and
online menus. The proposed scheme will apply to large
food chain businesses that have 20 or more outlets in
Victoria or 50 or more outlets nationally. International
and Australian evidence shows that kilojoule labelling
is effective in reducing the kilojoules consumed per
meal by allowing people to compare the kilojoule
content of meals within and between fast-food outlets
and to make healthier food choices. Many people are
unaware that a single fast-food meal may contain most
of an adult’s recommended daily kilojoule intake. We
are making sure Victorians and their families have the
right information to make healthier choices about the
foods they eat, and this is how it should be.
Upon the passage of this legislation, businesses will be
given 12 months to comply with the new laws. We
need to act quickly to stem the sharp increase in
obesity-related diseases. While it is true that we are all
living longer, we want our long lives to be enjoyable. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — I skipped lunch and
just had a coffee because we had a meeting, so I am
probably down a kilojoule or two. I am pleased to rise
to speak on the Food Amendment (Kilojoule Labelling
Scheme and Other Matters) Bill 2016 this afternoon.
This bill brings the state of Victoria into line with
legislation that has been in operation in other states in
Australia for a little while. The food amendment bill
will essentially require chain food outlets to display the
kilojoule content of ready-to-eat food and drinks on
menus, menu boards, price tags and online menus. The
bill will apply to large chain food businesses that have
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over 20 or more outlets in Victoria or those that have 50
or more outlets nationally with at least one in Victoria.
It will also apply to large supermarket chains.
Currently in Victoria it is estimated, as we have heard
today, that there are 3000 chain food businesses, which
includes KFC, McDonald’s, Gloria Jean’s, Bakers
Delight, Boost, and over 570 supermarkets, including
Coles, Woolworths, IGA and Foodworks. They will be
required to display kilojoule content signs. Currently
the compliance is voluntary, with about 50 per cent of
outlets providing information already. The Minister for
Health, Minister Hennessy, noted in her second-reading
speech that the rationale behind the bill is to provide
families with the information they need to make
healthier food choices. We have heard again today that
it is estimated that two-thirds of the population in this
state are either overweight or obese, which has a
financial cost to the state of Victoria of over $14 billion
due to ill health and health-related concerns.
It is not just those health-related issues; it is also the
personal cost people have to deal with through being
obese or overweight. If we look at some of the diseases
that obesity will create or have an impact on, we can
see that certainly cholesterol is one of the major
considerations, as are high blood pressure, increased
rate of stroke and type 2 diabetes, sleep apnoea and
metabolic syndromes, which is kind of a collective
group of factors which raise your risk of heart disease
and other health problems.
In my past life I ran a health food store in country
Victoria for a dozen years. It was a great privilege to be
able to sell people really good quality food. We had
organic food, fresh fruit and vegetables — whole food,
we will call it — and there were not too many labels
about food content back when I started. Over the time I
was in business the government introduced
requirements for any packaged food to have labels on
it. Nuts, for example, had their content labelled in terms
of salt, sugar, fats and trace minerals. Even though it
was a bit of a chore to implement, it certainly gave
consumers a sense of satisfaction when they bought
food that was low in both salt and sugar. It empowered
them to make some good decisions, and this bill also
has that empowerment factor in that people will be able
to make choices about their calorie or kilojoule intake
for the day.
Back in the day there was also an argument around
whether butter was better than margarine. Food
sometimes tends to go in trends. Once upon a time
butter was thought to be bad because it contains
saturated fats, but then the argument swung back the
other way, with people saying that trans fatty acid in
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margarine was not healthy for you. I am a strong
advocate for people eating lots of butter, but in
moderation, because it also supports our Victorian dairy
farmers. I might just relate that having all things in
moderation is an age-old stance that we should take, but
it is also important for our health.
Maintaining a healthy weight means balancing
kilojoule intake from food against your daily needs. In
our society people come in all shapes and sizes, and
Mother Nature and genetics make that into a reality, but
over time we have different metabolic rates. Often
young boys have high metabolic rates. I had two of
them, and they used to consume virtually whatever was
in the fridge. They seemed to have very high metabolic
rates but also a high energy output for their day. As we
age, passing menopause and the like, then our quantity
of kilojoule intake can reduce. When looking at this
figure of 8700 kilojoules per day, we should see it as an
average. When people make choices about their intake,
they should not try to hit that mark. It should be age,
health and daily requirement appropriate.
There are also other factors that will influence our food
choices, including hunger; taste; and economic, social
and psychological determinants, such as our stress
levels — maybe our mood, or even guilt and our
attitudes to food. We need to live with balance in these
things. Enjoying food is important, but we should note
that there are consequences for overeating over a long
period of time.
This bill provides a mechanism through which families
can make informed choices on the kilojoule content of
ready-to-eat food. The bill must come into effect by
2018, which provides businesses with some time in
order to implement that. Chain food outlets or
supermarkets must display the average adult daily
energy intake of 8700 kilojoules, and the average
kilojoule content of standard food items must be on
display on the menu. ‘Standard food items’ means that
the food is ready to eat; that it is consumed within the
state in which it is served — for example, a sandwich
or a muffin, but not a loaf of bread; that the particular
food must be available in two or more stores or chains;
and it must not be pre-packaged. As I have said,
pre-packaged food already has energy content and food
content labels.
I did a little bit of a Google search and found that if I
have a Big Mac for the day and some large fries — Big
Macs have 2060 kilojoules and large fries a little under
2000 — then I have just consumed almost half of my
daily intake. I know Ms Wooldridge related her
experience of going to McDonald’s. We do have to be
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mindful of content. The idea behind this bill is to make
healthy choices more accessible for consumers.
I have problems with this bill for a couple of reasons.
Firstly, it excludes compliance with chain food outlets
such as cinemas and petrol stations. There are hundreds
of cinemas throughout our fair state. From taking
children to cinemas over many years, I know that there
are a number of fast food opportunities — we will call
them that. I think it would be appropriate for parents to
see the energy content of choc-top ice-creams so they
can make choices, including bringing some food from
home.
Mr Ramsay — Almonds.
Ms BATH — Including almonds, fruit, grapes and
the like.
The other point I make about this legislation is that it
needs to come hand in glove with education. It is okay
to display signs about food that people can see, but the
government must be able to provide education to
support consumers to understand how this relates to
their health and what the new labelling means. I would
be interested to see how the government is going to
bring education along with this piece of legislation.
I make another point as a former business owner. From
speaking with people in business right across
Gippsland, I know there is certainly a burden on
businesses to implement all regulations required of
them. I am concerned about the cost of doing business
at the moment, particularly in terms of electricity prices
going up. We have heard about the demise of the
Hazelwood power station and the loss of 750 jobs in
less than eight weeks. There will be a potential price
rise of somewhere between 10 and 20 per cent on
businesses in terms of their electricity costs, so I do not
want to see another administrative burden imposed in
implementing this measure, pushing businesses into
more stress as they go forward.
Overall, as I said, this legislation aligns with legislation
in other states and is appropriate, and The Nationals
will not be opposing it.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the Food Amendment
(Kilojoule Labelling Scheme and Other Matters) Bill
2016. It has been said in previous contributions that the
bill amends the Food Act 1984 to provide for a
kilojoule labelling scheme, requiring chain food
businesses with 20 or more outlets in Victoria or 50 or
more outlets nationally and supermarkets with 20 or
more outlets in Victoria or 50 or more outlets
nationally, where the supermarkets have a floor space
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of more than 1000 square metres, to display the
kilojoule content of standard ready-to-eat food and
non-alcoholic drinks on menus, menu boards and food
labels and to state that the average daily intake is
8700 kilojoules on menus, menu boards, display
cabinets and stands.
The issue for us is: is anyone going to read any of that
and take any notice of it? And will it change their
behaviour in the way they eat? I think that will be the
test of this bill, and I see some of the supermarket
chains have already put kilojoule labelling against their
foodstuffs. Also, as Ms Bath has correctly pointed out,
when you go into McDonald’s it is very clear now on
their display boards the kilojoules associated with the
food, whether it is a hamburger or chips or a chocolate
shake, which I dearly love on occasion. People can
make a choice about what they will eat and how much
they will eat, whether it is from McDonald’s or some
other food chain.
I want to draw to the attention of the house that I think
the important part of Ms Bath’s contribution was about
education. I am old enough now to remember that as
part of the curriculum at primary school, apart from the
three Rs, we actually had a session on healthy foods,
which sadly seems to have disappeared from today’s
education curriculum. I say that with some knowledge
given that three of my daughters are schoolteachers so I
get plenty of advice on the weekend about what is
happening in the system. At a young age we were made
very aware of what foods were good for you and that
the foods you should be eating were a mix and balance
of plenty of fruit, plenty of vegetables and some raw
foods. Through life I have always had an appreciation
of seeking that balance out for my own good health.
Sadly that seems to have disappeared from the
education system, and now the speed of life means that
we apparently do not have time to cook properly. We
do not have time to source good vegetables, good fresh
fruit and a mixture of greens or to drink lots of water.
Now we have of course the coloured sparkling mineral
water that everyone seems to want to drink instead of
tap water, even though it is six times the price. There
are Gatorade and power drinks that rot your teeth and
rot your stomach, but we keep on advertising these as a
fluid for activity. I guess perception and impression are
a big thing, particularly for our youth in what they
choose to eat and drink. Somehow we are going to have
to respond to that sort of perception advertising and
imagery that our youth are sadly seeking for some
identification purpose.
I refer back to the last Parliament when the coalition
was in government. We actually had some very good
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programs labelled under the Healthy Living Victoria
initiative, which Ms Wooldridge would be very familiar
with and in fact was part of. Between the federal
government and the state government we identified a
number of local government areas where there was
high unemployment and there were high obesity rates,
problems associated with diabetes and other ailments
that are associated with poor eating, which Ms Bath
identified. We then homed in on specific programs
through the local councils and local health authorities to
develop council-specific programs.
Ararat was a typical example where there was high
unemployment and high obesity. In fact The Biggest
Loser filmed a national program in the town; I am not
sure that it did anything for the town except to expose
some of the problems associated with unemployment
and low socio-economic demographics. But the
programs we ran did highlight in regional Victoria the
increasing trend of illnesses associated with obesity and
poor nutrition. I thought they were really good
programs, and Paul Hooper, who was mayor of Ararat
at the time, led by example in encouraging the
community to get involved.
We do not oppose this bill. It is a mix of things that
people need to be aware of relating to how they need to
behave, but nothing actually replaces the fact that we as
human beings need to be mobile. We are built to be
mobile, and we need to walk or we need to run or we
need to cycle — we need to be active. It does not matter
how many kilojoule billboards we put around the
country, the fact is it is only part of the story in relation
to living a long and healthy life. A significant player to
that end is the fact that we need to be mobile. As part of
my role, particularly in rural health, mental health and
physical health, and as a rural health ambassador, I
have been encouraging wherever I go the importance of
not only healthy eating, which this bill supports, but
also the fact that there is a combination of things people
need to do to lead a long and healthy life. Certainly
healthy food intake is one, but equally important is
exercise and being mobile. Unfortunately, given the
propensity for new technology now, we have become
less mobile and more dependent on using technology
that requires little mobility but requires a lot of sitting.
Even as a farmer I know that where we used to ride
horses, we used to run and chase sheep and we used to
be quite active in and out of machinery the whole
time — physical hard labour almost every day — we
now tend to jump into a vehicle and run around in a
vehicle, get out, sit down, get back into a vehicle, sit
down, get out again et cetera. In an industry that was
once very active we are now finding that because of
new technologies there are significant problems
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associated with poor rural health. This is systemic
through regional Victoria, particularly in those smaller
towns and communities where there is no leadership
shown by the government in its response to the
increasing rates of obesity, diabetes and ill health.
Having said all that, though, this bill is helpful. It is a
signpost for people to make decisions about what they
are going to eat and certainly what impact that food will
have on them in relation to kilojoule intake. It is not just
about kilojoules in relation to losing weight or reducing
the likelihood of good health; it is a combination of a
lot of things.
We are very blessed in this country — and I thank our
food producers in this nation — that we have a variety
of healthy, natural, fresh foods that we can choose
from. We can make simple choices, like having a good
balance of fresh vegetables and green vegetables. We
can choose to have a good balance of meats, although
some prefer not to eat meat. They then need to replace
that method of getting iron into their bodies with
something else. We have a whole lot of options in this
country that other countries do not have.
We have fresh, clean water. It still amazes me that
people are prepared to buy bottled water at $3 or $4 for
500 millilitres when they can turn the tap on and get it
for nothing, basically, by refilling bottles. People for
whatever reason buy sparkling water, again at a
significant cost compared to plain water, yet the
benefits are zero except for some bubbles. They are
prepared to pay $5 or $6 for the privilege of having
bubbles, but I guess that is choice. We are very lucky in
this country to have that choice.
My contribution is more about how this is one part of a
bigger picture of options that people can take to lead a
long and healthy life. Certainly from an education point
of view, as I said, I am disappointed to see that the
curriculum in schools does not still have a component
that demonstrates the importance of good, fresh food.
I am disappointed to see now, whether it is due to the
speed of our lives or something else, that parents are
becoming lazy in providing the appropriate nutrition for
their children. I cannot believe that we are now actually
having to pay schools to provide breakfast for children
attending school. Is it not the responsibility of parents to
make sure their child goes to school with a full stomach
of nutritious food? There is any amount of cereals and
other things that children can have before they go to
school. It is not hard to pack a lunch box full of carrot
sticks and broccoli and make it interesting and
nutritious rather than just stuffing it full of candy bars
and other things.
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These are the sorts of things that parents need to take
some responsibility for in relation to providing for the
nutritional needs of their children so that they may have
a healthy life. As I said, there is also the balance of
having the appropriate mobility and the importance of
exercise, sport and getting outside in the environment
and enjoying the green spaces which we are so
privileged to have.
There is an important mix of options that we as a
society have to improve our health, and this is certainly
one tool that enables people to choose to eat more
healthily. On that basis I am pleased to see that the
Liberal Party and the National Party do not oppose this
piece of legislation.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — In summing up this debate I want to,
firstly, thank members for speaking on the bill, and
secondly, thank some members for sharing a lot of
information about their own eating habits as well. It is
very sad that about two-thirds of Victorians are
overweight or obese. Sadly these rates have been rising.
We know the health risks associated with obesity,
whether they be cardiovascular disease, type 2 diabetes
or other medical conditions, and we know the
significant cost of obesity to our economy. It is
estimated to cost Victoria alone about $14 million a
year in economic and social costs. There are certainly
very compelling reasons that we need to take action in
relation to the issue of obesity.
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have at least 20 outlets in Victoria or 50 outlets
nationally with at least one in Victoria. It will apply to
large supermarkets in a chain. A large supermarket is
one that has a continuous floor space of more than
1000 square metres.
This bill is very much modelled on a regime that exists
in other jurisdictions. We know that we have many
national restaurant and supermarket chains that will be
part of the Victorian scheme and that operate in other
Australian jurisdictions. They are already familiar with
kilojoule labelling laws and how they apply in those
other states.
The bill will not apply to pre-packaged food, as these
already display kilojoule information on the nutrition
information panel on the packaging. The bill will apply
to chain food businesses, such as quick-service
restaurants, burger, chicken, pizza and pasta chains,
noodle and sushi chains and cafe and bakery chains, as
well as to medium and large supermarket chains. In
addition the scheme will not apply to convenience
stores or small supermarkets with a floor space of
1000 square metres or less.

I am very proud that it was a previous Labor
government that made a commitment to introduce this
legislation in 2010. Nothing happened during the time
of the coalition government, but the Minister for
Health, Ms Hennessy, made a commitment in April last
year to introduce kilojoule labelling laws. What this bill
will do is require large chain food outlets and large
supermarket chains to display kilojoule information for
food and non-alcoholic beverages on menus, menu
boards and food labels. They will also be required to
place kilojoule information in context by displaying on
each menu and on each display cabinet, stand or area
where standard food items are displayed a statement
that the average adult daily energy intake is
8700 kilojoules.

There has been extensive consultation by the
government around the introduction of this legislation. I
am pleased that there is very strong public support for
this legislation, with very strong support from the
broader community, health organisations and industry
groups. This is designed obviously with a view to
giving the consumer as much information as possible.
That is what it has got to be about. It is not about the
government saying to members of the public what they
should eat or not eat. We certainly provide a lot of
information about nutritious food in a proactive sense
through sources like the Better Health Channel. We
certainly try to get that information out to our schools
as well. There are programs in schools and early
childhood services and workplaces that focus on
providing healthier eating options. It is great to see that
the breakfast clubs funded by our government are
providing nutritious meals to children in our schools.
When I visit early childhood services I certainly see lots
of effort put into menu preparation by early years
services as well in terms of making sure children get
that nutritious start to the day.

During the course of debate some members have said
that we should not impose an overly big burden on
business, and that is certainly a consideration in terms
of our approach in this bill. The bill is very much
modelled on laws that were introduced in recent years
by other jurisdictions, so we can try to achieve national
consistency as much as possible. The scheme will apply
to chain food businesses and chain supermarkets that

A lot of work is happening right across government
around this issue, being led of course by the Minister
for Health. When it comes to sport and recreation and
other portfolios as well there are efforts being made by
other ministers in a complementary way to not just have
people eating the right foods but also have them
physically moving more, because we know that both of
these issues have to go together.
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Ms Wooldridge in her contribution spent a lot of time
talking about the Healthy Together Victoria initiative. It
is important to remind the house that it was to the great
shame of the Liberal Party that their federal colleagues
cut $90 million out of the national partnership on
preventative health. Healthy Together Victoria was an
important preventative health program funded by the
commonwealth that was reaping terrific results before it
was subject to the Liberal razor gang. It was cut by the
then Abbott government, and of course this was done
without consultation; it took the community completely
by surprise. That is really what we saw in relation to the
Healthy Together Victoria initiative.
Can I just say in concluding — and obviously the house
will go into committee stage shortly and have the
opportunity to explore the bill in more detail — that this
is an important initiative, and it is one that I personally
strongly support. I want to commend the Minister for
Health, for this important legislation. Anything that we
can do as legislators and certainly what we are doing as
a government to prevent Victorians from experiencing
health issues and health problems has to be something
that we should all strive towards achieving. I certainly
hope that this legislative change will make a positive
contribution to better health outcomes for Victorians.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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information for the community will be informed by
resources developed in other jurisdictions to the extent
to which these are effective and user friendly.
Obviously these are separate processes in relation to
industry, but that is for the broader community.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Can you define cost effective in terms of putting an
actual figure on it? Is there any funding actually
allocated for a consumer education campaign, or is it to
come from existing resources and work that would
happen in the normal course of business?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I understand that this community
education campaign will be funded from existing
resources.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Minister, I need to say that I think that is not going to be
enough. I think we are going to need more from that.
The evidence from New South Wales shows that it
needs some dedicated funding — that was over
$1 million. Our public health organisations have said
very clearly that there needs to be a funded education
campaign, so I suppose I will just put it on the record
and encourage the government to consider some
specific funding in relation to that so that the benefits of
the legislation can be realised. Could you please advise
if a stakeholder reference group will be established and,
if so, the likely representation?

Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
really just want to run through the questions that I
foreshadowed in my contribution to the second-reading
debate and ask if the minister could please outline what
funding will be available for an education campaign
and what components and aspects she thinks that will
contain?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the Department of
Health and Human Services will implement
cost-effective community education strategies to
support the introduction of the scheme. The Victorian
government’s website Better Health Channel and
associated social media outlets, such as Facebook and
Twitter, will be used to provide Victorians with
information about kilojoules. Better Health Channel is a
consumer website that has extensive reach within the
Victorian community — in fact I understand that more
than 3 million Victorians do access it. The design of

Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised in relation to the earlier
comment that you made, Ms Wooldridge, that New
South Wales was in fact the first jurisdiction to
introduce this type of legislation. Therefore there was a
need for a lot more information about that for the
community and for industry. This is now a mature
scheme. Most of the businesses that will be caught by
this are in fact national chains, which are well aware of
how this operates. Because it is a mature scheme there
is not a need to have such a reference group. They are
well-understood obligations.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Minister, I seek to disagree once again because I think
the stakeholder reference group is not just for the
implementation through business. It would also perhaps
advise on information on the Better Health Channel and
how to utilise Facebook, other social media and other
mechanisms in terms of achieving the broader
objectives of the scheme, not just the objectives of how
industry would actually roll this out. So once again I
encourage you to contemplate the establishment of a
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stakeholder reference group as a sign of a commitment
to maximising the impact of the scheme.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I just want to assure Ms Wooldridge and
the house that there is a communication strategy that
will be developed in consultation with industry and
local government to ensure stakeholders are aware of
the changes and their responsibilities. The design of
information for industry and councils will be informed
by resources developed in other jurisdictions and
consultation with food businesses, peak bodies
representing these businesses and the local government
sector. The department will work closely with business
to develop information that is appropriately tailored to
individual business types within the food industry.
After Minister Hennessy second read this bill in the
Assembly, initial information about the bill was
provided to businesses and local councils. In fact I have
a copy of the information that was circulated to them.
Communications targeting local government will
include developing an enforcement protocol and
offering workshops and seminars about the scheme. So
there will be workshops and training that will be
offered. There is a dedicated hotline in the information
that has already gone out months ago. We are certainly
looking to provide a lot of assistance to industry,
particularly to national chains that might need that
additional support. But as I said, this is a mature
scheme that is well understood by industry. We will be
working with them, with the health sector and with the
Municipal Association of Victoria — local
government — around the implementation.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Minister. That was also anticipating a
question in relation to industry, so that is very helpful. I
think the gap from my perspective is the consumer side
of things. The recommendation of a stakeholder
reference group came from the Obesity Policy
Coalition and public health bodies. You have got quite
a comprehensive plan in relation to helping industry,
which is absolutely vital to the implementation of the
scheme, but I have got to say that it sounds like a very
thin strategy in terms of the consumer aspect of this in
changing culture and behaviour. It is actually the
engagement with public health bodies that have
experience in this where there appears to be a very clear
gap and no dedicated funding for it. This lives or dies
on whether consumers change their behaviour, so that is
where there is an essential element.
Could you just advise the house on the issue of
supermarkets being able to do their kilojoule labelling
per 100 grams as opposed to consumption of an item,
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as is done in fast food? Why was a decision made to
use a different measure for supermarkets to that used
for fast food outlets?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — Firstly, just in terms of Ms Wooldridge’s
initial comment, obviously this policy will be educative
in itself, given that we will now have statements in a lot
of food chains and supermarkets about the
8700-kilojoule daily intake. I think that is important in
terms of reinforcing that message to the community.
Obviously the channels of information will continue
through the Better Health Channel as well.
In terms of the supermarket question specifically, I can
advise the member that the bill provides that
supermarkets have the option of measuring and
displaying kilojoule information on food labels as either
per 100 grams or per serve of food. Other applicable
chain food businesses must measure and display
kilojoule information per serve of food. Allowing a
supermarket to display kilojoule information per
100 grams is consistent with the kilojoule label
requirements in New South Wales and Queensland.
Ensuring consistency between the requirements in New
South Wales, Queensland and Victoria recognises that
large supermarkets chains operate at a national level
and use national ticketing systems to supply stores
throughout Australia with their price tickets and labels.
If Victorian supermarkets were only permitted to
display kilojoule content per serve of food, this would
result in significant compliance costs for supermarkets
as it would require differing ticketing systems to
comply with the Victorian scheme. So essentially it is
about national consistency.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
last question is really about evaluation. Is there funding
for an evaluation? What form will the evaluation take?
Could you outline some details so we can understand
whether it has had any impact?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS) will undertake a number of steps in
order to monitor and review the kilojoule labelling
scheme once implemented. This will include
undertaking a literature review of new and emerging
literature in relation to the effectiveness of kilojoule
labelling schemes within three years of the legislation
coming into effect, reviewing compliance with the
scheme and undertaking sampling to validate the
kilojoule content being displayed. In addition DHHS
will work with research partners on a proposed
approach for evaluating the impact of the scheme on
consumers’ awareness of kilojoules.
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Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Minister, is there any funding for that impact research?
Because consumer research does cost money and takes
some significant time. Secondly, when will that be
underway? Because often it is useful to have baseline
data in advance of a scheme being implemented.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I am advised that the literature review that
I referred to is going to be within a three-year period, so
that is obviously some time away, but existing
resources will be used in relation to reviewing the
compliance with the scheme and undertaking that
validation sampling.
I am further advised that there has already been
considerable research done in New South Wales in
relation to these matters, and we are not seeking to
duplicate that work. I can advise that an evaluation of
the effectiveness of introducing kilojoule labelling laws
in New South Wales was conducted in 2012. It found a
number of benefits from the scheme. These included a
better understanding of the concept of the average daily
energy intake and the value of the average adult daily
energy intake, being 8700 kilojoules. It further found a
15 per cent reduction, or around 500 kilojoules, in the
kilojoule content of food purchased after kilojoule
labelling laws took effect.
There have been further studies in Australia and
internationally that have found positive impacts of
kilojoule labelling on menus. For example, a 2015
review by the Danish Cancer Society concluded that
new evidence supports menu labelling as an effective
intervention for informing consumers of the energy
content of their food and beverage choices. The study
also found that menu labelling has a positive effect in
reducing energy ordered and consumed.
Further, a 2013 Australian study found that respondents
chose meals with significantly less kilojoules when
presented with kilojoule information and the average
daily intake statement on menus, compared to having
no kilojoule information.
Further, a 2009 study in the United States found that
parents ordered food for their children with 20 per cent
less energy when presented with menus containing
nutritional information as opposed to menus with no
nutritional information. A further study in the US in
2010 examined food choices and food intake. It found
that inclusion of energy information on restaurant
menus resulted in a reduction in the total amount of
energy people ordered and consumed and improved the
ability of people to estimate energy consumed. It
resulted in a reduction in excess eating later in the day
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when those people were provided with both kilojoule
labelling and a statement about the average daily
energy intake. That 2010 study also found that adding a
statement about the average daily energy intake resulted
in the most significant benefit. It noted this was an
essential element of energy or kilojoule labelling
schemes.
There has also been further research around how
kilojoule labelling may encourage chain food
businesses to offer healthier menu options.
Ms Wooldridge interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes, but it is just going to the
issue of the research and the evidence that is there.
A 2014 evaluation found that menu labelling legislation
in the US saw large chain restaurants significantly
reduce the number of kilojoules contained in newly
introduced menu items. And there is considerably more
research.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Thank you, Minister, I am very aware of the research,
but that was not the question. What I did take from that,
though, is that you are saying you are not seeking to
duplicate the work of New South Wales and that
existing resources will be used for the compliance and
sampling. Can you then outline what you meant when
you said that research partners will be engaged to assess
the impact of the scheme in Victoria? What actually
will we evaluate and how in relation to the impact of
the scheme in Victoria?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I thank Ms Wooldridge for her further
question on this. What I did say earlier was that there
would be a review of new and emerging literature in
relation to the effectiveness of kilojoule labelling
schemes within three years of the legislation coming
into effect. Obviously that is some time away. It is
problematic to bed ourselves down in a very set
approach, given that we have got new research
emerging all the time, but certainly at that point in time
it would be expected that the government would work
with research partners to look at the effectiveness of the
legislation — but that is, as I said, three years away. We
are committed to an evaluation of the effectiveness of
this legislation.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
am sorry to pursue it, but that actually does not make
sense. A literature review is something that looks at the
studies that have been done, and that is not an
evaluation in and of itself, so are you saying that the
government will look at what everyone else has done to
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see if anyone has actually done some work to look at
how the scheme in Victoria has turned out, or is there
something that the Victorian government will actually
initiate so that we have the capacity to know the impact
and the outcomes of the scheme?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I have responded to the question, I have
talked about the literature review, I have talked about
reviewing compliance with the scheme — which is a
separate matter — and I have also talked about
undertaking sampling to validate kilojoule content
being displayed. Obviously we will be checking new
literature as it emerges, but we are looking at evaluating
both the literature and the effectiveness of the scheme.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Will there be any evaluation of consumer behaviour
initiated by the Victorian government as a result of this
bill?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — I just remind Ms Wooldridge that we are
talking about a scheme that will start in 12 months time.
We are talking about a commitment to a review that is
three years away. Obviously at that time the
government will talk to research partners about the best
way to evaluate the effectiveness of this. I think it is
very premature to try to predict now what that
evaluation should look like.
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan) — So
just to clarify, the conversation with the research
partners will happen at the three-year review point? Is
that what you were saying when you said ‘at that time’?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) — The advice I have is that the anticipated
timing is in the lead-up to the three-year mark.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 17 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Reported adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Membership
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! The President has received correspondence from
Emma Kealy, the member for Lowan in the Legislative
Assembly, and it reads:
I hereby give notice of my intention to resign from the Family
and Community Development Committee, effective
immediately.
I wish to express my sincere thanks to fellow parliamentary
members of the committee and committee staff for their
advice, input and support.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
AMENDMENT (OFFICE OF THE
VICTORIAN INFORMATION
COMMISSIONER) BILL 2016
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 September 2016; motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
speak on the long-awaited Freedom of Information
Amendment (Office of the Victorian Information
Commissioner) Bill 2016. This is a troubling piece of
legislation. Ostensibly the government has introduced
this legislation to put in place what it regards as an
improved framework for the operation of the freedom
of information system in Victoria, and indeed there are
some nominal changes to the way in which that FOI
system operates, which the government has held out as
the reason and the rationale for this piece of legislation.
But it also seeks to put in place significant structural
changes to the way in which the office of the FOI
commissioner operates and the way in which the office
of the commissioner for privacy and data protection
operates. It is these more significant structural changes
which, frankly, greatly overshadow the changes to the
FOI scheme, which the government has trumpeted as
the reason for this legislation, that are of concern to the
Liberal-Nationals members of the house.
I will just quickly run through the provisions of the bill.
The bill amends, as I said, the Freedom of Information
Act 1982 to abolish the existing office of the Freedom
of Information Commissioner and to establish a new
office of the Victorian Information Commissioner. It
reduces the default time frames for responding to
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FOI requests from 45 days to 30 days, which is one of
the things that has been held up as a great reform of this
legislation, and it provides for the appointment of the
new information commissioner and a deputy
commissioner, being the FOI commissioner, and a
second deputy commissioner, being the public access
deputy commissioner. It creates powers for the
information commissioner with respect to FOI reviews
of decisions made by departments and ministers and
decisions made on the grounds of cabinet in confidence.
It provides some amendments to the Privacy and Data
Protection Act 2014 with respect to abolishing the
existing Office of the Privacy Commissioner, which I
will come back to, and it also makes some amendments
with respect to the Victorian Inspectorate Act 2011,
which are relatively minor in the context of the key
changes to this legislation.
It is the structural issues or the proposal for structural
change in this bill that is of significant concern to the
opposition parties. What the bill seeks to do is to
abolish the existing Freedom of Information
Commissioner, which was established in around 2012
by the previous coalition government, and it seeks to
abolish the existing office of the commissioner for
privacy and data protection, which was only put in
place in 2014, and implement a new structure under a
single information commissioner, with the two existing
FOI and privacy and data protection roles undertaken
by deputy commissioners responsible to the
overarching commissioner.
We have concerns with this model, for a number of
reasons. Firstly, this model has failed in every other
jurisdiction in Australia that it has been implemented
in. It has been implemented in New South Wales, and it
has failed; it has been implemented in Queensland, and
it failed; and it was implemented in the commonwealth
jurisdiction and has also been a failure. So there is no
precedent in an Australian jurisdiction for a model
which brings together an FOI function with a privacy
and data protection function in the one statutory office
under the one statutory commissioner and has it work
successfully. There is now substantial material in the
public domain about the failure of that model in other
jurisdictions — the inherent contradiction between an
FOI function, which of course relates to the release of
information, and a privacy and data protection function,
which relates inherently to the protection of
government-held data from inappropriate release. We
are also concerned that the government has not
provided any rationale, certainly in the minister’s
second-reading speech or in the public discourse around
this legislation, as to why it is now seeking to adopt a
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model which has failed on a number of occasions
elsewhere in Australia.
Equally, the point needs to be made that both the
existing FOI commissioner model and the existing
privacy and data protection commissioner model are
very new institutions in Victoria. One is approximately
five years old, being the FOI commissioner model —
maybe a bit less — and the privacy and data protection
commissioner, as I said, was only put in place late in
2014. It is barely two years old; in fact it was less than
two years old at the time this legislation was brought
into Parliament.
So the question has to be asked: why? Why is the
government seeking to, via this legislation, summarily
terminate the appointment of two statutory officers,
being the FOI commissioner and the privacy
commissioner, who are, by this legislation, simply
terminated — cease to hold office — if this legislation
passes? And why is a new structure being put in place
which has failed elsewhere before the existing
Victorian officers have even had the opportunity to
establish themselves and consolidate their operations?
We saw in the very early days of this government a
move against the first FOI commissioner, Lynne
Bertolini. We saw Ms Bertolini, who was an appointee
of the previous coalition government, pushed from
office. There was an inquiry undertaken at the behest of
the minister, for the Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet (DPC), Chris Eccles, which led to
Ms Bertolini leaving office. At the time that inquiry
was undertaken concerns were raised about the fact that
we had DPC, as the senior executive department,
commissioning an inquiry into an independent officer.
We subsequently saw Ms Bertolini’s departure from
that position.
Now we have what seems to be a similar push by this
government to remove the other statutory officer that
was appointed by the previous coalition government, in
this case Mr David Watts, the commissioner for privacy
and data protection. It is an extraordinary model where
the government seeks to establish a new structure —
taking the two existing commissioners and combining
them under a single overarching commissioner, a
model which provides for the transfer of staff from the
existing separate offices to the new combined entity,
provides for the transfer of assets from the existing
entities to the new entity and provides for the transfer of
casework from the existing entities to the new entity —
yet summarily terminates the appointment of the two
chief officers: the FOI commissioner and the privacy
commissioner.
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We have seen how the relationship has developed
between the government and the privacy and data
protection commissioner over the last two years. It is
not unreasonable to believe that the purpose of this
legislation is specifically to get at the current
office-holder in that role because there is nothing in the
minister’s second-reading speech that supports the
structural changes that this legislation is seeking to
implement. That concern is reinforced when
consideration is given to how this legislation came
about, what approach the government took in the
development of this bill, what policy considerations
were factored into the development of this bill and the
way in which consultation was undertaken.
Consideration of this bill has been protracted. It is
legislation that was introduced to the Parliament in the
middle of last year. It passed through the other place in
the middle of last year and came to this house and has
sat on the notice paper for an extended period of time.
As part of preparing for the Parliament’s consideration
of this legislation I undertook some broad consultations
with institutions like the Law Institute of Victoria,
which is quite common when considering legal bills
and bills which go to the structure of statutory offices in
Victoria. I also undertook consultation with the FOI
commissioner and the commissioner for privacy and
data protection.
I have to say that I was astounded, having sought
feedback and the views of those two office-holders, to
receive back from the commissioner for privacy and
data protection a response to my request for his input in
which he indicated that he was not consulted by the
government in the development of this legislation.
Despite being a key statutory independent office-holder
whose office was to be abolished by this legislation,
whose appointment was to be terminated by this
legislation and whose functions were to be subsumed
into a combined model, which on the face of it has an
inherent conflict in a policy sense, he was not
consulted.
Mr Watts, in his extensive response to me, which I
intend to consider in some detail if this legislation
reaches the committee stage of the house’s
consideration — there are a number of matters I will
seek to raise directly with the minister — made it very
clear that he and his office were bypassed in the
development of this legislation. The legislation as
presented to Parliament was presented to him and his
office as a fait accompli and his views were not sought.
I find it extraordinary that if the government were
committed to reform in the area of FOI and data
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protection, they would not consult with the key officer
who has responsibility for those functions.
When the Office of the Commissioner for Privacy and
Data Protection was established Mr Watts was engaged
by the previous government on the basis of his
substantial international reputation in the area of
privacy and data protection. Through the period leading
up to the establishment of that office and the passage of
that legislation establishing the office, in 2014 I worked
extensively with Mr Watts, as did my ministerial office
and as did the then Attorney-General, as we were
developing a policy framework around information and
data release from a Treasury perspective and the
Attorney-General was developing his framework on
privacy and data protection. It became very apparent
very quickly, through those discussions and through
that policy work which was undertaken by my office
and the Attorney-General’s office, that Mr Watts had
extensive experience and knowledge and a reputation in
the area of privacy and data protection, so it is
unfathomable that this government would not consult
him on the development of this legislation which
completely restructures his existing statutory office.
What is also not clear from the minister’s
second-reading speech is why the government is
seeking to make these structural changes now. The
existing office is a new office; it is barely two years old.
It is occupied by the first FOI commissioner to hold that
position, and at the time the legislation came he in was
not even halfway through his initial appointment as
commissioner. In the case of the FOI commissioner, he
has barely passed the halfway mark.
Why would the government seek to completely
restructure those offices and terminate the existing
office-holders in a model which was new and which
was in the process of being bedded down and
consolidated? Why that process has not been allowed to
occur is unclear, and the government has at no time
sought to explain why it is up-ending what is a very
new structure to put in place this alternative structure.
We are very concerned about the way in which the
government is going about this. I will quote extensively
from Mr Watts’s advice back to me on the development
of this legislation if and when we get the opportunity to
consider this in committee with the minister.
We are also concerned about the way in which the new
office is to be structured. It is the coalition’s view that
the model that is proposed, if it is to go forward, should
be amended from that which we currently see in the
bill. The amendments in particular relate to the
independence of what would be the two deputy
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commissioners, with an FOI function and a privacy and
data protection function, both of whom would be
subordinate to the overarching information
commissioner and both of whom have, under the
proposed legislation, weaker safeguards of their
independence than the current statutory office-holders.
Again, the government has made no attempt to explain
why they are weakening the independence of those two
officers as opposed to the current model.
Currently for both the current FOI commissioner model
and the privacy and data protection commissioner
model removal from office of those commissioners is
only possible by the Governor in Council following the
passage of a resolution of both houses of Parliament. It
is a very robust framework. The government of the day
cannot intervene and remove either the FOI
commissioner or the privacy and data commissioner
without both houses of Parliament agreeing to it. Yes,
they can suspend them for misconduct, but if they wish
to remove them from office, they need to make a case
to the Parliament. It is only with the passage of a
resolution of both houses of Parliament that the
Governor in Council can then act to terminate the
appointment.
Under the model proposed by the government,
Parliament will not have a role in the removal of either
of the statutory officers, and they can be removed at
will by the Governor in Council acting on the
recommendation of the government. It is a substantially
lower threshold and greatly reduces the independence
that those current office-holders enjoy. The question
needs to be asked: why? Why is the government
seeking to remove that independence — an
independence which is ensured by the fact that the
current office-holders cannot easily be removed purely
by executive action? Why are they seeking under this
new model to provide that degree of protection to the
overarching commissioner but not provide that
protection to the two deputy commissioners, who will
actually be the operational commissioners carrying out
the current functions? The figurehead gets the
protection. The two deputy commissioners who will be
at the coalface in determining matters which may or
may not be in favour of the government will have the
protections which currently exist removed in relation to
their appointments. That is something that if the bill
reaches a committee stage we will be seeking to change
by way of amendment.
One of the other aspects we will seek to change is the
summary termination of the FOI commissioner and the
commissioner for privacy and data protection. These
offices were established between 2011 and 2014 with a

217

very clear intent that they operate independently of
government. For all intents and purposes they sat aside
from government, with the virtual status of an
independent officer of the Parliament. They were in
many respects watchdog officers in the same way as the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General are, and they
were afforded similar protections by virtue of the fact
that they could not be terminated without the agreement
of Parliament, as I indicated before. In the conduct of
their statutory functions they were not subject to the
direction of the portfolio minister, which currently is
the Special Minister of State.
It is extraordinary that in setting up this new model the
government is taking the opportunity to terminate those
two office-holders, who are otherwise protected in their
functions from termination by the government. Every
other staff member that is associated with the FOI
commissioner’s office or the privacy commissioner’s
office will be transferred to the new entity that is going
to be created, but the two statutory office-holders that
actually exercise the statutory functions in the current
model are to be terminated, and no reason has been
given by the government for this. We have seen what
the government did with the first FOI commissioner,
Ms Bertolini, and it is apparent from the evident tension
that exists between the government and the current
inaugural privacy commissioner that they are using this
legislation to seek to do the same. We believe that is
unacceptable. It is unacceptable for this government to
terminate two statutory officers because it finds dealing
with one inconvenient.
We have seen this before from this government. We
saw it with the Country Fire Authority (CFA) board,
which was sacked because it did not bend to the
Premier’s will. We have seen it with the chief executive
officer of the CFA. Now we are apparently seeing it
with the privacy and data protection commissioner,
who also has not been compliant with the government’s
will and therefore seemingly is to be terminated by this
legislation as a convenient by-product of putting this
new structure in place. For that reason, if the bill
reaches a committee stage, we will be seeking to amend
the bill to preserve the existing FOI commissioner and
privacy and data protection commissioner and to
provide that the existing office-holders are deemed to
be the deputy office-holders in the respective FOI and
privacy functions for the duration of their current
appointments. Therefore they too would transfer to the
new structure as the deputies in the same way as
existing staff and assets transfer to the new structure.
The other area we will seek amendments on goes to the
issue of the operation of the FOI system. The argument
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put by the government for this legislation is that this is
part of the reform it is driving, particularly in FOI. In
reality there is very little change to the FOI framework
in this legislation. It is largely structural and it is largely
about nobbling the two office-holders, in particular the
privacy commissioner. One of the changes this bill does
purport to introduce is to reduce the time frame for
consideration of an FOI request from 45 days to
30 days. However, in providing for that reduction from
45 days to 30 days the legislation then provides that if
an agency is required to undertake consultation with
another agency, it is entitled to 45 days. In effect what
we have is the existing 45-day time frame being
preserved, because most FOI requests — I imagine a
vast majority of FOI requests — will of necessity entail
consultation with other agencies and therefore the
default time frame will increase from 30 days to
45 days if the responsible agency desires it.
A further amendment we will seek will be to strike out
the as-of-right capacity for an agency to increase the
time frame for a response from 30 to 45 days when
consultation is required. There is a proposed provision
in the bill which allows for an extension of 30 days by
agreement with the FOI applicant, and we believe that
that is more than adequate as a mechanism when
consultation is required which may exceed the
proposed default 30-day time frame. We believe that if
the government says it is changing the default time
frame for an FOI response from 45 to 30 days, then that
is what it should do — not use a backdoor mechanism
to preserve a 45-day window.
This piece of legislation is concerning. There is the lack
of consultation undertaken with the existing
office-holders, the fact that without explanation the
government is seeking to implement a model which has
failed in jurisdiction after jurisdiction around Australia
and the fact that it is also seeking to do this without
providing any explanation as to how the existing
framework, which is only a couple of years old, is
defective. We believe that these issues need to be
ventilated before this house proceeds with the
consideration of this legislation. So it is my intention
when this bill reaches the end of the second-reading
stage to seek a referral of the bill to the legal and social
issues committee of the Legislative Council to allow it
to undertake a short inquiry into this bill, to conduct
public hearings at which it can call on the privacy
commissioner, the FOI commissioner and the Law
Institute of Victoria — which is also an interested party
in this and which has given extensive commentary on
the proposed legislation — to give evidence, to test this
proposed model that is being proposed for Victoria
versus the way in which it is operated in other
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jurisdictions in Australia and to give an opportunity to
the minister and the Department of Premier and Cabinet
to explain why a model which has only been in place
for a couple of years needs to be replaced with a new
model that has failed in other jurisdictions and to
outline the policy reasons why these changes are being
made.
We believe that with this legislation, given the
uncertainty of the policy basis behind it and given the
evidence that policy consultation was not undertaken
with the statutory office holders whose roles are to be
abolished by the legislation, having a short, sharp
inquiry through the Legislative Council’s legal and
social issues committee is an appropriate next step to
get these policy issues considered before the finality of
the legislation is dealt with. So the coalition will be
reserving its final position on this legislation. We do
seek the house’s support for a short inquiry and a public
hearing session through the legal and social issues
committee. Following that we will be seeking the
house’s consideration of the amendments that we seek
to bring to this legislation.
The way in which this legislation has come together is
troubling. The implications it has for statutory offices in
this state, given the history we have seen with other
government entities in the state, such as the Country
Fire Authority, is also troubling. Considerable
explanation and rationale will need to be provided by
the government in respect of a range of the changes it is
seeking to make through this legislation before the
coalition can provide any support for it.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Freedom of Information Amendment
(Office of the Victorian Information Commissioner)
Bill 2016. The bill implements all of our election
commitments relating to freedom of information and
also introduces a number of other improvements to the
system. The Labor Party went to the election with
various commitments in relation to changing the FOI
commissioner to a public access deputy commissioner.
We signalled that we intend to change government
freedom of information practices to be more open and
transparent. It was clearly an election commitment, and
we are doing exactly what we said we would do when
we went to the election. I think we have implemented a
lot of changes and a lot of practices since then, even in
this place, in relation to transparency and giving far
more access to information concerning the government
to the Parliament and to various organisations.
I think the statistics will speak for themselves. In
2015–16, for example, the number of freedom of
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information requests increased dramatically. As a
comparison, in 2014–15 there were 122 requests,
whereas in 2015–16 there were 584. So basically we
have got a high number of freedom of information
requests, and I think the government is doing what it
can to make sure it accommodates these requests.
The bill creates the Office of the Victorian Information
Commissioner, which meets the government’s
commitment to convert the role of the FOI
commissioner into the Office of the Public Access
Counsellor. Instead, as I said earlier, there will be a
public access deputy commissioner. Merging these two
I think just makes sense. The previous speaker talked
about other states having done something similar. Now,
there will be debate about whether or not that was
successful in the other jurisdictions, but we will say that
it was.
I think it just makes sense to actually have the two
offices merge into one instead of having two separate
bureaucracies, because sometimes there might be a bit
of debate about who is doing what. I think protecting
privacy is very important, as is giving access to
information to the Parliament or to various
organisations like media organisations or any others. I
think that by merging these two organisations into one
we should be able to accommodate the needs of both
and in doing that maintain the privacy where it needs to
be maintained, whether that be the privacy of
Victorians, privacy matters that could relate to the
security of the state or things that are not in the public
interest to be published. So maintaining privacy is very
important, but so is maintaining clear access to
information.
The other thing that the previous speaker talked about
was the independence of the current commissioner for
privacy or freedom of information. I think it is very
important to note that the new commissioner will be
operating at arm’s length from the minister. The
minister cannot direct the new commissioner about
what they can and cannot do, and the commissioner
does not report directly to the minister, which is an
improvement on the current arrangement.
The bill will allow the FOI regulator to set professional
standards and allow the FOI regulator to review
documents exempt on the grounds of being
cabinet-in-confidence material. We all know there has
been a lot of debate in this chamber about what is
cabinet in confidence and what is not. We have seen the
Leader of the Government suspended from this
house — unfairly, in my view — for six months. I think
that by putting the right regulations in place and giving
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the commissioner the power to deal with these sorts of
matters we can avoid the issues of party politics which
we have faced in the last 12 months.
The bill will also allow the FOI regulator to review
decisions made by ministers, which is another
improvement; reduce the time an agency has to respond
to an FOI request, from 45 days down to 30 days; and
reduce the time an agency has to seek a VCAT review
of a decision made by the Office of the Victorian
Information Commissioner, from 60 days down to
14 days.
These commitments signal the intention of the
government to shift to a more open culture in which the
public obtains access to a wider range of information
held by the government. I might say that this is in stark
contrast to the secrecy of the former coalition
government. The government is establishing the Office
of the Victorian Information Commissioner as a
primary source of advice to the government about the
public sector, and it will collect, use and share
information.
As I said earlier, in addition to its core privacy, data
protection and FOI regulatory functions, the office will
invite potential policy improvements. Sure, there will
always be improvements. In any system you always
look for improvement. The whole idea about merging
the two offices into one is to look at what is the best
case scenario and the world’s best practice. As I said, it
is about being able to give information to citizens, to
parliamentarians or to organisations who want to have
access to government information, but at the same time
it is also about protecting privacy where privacy needs
to be protected. The bill will empower the new Office
of the Victorian Information Commissioner to look at
what sorts of improvements can be made to achieve
that aim. I think that is a very important thing. The
body will manage the overlap between the existing FOI
and privacy regimes and align the regulatory priority
across both regimes, as well as providing a foundation
for future reforms to create more integrated
information.
Mr Rich-Phillips will refer that to a committee, and the
committee can explore all that. I think what we are
saying here is that the bill itself will give the
commissioner the tools for ongoing review and
improvement to the system to make sure that he or she
is able to fulfil, along with the two deputy
commissioners, their requirements under the act. We
believe the bill is very well considered, and I think it is
designed to achieve the aim of the government when it
went to the election in 2014 — that is, to reform the
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system. We are delivering on these election
commitments. Sure, there is always room for
improvement, and I think that is embedded in the
legislation, as I said a minute ago.
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onshore petroleum production and exploration until 30 June
2020.
Human rights issues
Right to privacy and right to freedom of expression

With those comments, I commend the bill to the house
and hope members will vote to give effect to this bill so
that there will not be any delay in improving the current
system so as to provide fair access to freedom of
information documentation from the government and
also strengthen the protection of privacy, which needs
to be done. We think it is an important reform, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On
instructions from the Labor whip, I move:
That the debate be adjourned until the next day of sitting.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Debate adjourned until next day.

RESOURCES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (FRACKING BAN)
BILL 2016
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms TIERNEY
(Minister for Training and Skills); by leave, ordered
to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Resources
Legislation Amendment (Fracking Ban) Bill 2016.
In my opinion, the Resources Legislation Amendment
(Fracking Ban) Bill 2016, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of the bill
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 (the
MRSDA) and the Petroleum Act 1998 (the Petroleum Act) in
order to prevent the exploration and mining of coal seam gas,
to ban hydraulic fracturing and to impose a moratorium on

Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has a right not
to have their privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Section 15(2) of the charter provides for freedom of
expression. The right to freedom of expression is broad and
includes the freedom from forced expression. However, the
right may be subject to lawful restrictions reasonably
necessary for specified purposes.
Clause 6 of the bill inserts new section 113A(1) into the
MRSDA to require a person who discovers coal seam gas to
report the discovery to the minister. Section 113A(2) enables
the minister, by notice, to require the person to provide further
details about the discovery. Section 113A is relevant to new
section 8AC of the MRSDA, inserted by clause 4 of the bill.
Section 8AC(1) creates an offence to explore for or mine coal
seam gas. Section 8AC(2) creates an exception to the offence
for the holder of an exploration licence, mining licence or
retention licence who incidentally discovers or mines coal
seam gas and reports the discovery in accordance with
section 113A.
Clause 6 of the bill engages the right to privacy by requiring
the disclosure of personal information (i.e. name and address),
about the person who made the discovery. However, it is not
unlawful or arbitrary. The circumstances in which the
information is required are clearly set out in section 113A.
Furthermore, the information is necessary to ensure the
effective operation of section 8AC(2) and benefits the
affected licensee, who would otherwise be in breach of
section 8AC(1).
It will be managed as part of the existing information
management framework for minerals and petroleum authority
holders, which takes into account privacy requirements.
Clause 6 of the bill also engages the right to freedom of
expression by compelling the provision of information. This
is a lawful restriction on the right to freedom of expression
that is reasonably necessary to enable the effective
enforcement of section 8AC and to provide the state with
information regarding the existence of coal seam gas
resources that assists in the future grant of authorities.
Furthermore, it only applies to a very limited set of
circumstances, relating to the discovery of coal seam gas. It
also benefits the affected licensee, who would otherwise be in
breach of section 8AC(1).
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
Clause 4 of the bill inserts new section 8AC into the MRSDA
to create an offence to explore for or mine coal seam gas,
which prevents a current licence holder from undertaking that
activity. Clause 10 of the bill inserts new section 17A into the
Petroleum Act to impose a moratorium on current authority
holders carrying out petroleum operations until 30 June 2020.
Clause 7 of the bill inserts new section 121A into the
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MRSDA and clause 11 of the bill inserts new section 251A
into the Petroleum Act to provide that the state is not liable
for any loss, damage or injury.
While clauses 4, 7, 10 and 11 arguably affect property rights,
being the rights held in an authority, all affected authority
holders are corporations. Section 6(1) of the charter makes it
clear that corporations do not have human rights.
Accordingly, section 20 of the charter is not engaged. In the
event that an authority is later transferred to an individual, the
relevant clauses of the bill would not unlawfully limit the
individual’s property rights, as any deprivation of property
would be in accordance with law.
Right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty according to law.
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Right not to be tried or punished more than once
Section 26 of the charter provides that a person must not be
tried or punished more than once for an offence in respect of
which he or she has already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with law.
The offences in sections 8AC(1) and 8AD(1) of the MRSDA
(inserted by clause 4 of the bill) and section 16A of the
Petroleum Act (inserted by clause 9 of the bill) each include a
default penalty provision, whereby if a person is convicted of
an offence the person is guilty of a further offence for each
day the offence continues after the conviction.
Section 26 of the charter is not engaged, as the default
penalties only arise in respect of continued conduct, rather
than the conduct that constituted the original offence.
Hon. Jaala Pulford, MP
Minister for Agriculture

Strict liability offences

Second reading
The bill inserts a number of strict liability offences, where the
prosecution does not need to establish subjective fault.
Accordingly, they limit the right to be presumed innocent
under section 25(1) of the charter.
Clause 4 of the bill inserts new sections 8AC (offence to carry
out exploration for or mining of coal seam gas) and 8AD
(offence to carry out hydraulic fracturing) into the MRSDA.
Clause 6 of the bill inserts new section 113A(3) to create an
offence to fail to comply with a notice to provide specified
details about the person’s discovery of coal seam gas.
Clause 9 of the bill inserts new section 16A into the
Petroleum Act (offence to carry out hydraulic fracturing).
Insofar as there is any limit upon the right to be presumed
innocent, it is reasonable and justifiable for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter. The offences apply to resource
industry participants, who understand that they may only
undertake minerals and petroleum exploration and
development as authorised and in accordance with the
legislation. Furthermore, the offences are consistent with
other strict liability offences in the MRSDA and the
Petroleum Act. The offences have lower penalties
(200 penalty units in clauses 4 and 9 of the bill and 50 penalty
units in clause 6 of the bill) than would normally apply where
a higher burden of proof is required.
Exception to offence
Section 8AC(2) of the MRSDA, inserted by clause 4 of the
bill, provides an exception to the offence of exploring or
mining for coal seam gas where the licence-holder
incidentally discovers or mines coal seam gas. This imposes
an evidential burden on the accused, requiring the accused to
present evidence that suggests a reasonable possibility of the
existence of facts that would establish the excuse.
Evidential burdens are not considered to limit the right to be
presumed innocent. The exception relates to matters that are
peculiarly within the accused’s knowledge, which would be
unduly onerous on a prosecution to investigate and disprove
at first instance. Once the accused has pointed to evidence of
the excuse, the burden shifts back to the prosecution to prove
the essential elements of the offence to a legal standard.
Furthermore, the penalty is relatively low (200 penalty units).

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The purpose of this bill is to prohibit onshore unconventional
gas activity in Victoria, to legislate a moratorium on onshore
conventional gas activity until June 2020, and to prevent the
state being the subject of litigation in relation to these matters,
and to empower the minister to purchase licences and permits
affected by the ban.
The bill gives effect to the commitment made by the Andrews
government on 30 August 2016, in response to the
parliamentary inquiry into onshore unconventional gas.
The bill will amend the Petroleum Act 1998 to ban hydraulic
fracturing; and to extend the current moratorium on onshore
conventional gas to 30 June 2020. The moratorium does not
apply to authority holders accessing offshore gas supplies
from onshore, or those undertaking research and
development, gas storage, or carbon dioxide production.
The bill will amend the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 to prevent the exploration and
development of coal seam gas and to ban hydraulic
fracturing.
The bill also amends both the Petroleum Act and the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act to state that the
state of Victoria is not liable in any way for any loss, damage
or injury whatsoever resulting directly or indirectly from the
proposed amendments or from measures under a policy
moratorium that commenced on 24 August 2012.
Finally, the bill amends both the Petroleum Act and the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act to provide
that the minister may purchase licences affected by the ban on
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hydraulic fracturing and coal seam gas. The price for which a
licence may be purchased will be determined through
ministerial direction published in the Government Gazette.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mrs PEULICH (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 16 February.
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The bill also amends the Commission for Children and
Young People Act 2012 to bring within the confidentiality
regime established under part 6 of that act information
acquired under the scheme by a commissioner, a staff
member or delegate of the commission or a person assisting
the commission.
Further, the bill amends various acts to allow information to
be given to the commission, including findings and
determinations made by the suitability panel under the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005.
The bill also amends the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 to require the commission to notify the Victorian
Institute of Teaching if the commission becomes aware that a
registered teacher is the subject of a reportable allegation or a
finding of reportable conduct.

Received from Assembly.

Human rights issues

Read first time on motion of Ms TIERNEY
(Minister for Training and Skills); by leave, ordered
to be read second time forthwith.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to the
bill

Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Children
Legislation Amendment (Reportable Conduct) Bill 2016 (the
bill).
In my opinion, the Children Legislation Amendment
(Reportable Conduct) Bill 2016, as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with human rights as set
out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined
in this statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005
(the act) to establish a reportable conduct scheme (the
scheme) to be set out in a new part 5A of the act (inserted by
clause 6 of the bill and consisting of new sections 16A to
16ZN). Under the scheme allegations (defined in the bill as
reportable allegations) of specified kinds of child abuse
(defined in the bill as reportable conduct), or misconduct that
may involve reportable conduct, made against employees of
specified entities that exercise care, supervision or authority
over children must be notified to the Commission for
Children and Young People (the commission) and
investigated by the entity or a regulator of the employee.
The commission has responsibility for overseeing the
investigation and generally administering, overseeing and
monitoring the scheme. In specified circumstances the
commission may itself investigate reportable allegations and,
if it considers it to be in the public interest to do so, may
investigate whether reportable allegations have been
inappropriately handled by an entity or regulator.

New section 16B sets out the fundamental principles on
which the scheme is based. Paragraph (a) provides that the
protection of children is the paramount consideration in the
context of child abuse or employee misconduct involving a
child. Consistent with that paramount consideration
paragraph (d) provides that everyone involved in the scheme
should work collaboratively to ensure the fair, effective and
timely investigation of reportable allegations.
These fundamental principles promote the right of every child
to such protection as is in their best interests and is needed by
them by reason of being a child. The right to such protection
is contained in section 17(2) of the charter. To the extent that
some provisions of the bill may impact on other human rights
protected by the charter, it is important to bear in mind the
fundamental principles on which the scheme established by
the bill is based.
Further, all human rights protected by the charter may be
subject to reasonable limitations that can be demonstrably
justified in a democratic society in accordance with section 7
of the charter. Legislation protecting against child abuse
justifiably may impose reasonable limitations on charter
rights.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Privacy is a broad concept and includes privacy of
information about a person and protection against interference
in relation to a person’s workplace environment.
Section 13(b) provides that a person also has the right not to
have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked. A number of
clauses in the bill engage these rights.
The bill has a number of provisions under which information
or documents relating to a person are to be given to the
commission or may be obtained by the commission.
Commission’s access to information and documents
Under new section 16L of the act a person may disclose a
reportable allegation to the commission.
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Under new section 16M of the act the head of an entity who
becomes aware of a reportable allegation against an employee
of the entity must notify the commission within three business
days of the fact of the allegation and of details of the
employee and the entity and as to whether Victoria Police has
been contacted about the allegation. Within 30 days the head
must give the commission detailed information about the
reportable allegation and about the action (if any) that it
proposes to take in relation to the employee and the reasons
for that action or inaction and provide the commission with
copies of written submissions made by the employee in
relation to the allegation.
Under new section 16N of the act the head of an entity who
becomes aware of a reportable allegation against an employee
of the entity must cause the allegation to be investigated and
inform the commission of the identity of the body or person
who will conduct the investigation. The head is further
required to comply with any request made by the commission
for information or documents relating to the allegation or its
investigation and must, when the investigation is completed,
provide the commission with a copy of the findings of the
investigation and the reasons for the findings together with
details of any disciplinary or other action proposed to be taken
in relation to the employee and the reasons for that action or,
if no action is to be taken, the reasons for not taking action.
New sections 16P to 16S of the act enable the commission to
visit an entity if investigating a reportable allegation against
an employee of the entity and inspect documents and conduct
interviews of employees and children during those visits.
These sections clearly specify the circumstances in which
visits to an entity may occur and ensure that steps are taken to
mitigate any negative effect on a child being interviewed
(including considering whether the child’s primary family
carer should be present) and to protect an employee who is
the subject of a reportable allegation from being required to
answer any question of, or provide any information to, the
commission. One of the fundamental principles in new
section 16B of the act is that employees who are the subject
of reportable allegations are entitled to natural justice in
investigations of their conduct (paragraph (e)).
Under new section 16T of the act the Chief Commissioner of
Police is required to comply with a request of the commission
for information about any police investigation of a reportable
allegation against an employee of an entity unless providing
the information would be reasonably likely to prejudice the
investigation of a breach or possible breach of the law or the
enforcement or proper administration of the law.
Under new section 16V(2) of the act the commission may
require a regulator of an employee that is investigating a
reportable allegation against the employee to provide it with
information and documents in relation to the investigation.
Further, the commission may, if itself conducting an
investigation, require the regulator to provide it with
information and documents in relation to the employee.
Under new section 16X of the act a regulator may disclose to
the commission any information or documents for the
purpose of the reportable conduct scheme and may be
required by the commission to provide it with information or
documents relating to a reportable allegation, the investigation
by the regulator of a reportable allegation or the findings,
reasons for findings and recommendations of the regulator at
the conclusion of an investigation.
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New section 16ZG empowers the commission to issue a
‘notice to produce’, requiring an entity to provide it with
information or documents. Failure to comply with a notice to
produce may lead to an application to a court for a declaration
and civil penalty under new section 16ZH.
Clause 11(3) amends section 40(2)(a) of the Working with
Children Act 2005 to allow information acquired under that
act to be given to the commission for the purposes of an
investigation of a reportable allegation.
Clause 13(3) amends section 107(1) of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 to require the suitability panel to
notify the commission of findings and determinations made
by it in respect of an allegation of physical or sexual abuse of
a child. The panel may also provide the commission with
reasons for the findings and determinations.
Clause 13(6) amends section 113(1) of the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005 to require the suitability panel to
notify the commission of determinations in respect of
applications for removal of a disqualification. The panel may
also provide the commission with reasons for the
determinations.
Clause 13(9) amends section 125 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 to enable the Secretary to the Department
of Health and Human Services to disclose to the commission
information about reportable allegations about out-of-home
carers being investigated under that act.
Clause 13(10) amends section 130 of the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 to enable an authorised investigator to
disclose to the commission information acquired in carrying
out an investigation relating to a reportable allegation about
an out-of-home carer.
Clause 15(1) amends section 39(4) of the Disability Act 2006
to allow the disclosure of reportable allegations to the
commission.
Clause 16 amends schedule 3 to the Ombudsman Act 1973 to
enable the Ombudsman to refer complaints to the
commission.
In my opinion, any interference with privacy or reputation
caused by these provisions is neither unlawful nor arbitrary
and accordingly compatible with the rights in section 13 of
the charter. The interference is authorised by law, the
circumstances in which it occurs is clearly circumscribed and
it is reasonable or proportionate in all the circumstances. The
commission has responsibility for overseeing investigations
and the power to conduct investigations is protective of the
interests of children.
Disclosure of information
New part 5A of the act provides for the disclosure of
information to a variety of persons and bodies in specified
circumstances.
New section 16ZB of the act enables the commission, the
head of an entity or a regulator to disclose information about
investigations to the child involved, the child’s parent, the
Secretary to the Department of Health and Human Services
(if the secretary has parental responsibility for the child), a
person who has daily care and control of the child or the
child’s out-of-home carer.
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New section 16ZC of the act provides for information sharing
between the commission, the head of an entity or a regulator
and a range of persons and bodies.
Under new section 16E of the act the commission is required
to liaise with regulators to avoid unnecessary duplication in
the oversight of reportable allegations and to share
information and provide advice and guidance about the
protection of children.
New section 16G of the act gives the commission functions to
exchange information (including the findings of
investigations and the reasons for those findings) with
Victoria Police, regulators, entities and the Secretary to the
Department of Justice and Regulation and to report to the
minister and Parliament on the results of investigations of
reportable allegations.
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relates to them (new section 16ZL(5)). Further, the reporting
process serves the important purpose of ensuring that
departmental secretaries, ministers and Parliament are
adequately informed about, and can take appropriate action to
promote, the scheme.
Confidentiality requirements
Clause 10 of the bill amends the confidentiality provisions
within part 6 of the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012. The confidentiality provisions impose strict
confidentiality requirements on the disclosure of information
obtained by a ‘relevant person’ (defined as a commissioner, a
delegate of the commission, an authorised person, and a
member of the commission’s staff) by reason of their status as
a relevant person (‘protected information’).
Clause 10 in particular:

Additionally, under new section 16ZD of the act, the
commission can, for the purposes of a working with children
check, inform the Secretary to the Department of Justice and
Regulation of certain matters if a finding is made that an
employee has committed reportable conduct. Consequentially
on this, clause 11(1) and (2) of the bill amend the Working
with Children Act 2005 to make a category C application for
the purposes of that act, or a reassessment a category C
reassessment, if the secretary is notified of findings of a
prescribed kind.
Clause 12(9) of the bill amends section 2.6.31 of the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to require the
commission to immediately notify the Victorian Institute of
Teaching if the commission becomes aware that a registered
teacher is the subject of a reportable allegation or a finding of
reportable conduct.
To the extent that these provisions may interfere with the
privacy of persons to whom the information relates, the
interference will be neither unlawful nor arbitrary. The
circumstances in which information can be disclosed or
shared are lawful, and the sharing of information will promote
the important purposes of the scheme and protect the best
interests of the child.
New section 16ZL of the act requires the commission to
include in its annual report a review of the operation of the
scheme in that financial year. If requested, the commission
must also give further reports on the operation of the scheme
to the minister and the Secretary to the Department of Health
and Human Services. These further reports, and the sections
of the annual report relating to the scheme, must also be
provided to other relevant ministers or departmental
secretaries. They must not include information that identifies
a child or from which the identity of a child can be
determined.
Generally, reports will contain aggregated information, such
as the number of reportable allegations investigated, the
number of declarations made by the Magistrates Court and
notices to produce issued by the commission in that financial
year. However, it is possible that individuals, such as the head
of an entity, may be identified in a report. This could interfere
with personal privacy or cause damage to reputation. Any
such interference, however, will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The circumstances in which a report can be made
are clearly set out in the legislation, and the bill ensures that
entities, regulators and persons have the opportunity to
comment on any adverse comment or opinion in a report that

amends the definition of ‘protected information’ in
section 54 of the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012 so that it also applies to information
acquired under the bill; and
amends section 55(b) of that act so that it allows relevant
persons to give protected information if expressly
authorised, permitted or required to do so under the bill
or any other act; and
amends section 60 of that act so that it allows the
commission to disclose to the minister and the
departmental secretary information acquired by it in
performing functions or exercising powers under the bill
or any other act.
Any interference with privacy associated with such
disclosures of information will be neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. The exceptions from the general prohibition on
disclosure are specific, circumscribed, and tailored to achieve
a limited range of purposes, including ensuring the protection
of children from harm, and ensuring that the commission and
other bodies can adequately perform their statutory functions.
I therefore do not consider that clause 10 limits the right to
privacy.
Freedom of expression
Every person has the right to freedom of expression, which
includes the freedom to seek, receive and impart information
and ideas of all kinds, pursuant to section 15(2) of the charter.
However, section 15(3) provides that the right to freedom of
expression may be lawfully restricted in a range of
circumstances, including where it is reasonably necessary to
do so to respect the rights and reputation of other persons.
As mentioned above, the bill prohibits relevant persons from
disclosing protected information except in specified
circumstances.
New section 16ZE of the act prohibits the publication of
information that would enable the identification of a person
who has notified the commission of a reportable allegation or
a concern that reportable conduct has occurred. This is an
appropriate restriction to ensure that persons are not
discouraged from notifying the commission about such
allegations or concerns.
New section 16ZE of the act also prohibits the publication of
information that would enable the identification of a child in
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relation to whom a reportable allegation, or finding of
reportable conduct, was made.

Accordingly, I consider that this provision is compatible with
the charter.

However, as any restriction on expression associated with
these prohibitions is lawful and reasonably necessary to
respect the right to privacy and reputation of other persons, I
therefore consider the provision is compatible with the right
to freedom of expression under the charter.

New section 16M(5) provides a defence to an offence against
section 16M(4) for the person charged to prove that they
honestly and reasonably believed that someone else had
notified the commission in accordance with that section. This
limitation on the presumption of innocence is necessary and
justified because the matters to which it applies are within the
peculiar knowledge of the accused.

Right to a fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. The right generally encompasses the
established common-law right of each individual to
unimpeded access to the courts, and may be limited if a
person faces a procedural barrier to bringing his or her case
before a court. The right will not be engaged, however, by a
provision that substantively changes the law so that a cause of
action no longer exists.

New section 16Z of the act relevantly provides that it is a
‘reasonable excuse’ for an individual to refuse or fail to
comply with requests or requirements to give information or
documents to the commission under the scheme if to do so
would tend to incriminate the individual. However, the right
to presumption of innocence is not enlivened by this
provision, as failure to comply with the provisions referred to
in new section 16Z does not constitute a criminal offence.

Clause 6 inserts a new section 16Y, which concerns
disclosures of information or documents to the commission
made in good faith under the scheme. New section 16Y
provides that such disclosures do not constitute
unprofessional conduct or a breach of professional ethics, do
not make the person who made the disclosure subject to any
liability in respect of the disclosure, and do not constitute a
contravention of certain provisions concerning confidentiality
of health information and information about patients of health
services.

New section 16ZH provides that an entity may be liable to
pay a civil penalty of up to $9000 if the Magistrates Court has
declared that an entity has failed to comply with a notice to
produce.

Clause 14 inserts a new section 132A in the Children, Youth
and Families Act 2005. New section 132A provides that a
member of the suitability panel is not personally liable for
things done or omitted to be done in good faith in exercising a
power or discharging a duty under that act or in the
reasonable belief that they are being done or omitted to be
done in the exercise of a power or discharge of a duty under
that act. However, any liability that the member, but for new
section 132A, would have is attached to the Crown.
In my view, the effect of these new sections is to
substantively change the law so that no cause of action exists
against persons who make disclosures (in the case of new
section 16Y) or members of the suitability panel (in the case
of new section 132A). The fair hearing right is therefore not
relevant to these amendments. Further, in the case of new
section 132A, liability may still be established against the
Crown.
Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with an offence has the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty according to law. A legal burden for proving a
defence may limit the right to the presumption of innocence
as it requires the accused to prove matters.
New section 16M(4) of the act makes it an offence for the
head of an entity to fail, without reasonable excuse, to comply
with the requirements of new section 16M(1) to notify the
commission of certain matters. This provision does not
transfer the burden of proof as the person need only raise a
reasonable excuse. I do not consider that an evidential onus
such as this limits the right to be presumed innocent, and
courts in other jurisdictions have taken this approach.

New penalties

This civil penalty, although it has a partially punitive purpose,
is limited to entities operating within a specific regulatory
context, and the amount of the penalty is commensurate with
other civil penalties in Victorian legislation. I also note that in
relation to penalties under new section 16ZH, the court is
specifically required to take account of the size of an entity
and the impact of the amount of the penalty on the entity
when setting the penalty amount. As the penalty is a civil
penalty, the criminal process rights in the charter are not
engaged by this provision.
The penalties attached to new sections 16ZE and 16ZF are
criminal penalties. The criminal process rights in the charter
therefore attach to these provisions. However, the provisions
do not limit any of those rights, and are therefore compatible
with the charter.
Jenny Mikakos, MP
Minister for Families and Children

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

Incorporated speech as follows:
The government takes very seriously its responsibility to
protect the most vulnerable members of our community,
children. Child safety is everyone’s responsibility.
This bill proposes amendments to the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to better protect children from abuse and
child-related misconduct by establishing a reportable conduct
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scheme. A reportable conduct scheme will improve oversight
of responses to allegations of child abuse, sexual misconduct
and other child-related misconduct in organisations that
exercise care, supervision and authority over children.
The bill will maintain the primacy of an investigation by
Victoria Police of any allegations of criminal misconduct and
will require allegations of suspected criminal conduct to be
reported to Victoria Police. Additionally, the bill will ensure
that persons who have been investigated under the scheme
and found to have committed reportable conduct can be
assessed for suitability to continue working or volunteering
with children by enabling information to be shared with the
Department of Justice and Regulation (for the purposes of a
working with children check) and relevant professional
registration bodies and regulators.
On 13 November 2013, the Family and Community
Development Committee tabled to the previous Parliament its
report entitled Betrayal of Trust — Inquiry into the Handling
of Child Abuse by Religious and Other Non-Government
Organisations (known as the Betrayal of Trust report). The
committee made a number of findings and recommendations
about the need to improve organisations’ responses to child
abuse and prevent child abuse from occurring in
organisations.
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conduct’ for the purposes of this scheme. Importantly, while
the scheme will not interfere with criminal investigations, it
will capture conduct that falls below a criminal threshold, and
may not be necessarily reportable to police. This will ensure
that grooming and other inappropriate patterns of behaviour
can be identified in the early stages, and the risks to children
appropriately responded to.
‘Employee’ has a wide definition under the bill and includes
adult employees, contractors, officers, volunteers and
religious personnel. This will ensure that the scheme is able to
receive allegations of child-related harm and misconduct
regardless of the legal status of the person that is alleged to
have caused the harm, and irrespective of whether there is a
formal employment relationship with the organisation, such
as where the person is a religious leader. This will ensure that
all children receive the same degree of protection and that
child abuse is prevented, wherever it occurs.
Under the bill, organisations subject to the scheme will be
required to have in place systems for reporting allegations of
reportable conduct and misconduct towards children made
against employees. These systems must ensure that the head
of the organisation is made aware of the allegation and that
there are appropriate organisational processes for
appropriately responding to the allegation.

This government is committed to implementing all of the
Betrayal of Trust report’s recommendations and has already
responded to the majority of those recommendations. This bill
substantially implements recommendation 18.1 and a key
component of recommendation 10.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report.

As the reportable conduct scheme applies to a diverse range
of organisations, the definition of the ‘head’ of an
organisation is defined to capture personnel who hold a
relevant position of responsibility in an organisation.
Additional heads of an organisation may be prescribed by
regulation if necessary.

In particular, the Betrayal of Trust report recommended that
the Victorian government authorise an independent oversight
and monitoring scheme to improve the handling of allegations
of child abuse in relevant organisations, including
government departments, religious and non-government
organisations.

Under the bill, the head of an organisation must notify the
allegation to the commission. In particular, the head of an
organisation must, within three business days, notify the
commission when it is first made aware of an allegation, and
must then provide more detailed information as soon as
practicable and within 30 days. These time frames build on
the requirements of the scheme in New South Wales, and will
ensure that organisations take prompt action to identify
allegations of harm and effectively respond.

Organisational responsibility for protecting children is the
subject of a range of regulation and reforms, in addition to the
reportable conduct scheme. Most recently, the child safe
standards were introduced to drive a culture of child safety
and continuous improvement in organisations, supported by a
new role for the Commission for Children and Young People
(the commission) to build the capacity of organisations to
improve child safety.
Building on those reforms, this bill requires that an allegation
of reportable conduct committed by an employee is
appropriately reported and responded to. This bill will expand
the powers and functions of the commission to receive
notifications of reportable conduct from organisations, and
will allow for independent scrutiny of the way organisations
investigate misconduct involving children. Fundamentally, it
will ensure that the commission is aware of every allegation
of certain types of employee misconduct involving children in
relevant organisations that exercise care, supervision and
authority over children. The commission will also be able to
appropriately share information to better prevent and protect
children from abuse.
This misconduct could include sexual offences or sexual
misconduct, physical assault, significant neglect, or behaviour
that is likely to cause significant psychological or emotional
harm to children and is collectively referred to as ‘reportable

The head of an organisation must appropriately respond to the
allegation by undertaking an investigation, or permitting a
regulator or another independent body or person with
appropriate qualification, training or experience to investigate
the allegation. The findings of an investigation, and reasons,
must be provided to the commission at the conclusion of an
investigation, ensuring that the commission is aware of the
outcome of investigations as well as the processes the
organisation has in place to respond to and prevent reportable
conduct by employees.
As the Betrayal of Trust report recommended, the bill will
ensure that employees who have been investigated under the
scheme and found to have committed reportable conduct can
be assessed for suitability to continue to work or volunteer
with children. In particular, the bill will enable information to
be shared with the Department of Justice and Regulation for
the purposes of the working with children check, and with
relevant professional registration bodies and regulators. This
will equip the regulatory system to assess suitability and,
where appropriate, exclude people who have been found to
pose an unjustifiable risk to children from working or
volunteering with children.
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Building on its existing roles to promote the safety and
wellbeing of children and monitor and oversee compliance
with the child safe standards, the commission will be
provided with appropriate powers and functions to administer
the reportable conduct scheme. These powers enable the
commission to:
educate and provide advice to organisations and
regulators;
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appropriately shared to better protect children from abuse and
harm.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms CROZIER (Southern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 16 February.

oversee investigations into reportable allegations;
where necessary, conduct its own investigations into
reportable allegations;
investigate the handling of a reportable allegation by an
organisation or regulator;
scrutinise the systems in place in organisations which
are subject to the scheme to prevent reportable conduct;
monitor compliance with the scheme; and
report to ministers and Parliament on the scheme.
In administering the scheme, the commission will also build
the capacity of organisations to respond appropriately and
effectively to reportable allegations, assisting organisations to
better prevent and respond to child abuse.
A range of organisations that exercise care, supervision or
authority over children will be covered by the scheme. To
ensure the effective operation of the scheme and to provide
organisations with additional time to prepare, the scheme will
apply to organisations that have responsibility for children in
three phases.
From commencement of the scheme, the scheme will
apply to child protection services, out-of-home care
services, disability services providing residential
services for children with a disability, certain education
providers, government and non-government schools,
youth refuges, certain health services with inpatient
beds, and government departments.
From six months after commencement, the scheme will
apply to hospitals, other disability services for children,
providers of overnight camps, religious bodies and the
residential facilities of boarding schools.
From 18 months after commencement, the scheme will
apply to early childhood services, approved education
and care services (for example, kindergartens and
after-hours care services), children’s services (such as
occasional care providers), and prescribed statutory
bodies that have functions of a public nature, such as
public museums and galleries.
The development of the bill involved extensive consultation
with representatives of government and non-government
stakeholders. There is broad support for the scheme proposed
in this bill.
In conclusion, the bill will amend the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 to establish a reportable conduct scheme, in
order to better protect children from the risk of abuse in
organisations that exercise the closest care, supervision and
authority over them. The bill will also make consequential
amendments to other legislation to enable information to be

OMBUDSMAN JURISDICTION
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! The President has received the following letter
from the Assembly, signed by the Speaker on
9 February:
Resolution of the Legislative Assembly regarding exclusive
cognisance
The Legislative Assembly today agreed to a resolution to
assert the rights and privileges of the house in relation to
exclusive cognisance. The house directed me to communicate
the terms of the resolution to you in writing, as it relates to the
matter referred to the Ombudsman by the Legislative Council
in November 2015. The resolution, which will be available in
the Votes and Proceedings No. 110 after the house rises at
http://www.parliament.vic.gov.au/assembly/
votes-aamp-proceeding-minutes, reads:
That this house:
(1) notes the description of exclusive cognisance given
in Hatsell’s Precedents and Proceedings in the
House of Commons, volume 3, page 67, that: ‘the
leading principle, which appears to pervade all the
proceedings between the two houses of Parliament,
is, that there shall subsist a perfect equality with
respect to each other; and that they shall be, in
every respect, totally independent one of the other’;
(2) asserts the rights and privileges of the Legislative
Assembly with respect to exclusive cognisance
regarding members of the Legislative Assembly in
relation to the matter referred to the Ombudsman
by the Legislative Council on 25 November 2015,
meaning that the Legislative Council’s referral to
the Ombudsman cannot be taken to apply to
current or former members of the Legislative
Assembly;
(3) directs the Speaker to convey the terms of this
resolution in writing to the President of the
Legislative Council and the Ombudsman
accordingly.
The resolution also obliges me to advise the Ombudsman of
its details, and I am writing to her today.

ADJOURNMENT
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Murchison East rail services
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it is regarding the lack of a connecting
transport service between the Murchison East train
station and the Murchison township. My request of the
minister is that she outlines what steps she will take to
specifically address and fix the lack of connecting
transport between the Murchison East train station and
the Murchison township and that she directs V/Line to
show some flexibility to stop at the station when bus
passengers have actually parked their car at the train
station. The Murchison rail service has been a popular
topic for me in Parliament in the past 12 months
because the little regional community of approximately
1050 people that relies on this service has been quite
vocal in letting me know that their service is not up to
scratch.
Issues that have been raised to me and that I have raised
with the minister on behalf of the community include
the lack of toilets and drinking water; inadequate
lighting, especially in the car park; the need for
surveillance cameras for safety and damage prevention;
the lack of an emergency phone; the limited number of
services, especially for people needing access to
Shepparton for medical appointments, work, shopping,
education and so on; and the lack of wi-fi on the trains.
One of the other major concerns residents have raised is
that the Murchison East station is isolated from the
town and there is no connecting transport service
between the station and the town, and no taxi service
exists in the township. I raised this with the minister in
Parliament in August last year, and her only
acknowledgment of this and the other rail issues I
raised was to say that:
The concerns about passenger facilities at Murchison East
railway station were noted by the community in the recent
regional network development plan consultation; however,
the inclusion of additional rail services was the community’s
first priority.

This is a poor response and tells me that the minister
has so far had no intention of providing a solution so
that passengers, who for whatever reason cannot
transport themselves to or from the station, are not left
either stuck at the station or unable to get to it. Google
Maps tells me that the Murchison East station is
2.5 kilometres from the main street of Murchison. It
really is unacceptable that a modern rail service — and
I use the word ‘modern’ loosely when I refer to the rail
line that services Northern Victoria Region — does not
consider connecting services between isolated regional
stations and towns, such as is the case with Murchison.
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On the day my office reopened this year I was
contacted by another Murchison resident raising the
issue of the isolation of the station. In this constituent’s
case he and his wife took the train from Murchison East
to Melbourne, leaving their car at the station so they
could get home following the return leg of their trip.
Unfortunately during the trip his wife became ill so
they got an earlier service back to Murchison. The
service was a train to Seymour then a bus to Murchison,
but the bus is not scheduled to stop at the station but
actually drops passengers off in town. The constituent
explained his situation to the bus driver, who advised
that the bus could not be stopped anywhere other than
the scheduled stop in the town, which meant the
constituent and his ill wife were stranded in town
without their car, which was stuck at the station some
2.5 kilometres away. The constituent advised that some
services stop at the station and others do not and that
this causes further frustration and inconvenience for
Murchison passengers. It would be prudent for there to
be stops at both the station and the town for all services.

Flemington Road trams
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, Ms Allan. It relates to the tram routes that
operate along Flemington Road — route 55, route 57
and so forth — particularly regarding disability access.
There are low-floor tram stops at a number of locations
in that area, which is also the area where some of
Melbourne’s big hospitals are. There are low-floor
platform access stops, but there are no low-floor trams.
This means people who are going to medical
appointments are struggling up and down the stairs of
these trams when accessing the Royal Children’s
Hospital, the Royal Women’s Hospital and other
facilities and medical services that are available along
there.
I commute on the 55 tram, so I see this quite regularly. I
see people struggling, I see people who have injuries
and are going to hospital, and I see people who have
disabilities. I have been approached by the parent of a
child whose particular condition means they are making
many, many visits to the hospital. Often these children
have not just a broken leg but some other sort of
problem, which means that quite a large child might
need to be lifted on and off. I and the other passengers
on these trams are virtually doing what used to be done
by tram conductors. We are signalling the driver,
holding the doors and lifting people, their equipment,
their children and their prams on and off.
It is not just people from the suburbs coming down
those tram routes. Many people who come to
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Melbourne from country Victoria for medical
appointments get off at Southern Cross railway station
and then take trams up to those hospitals from the other
direction.
I am not aware that the government has got any
particular plan with any particular time lines that will
tell us when low-floor trams can be expected to be
operating on route 55 or on any other route in
Melbourne. I think I have clearly made the case for why
route 55 is a priority, but I do not know when the
government is likely to introduce low-floor trams on
this particular route, so on behalf of my constituents
who are using this tram route and on behalf of anybody
who is visiting Melbourne for those major hospitals’
excellent facilities, I ask: can the minster detail the
schedule for the rollout of low-floor trams on those
routes that have accessible stops, particularly in relation
to that area, but also Melbourne wide?

Pakenham East train stabling depot
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport, and it is regarding the government’s
significant program in relation to new rolling stock on
the public transport rail system. In particular I would
ask that the minister please update the house as to when
construction will begin and that she provide a time line
as to when construction will be undertaken on the new
maintenance and stabling depot in Pakenham East,
which is in my electorate.
This will be a significant capital investment in my
electorate and will create many local jobs. It is
something that has been greatly welcomed by those in
my electorate. They are very much looking forward to
construction commencing. It will produce a number of
short-term jobs during the construction phase and of
course ongoing jobs. It is also worth noting that it is
part of a broader investment in the public transport
system — in the rail network itself, but also in rolling
stock — which directly benefits those in the outer
suburbs. Many of those outer suburbs are along the
Pakenham line within my electorate, including areas
such as Pakenham, Officer and Beaconsfield. They will
benefit from the increase in rolling stock, as this will
allow for more frequent services along the Pakenham
and other lines.
The overall program of procurement, which includes
that depot and also new rolling stock, will create
1100 highly skilled jobs. Of course as part of that
program there is a considerable local content
requirement, which will benefit workers in my
electorate and across the state more broadly. This is a
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significant project. The new maintenance and stabling
depot is important for local jobs, but it is also important
as an enabler for more rolling stock across the system. I
welcome this and look forward to hearing an update
from the minister as to when construction will
commence.

Youth justice centres
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
an adjournment matter this evening for the Minister for
Families and Children. It concerns the announcement
earlier this week by the Premier, by the minister and by
the alleged member for Werribee in the Legislative
Assembly that there will be a youth prison built in
Werribee South. When I first heard that suggestion at
the beginning of last week I, like many people, thought
it was far fetched. I thought it was quite ridiculous, in
fact, because I could not think of a place less suited for
such an establishment than Werribee South. I can think
of a number of places where such a complex could be
built, but Werribee South is certainly not one of them.
For starters the site that has been chosen by the
government is close to residences. It is just up the road
from a university campus. It is just up the road from a
hospital and from a medical centre. It is practically
adjacent to the famed Werribee tourist precinct. As I
said, there are a number of other places that this youth
jail could go and indeed should go. The minister
probably could have been guided in the right direction
if she had asked the council, the community or the local
member. I am not sure if he knew much about it
either — or did he? ‘What did you know, and when did
you know it?’ may be the question that we need to ask
Mr Pallas in the Legislative Assembly.
We have a situation here now where the community of
Wyndham is totally up in arms. They have not been
consulted. They have not been asked their views on
this. A decision has been made, and it is clear that this
matter has been on the mind of the government for
some months. We are told today that a business case
has been prepared. That is the first we knew about that.
You do not prepare a business case in three days. This
has obviously been going on for three months.
There is a degree of deception here that is quite
troubling. It is a deception of not just the local council
but, I think, of the Wyndham community. I can fully
understand why a good many people — and I am
talking about many thousands — are up in arms over
the decision to build the youth prison in Werribee
South. So I ask the minister to reverse her decision. I
ask the minister to actually have some genuine
consultation with the community, to find out where
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such an establishment could be built and to withdraw
the plan that she announced this week.

Energy supply
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. I urge the minister
to meet with me and representatives of the Portland
community to consider baseload power options in the
south-west. I along with many other members of this
chamber and throughout the south-west were very
pleased with the decision that was made and came from
governments, both federal and state, in regard to the
Portland aluminium smelter.
Unfortunately the elephant in the room is long-term
power supply, in particular base load power supply,
going into Victoria, into the south-west and specifically
into Alcoa. We saw again overnight that the South
Australian government, through their over-reliance, in
my opinion, on renewables, had another
40 000 households without power overnight, which is
something we do not want in Victoria. We do need to
have a sustainable base load, and that must be gas.
Victoria was built on cheap energy, and I think we need
to continue that. Victoria’s future will be built on the
cheap energy again, and it should be. The only way that
we are going to do that is through establishing gas-fired
power plants.
The government, I believe, needs to go through a stage.
I think it is time that the government steps up and
actually finishes with the privatisation of all gas in
Victoria. I think there should be a reserve put on gas
that is found in Victoria — new gas and onshore gas;
certainly not fracked gas, but conventional gas — so
that it goes into a reserve that can only be used in
Victoria. It should not be sold overseas and it should
not be sold interstate; it should be used in our industry
and it also should be used in our households so that you
and I are the beneficiaries of the gas, of the resource
that is Victorian. We should be able to build industry
and have cheaper gases for the energy in our
households.
I do not believe that we should go onto farms without
the permission of farmers; that should not be allowed.
But I do believe that royalties should be paid to farmers
so that they are encouraged to allow the Victorian
government, who it should be — I do not believe it
should be private; I think it does need to be the
government — to go on and search for that gas. I urge
the minister to join with me to meet with
representatives of the Portland community to consider
base load power in the south-west.
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Ryans Reserve
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Planning, Richard Wynne. It concerns Ryans Reserve
in Richmond and the government’s decision to sell off
the reserve, which is used for recreational activities by
many people from Richmond, particularly netballers.
The netballers have said, as have the group that
supports saving Ryans Reserve, that while they
understand the government is claiming that they are
committed to delivering world-class education and
appropriate housing for vulnerable people, they are not
sure what that has got to do with Ryans Reserve.
The government claims they are going to build new
courts on school properties — in fact that would be just
a revamp of existing courts at Richmond West Primary
School, and those courts are not currently accessible for
the public. So residents of Richmond, particularly the
members of the Richmond Netball Association and the
Saving Ryans Reserve group, want to know how this
will work. Quite frankly there has been no consultation,
but we have seen plenty of examples of that over the
last week. It is a decision that has just been handed
down.
Simply put, the netball association as it stands will not
survive a move to the high school in Gleadell Street,
which is the plan of the government — to move it to the
new Richmond High School. There is no parking and
there is no train access. Ryans Reserve is ideally
positioned to offer both safe and close train and tram
access as well as some parking options. Needless to say
the Richmond Netball Association are very worried
because of the large group they cater for — over
1300 netballers use the site every single week, so they
are wondering how the government can ever claim on
those numbers that the reserve is surplus to
requirements. I am calling on the minister to meet with
me, to meet with the Richmond Netball Association
and to meet with the Saving Ryans Reserve group at
Ryans Reserve in Richmond. Let us sort this thing out.

Great Ocean Road tourism
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events, the Honourable John Eren, and the
action I seek is for the minister to throw his support
behind the Shipwreck Coast master plan, which has
been compiled by the Great Ocean Road Regional
Tourism board. The commonwealth and state funding
for the Great Ocean Road is well appreciated, as is the
co-investment in the economic recovery program for
the Wye River and Jamieson Creek fires, which has
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enabled an increase in their marketing efforts in the
lead-up to the summer season as well as the ongoing
maintenance to the Great Ocean Road.

that is in that Forrest Hill area, with buildings up to
51 storeys high, it is very clear that long term that
station will be needed.

In fact this summer season we saw a huge increase in
visitation. Around 6 million people visited the Great
Ocean Road this year — so many that it has put huge
pressure on the infrastructure in the region. The Twelve
Apostles has seen huge congestion of traffic and
pressure on the amenities, and there now seems to be an
urgent need for a funding commitment to address some
of these challenges, not least of which includes a set of
toilets at the start of the Great Ocean Road. The
Shipwreck Coast master plan seeks to provide a
pathway for governments to deliver a long-term
sustainable approach to manage this increase in
visitation, to maintain and improve key infrastructure
and to protect both the natural assets and the reputation
of one of Australia’s leading international icons, the
Twelve Apostles. There is significant interest from
private investors wanting to build infrastructure that
will increase the length of stay and expenditure.

The studies that have been done by the City of
Stonnington also make clear that the government’s
projections are flawed. Indeed the City of Stonnington
figures are very persuasive: South Yarra is needed now.
We certainly support South Yarra station being
connected and being part of the build of the Metro
Tunnel now. That is the preferred way forward from
our perspective. But if that is not to be the case, it needs
to be the case — at a minimum, as per the position of
the independent planning panel — that South Yarra
station is fitted at a later point. For the government to
build a metro rail with no possible future connection at
South Yarra would be a travesty. It would be a
shocking act, an act that would sell short the City of
Stonnington and the South Yarra district into the future.

The Great Ocean Road is Victoria’s most valuable
visitor economy asset, generating just over
$782 million — that is an incremental spend by visitors
outside the region of Melbourne — but the trouble is
that it is struggling to continue to deliver that sort of
quality visitor experience that people are now expecting
when they visit the Great Ocean Road and the Twelve
Apostles. I strongly support the Great Ocean Road
Regional Tourism board in seeking state government
funding in its budget allocation — this particular budget
allocation — and to this end I seek the minister’s
support for the Shipwreck Coast master plan as a
pathway for that and for the funding required to
enhance the quality of the visitation and to ensure the
protection of the national assets of the Great Ocean
Road.

What I am seeking from the minister responsible for the
planning scheme in this respect is to release a statement
saying that only a proposal which leaves open the
opportunity of a South Yarra station will be considered
for planning approval. He has taken up all planning
powers to himself in amendment GC45. What he
should do here is make it crystal clear that no proposal
will be entertained that does not allow the fitting of a
South Yarra station at a future point — no tick will be
given in a planning sense to such a proposal. This
would be a minimum step. It would be much better if
South Yarra was included in the plan. It was in the
Liberals’ plan. Indeed the government that came into
power ditched that plan that would have seen South
Yarra connected. At a minimum, the minister should
release that proposal. That would be consistent with his
own independent planning panel, and it would give
great certainty to the future of the City of Stonnington.

Upper Ferntree Gully height limits
South Yarra railway station
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My matter
tonight is for the attention of the Minister for Planning,
and it concerns South Yarra station. This is a part of the
metro rail proposal that has been put forward by the
government. The government is obviously seeking
proposals with respect to metro rail but has put in place
a planning scheme amendment, GC45, through this
minister. That planning scheme amendment does not
prohibit any proposal that goes forward that may not
contain a full connection at South Yarra. I make the
point that the government’s current proposals relate to
the disconnection of two lines, the Pakenham and
Cranbourne lines, at South Yarra. Given the huge
growth in population and given the enormous density

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Planning, and it relates to height limits in the Upper
Ferntree Gully activity centre. The Knox City Council
proposed amendment C141 to the planning scheme and
have gone through an extensive process, including a
full panel hearing. That panel recommended that
buildings should be no more than two storeys in height
except for in and around the 1812 Theatre.
You would be aware, Acting President Melhem, that
Upper Ferntree Gully is the gateway to the Dandenong
Ranges — an absolutely beautiful part of the Eastern
Victoria Region and indeed a beautiful part of Victoria,
central to so many of Victoria’s iconic tourist

ADJOURNMENT
232

COUNCIL

Thursday, 9 February 2017

attractions. Many people access Puffing Billy, the 1000
Steps and other tourist attractions in the Dandenong
Ranges by travelling up the Burwood Highway through
Upper Ferntree Gully, so this is an important issue not
just for the local community but for all Victorians.

election. The action I seek is that the minister
immediately fund the fit-out of the urgently required
new operating theatres at Ballarat Base Hospital.

I have been contacted by many, many constituents who
are extremely concerned that the council has now
abandoned that planning scheme amendment. It
abandoned that process at a recent council meeting. I do
not know the exact cost, but I am advised that this was
done after spending several hundred thousand dollars
on the process, including, as I say, having a full panel
hearing process. This leaves the local community in
somewhat of a conundrum. The process that was on
foot has now been abandoned. There is uncertainty as
to what will happen now. Most members of the
community were pleased to accept the
recommendations of the panel hearing. That has been
put to me by the many constituents who have contacted
me.

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Agriculture.
The action I seek from the minister is that she visit the
disability support services at Mawarra, based in
Warragul, to see their enterprise, Jigsaw Industries, and
understand how vital the continued supply of timber
from Australian Sustainable Hardwoods (ASH) at the
Heyfield mill is.

The action I seek from the minister is that he make a
clear statement about what, if anything, he intends to do
to assist the Upper Ferntree Gully community to have
certainty about the future of height limits in the Upper
Ferntree Gully activity centre. I note that my colleague
the member for Ferntree Gully in the other place was
able to work with the local community and the council
to achieve height limits and protections for the Ferntree
Gully activity centre. The Upper Ferntree Gully
community are seeking something similar for the Upper
Ferntree Gully activity centre. It is really time for the
minister to say what he will do to work with the
community and the council to provide that certainty.

Ballarat Base Hospital

Heyfield timber mill

As background, Mawarra delivers support services to
over 70 clients. It also operates three Australian
disability enterprises, providing supported employment
opportunities to over 28 employees. Mawarra assists in
promoting the skills and abilities of all supported
employees. The workforce of Jigsaw specifically
consists of one full-time supervisor and 11 employees,
who are all disabled. Jigsaw manufactures internal
hardwood door jambs, screens and swatches for ASH.
Jigsaw has also commenced docking timber, which is
returned to ASH to make benchtops. Jigsaw sells any
surplus timber as kindling. All of the timber is utilised.
The transporting of timber from Heyfield to Warragul
and its return is provided free of charge and covered by
ASH. ASH provides all the timber and materials, and
there are no expenses in the work for Jigsaw. It is
crucial for Jigsaw that in the short and long term it
continues to receive timber from this mill. Not only are
the operations of Jigsaw profitable and those profits
then returned to Mawarra but the enterprise provides a
learning environment, a sense of purpose, meaningful
employment and a feeling of satisfaction and
achievement for its disabled clients.

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is directed to the
Minister for Health. It is certainly pleasing that the new
Gardiner-Pittard wing of the Ballarat Base Hospital that
was funded by the former Liberal government opened
to the public this week. However, it is not all good
news as there has been a massive blowout in the
elective surgery waiting list at Ballarat. Since Labor
came to power in 2014, there has been a 53 per cent
increase in the number of people on Ballarat’s elective
surgery waiting list, with the number of patients rising
from 957 in December 2014, when Mr Ramsay was
looking after Ballarat, to 1463 in December 2016.

In January the mill owners announced that unless a
secure and appropriate timber supply contract can be
guaranteed by VicForests, the mill will be forced to
close. ASH employs 250 local workers in Heyfield and,
as well as Jigsaw, employs many thousands of other
people in downstream occupations. That is why it is
really important — in fact it is imperative — that the
minister comes to Mawarra, sees the Jigsaw enterprise
and understands the importance of ASH timber not just
in Heyfield but across the wider Gippsland community.

Our health service is currently running at capacity. The
only way to reduce this waiting list is to fund the
desperately needed new operating theatres that the
Liberal Party committed to funding before the last

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
There were 11 adjournment matters this afternoon, the
first being from Ms Lovell to Minister Allan in relation

Responses
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to public transport and transport connections around the
township of Murchison, in particular between the train
line and the township, and she also raised a matter of
toilets, phones and the lack of wi-fi.
The second matter was raised by Mr Barber and was
also to the Minister for Public Transport. It was in
relation to trams along Flemington Road and in
particular disability access, particularly as that tram
route is the route that services the large hospitals in the
Flemington Road precinct. He is seeking a plan and a
timetable for the rollout of low-floor trams for this route
and beyond.
The third adjournment matter was from Mr Mulino to
Minister Allan and was in relation to new rolling stock,
but he was also seeking an update on the construction
of the Pakenham depot. That capital investment project
is, I am assuming, about to commence, but Mr Mulino
sought a commitment as to when the new maintenance
depot will be under construction, highlighting the
extraordinary number of jobs that will be associated
with that endeavour.
The fourth matter was raised by Mr Finn and it was in
relation to the location of the youth prison at Werribee
South. He requested Minister Mikakos reverse the
decision about the location of the youth prison.
Mr Purcell raised an adjournment matter for
Minister D’Ambrosio in which he talked about
baseload power options for the south-west of Victoria
and called for more gas-fired power plants. He also
sought for the minister to meet with him and Portland
residents on base power options.
Mr Ondarchie raised the matter of netball courts in
Richmond. He is seeking a meeting with
Minister Wynne along with representatives of the
Richmond netball club and the Saving Ryans Reserve
Public Group in Richmond at Ryans Reserve to have a
discussion about the relocation of the courts.
Mr Ramsay had a matter for the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events, Minister Eren. He is wanting the
minister to support the Shipwreck Coast master plan,
and he is also seeking through that an improvement in
the quality of the tourist experience.
Mr Davis had an adjournment matter for
Minister Wynne. He is seeking for the minister to
release a statement on the South Yarra railway station.
Mr O’Donohue raised an adjournment matter for the
Minister for Planning, Minister Wynne. He is seeking a
clear statement from the minister in relation to building
height limits in his electorate.
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Mr Morris raised a matter for the Minister for Health,
Minister Hennessy, in relation to the funding and fit-out
of operating theatres at the Ballarat hospital.
Ms Bath had an adjournment matter for Ms Pulford in
relation to, in particular, the disability support service
enterprise Jigsaw Industries. She is seeking that the
minister come and visit that service and also have an
understanding of the service’s need for timber that is
currently provided by the local mill.
That concludes the adjournment matters for this
evening. I do have written responses to adjournment
debate matters raised by Ms Symes on 22 November
2016 and Ms Crozier on 6 December 2016.
Mr Ramsay — Acting President Melhem, I have a
point of order in relation to the adjournment debate last
night. I in fact made a contribution to the adjournment
debate in relation to the Land 400 project, which is
currently under tender, and my matter was directed to
Mr Wade Noonan, the Minister for Industry and
Employment. The response from the minister doing the
responses, which was Mr Dalidakis, was that initially
he could not remember my contribution. He had to be
reminded by the President what it was about, and then
he indicated that he would dispense with the matter at
that time, which he did. I checked Daily Hansard this
morning, and I checked the validity of his response and
found it to be untruthful. I am seeking that the matter be
redirected, as I indicated initially through the
adjournment, to Minister Wade Noonan.
I refer to Minister Dalidakis’s words in Daily Hansard
in relation to his response that in fact the Department of
Defence did not include Geelong as a preferred site for
the Land 400 project. This is at odds with the defence
department itself, and on that basis I find that
Mr Dalidakis misrepresented the position to the
Parliament last night and I am calling him out on that. I
am also calling him out on the fact that he had no right
to speak on behalf of Minister Noonan in relation to my
adjournment matter.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Ramsay is moving into debate. A point of
order is not an opportunity to go into debate on matters.
A member should make their point reasonably quickly.
In relation to the point of order, I am not in a position to
reinstate the adjournment matter, and I do not think it is
within the power of the President to reinstate the
adjournment matter. What is available to Mr Ramsay is
perhaps in the next sitting week he can do a fresh
adjournment matter in relation to this issue.
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Mr Ramsay — Further on the point of order, Acting
President, I have actually had a discussion with the
President this afternoon in relation to this matter. His
advice to me was that in fact I could raise this matter as
a point of order and I could redirect the adjournment
matter I raised to the minister as I requested. I seek a
ruling from the President, with no disrespect to
yourself, Acting President, in relation to this, or I will
bring the adjournment matter back to this chamber in
the next sitting week.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I will take that on notice and I will take it up
with the President. If the President rules that way, then
that will be the way we will proceed. I will bring that to
the attention of the President, and I am sure he will rule
accordingly in relation to this matter.
Now the house will adjourn. Have a safe trip home.
House adjourned 5.57 p.m. until Tuesday,
21 February.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses have been incorporated in the form provided to Hansard and received in the period shown.

9 December 2016 to 9 February 2017
Abortion services
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Families and Children
7 December 2016

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Labor Government is developing a sexual and reproductive health strategy to increase access to
services that support women to manage their reproductive choices. It also includes a focus on improving the
management of endometriosis, menopause and polycystic ovary syndrome, which are important women’s health
issues.
Many of these services are delivered in primary care, community, private specialist clinics as well as public health
services.
Medical termination involves the use of Mifepristone, also known as RU-486. Increasing training and support to
GPs to provide these services will be a key action in the reproductive health services action plan.
The current MBS rebates for these services act as a disincentive to GPs. To address this the Andrews Labor
Government will be raising the MBS rebate issue with the Commonwealth Government.

Firearms
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
7 December 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I thank the member for his question and note that a briefing is being scheduled on matters arising from this enquiry.
On 9 December 2016, First Ministers at the Council of Australian Governments agreed to strengthen the National
Firearms Agreement. Specifically, an updated National Firearms Agreement incorporates the reclassification of
lever action shotguns with a magazine capacity of no greater than 5 rounds to Category B and lever action shotguns
with a magazine capacity of greater than 5 rounds to Category D.
At the meeting, the Council of Australian Governments also agreed to task the Law, Crime and Community Safety
Council to finalise and implement the updated National Firearms Agreement as soon as possible.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Commonwealth import prohibition on lever action shotguns with a magazine capacity of greater than 5 rounds
will remain in place until all jurisdictions have completed their respective transitions to the new classification
structure.
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Barwon Prison
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Families and Children
7 December 2016

RESPONSE:
The structured day program being offered at Grevillea Youth Justice Centre is consistent with the programs offered
at Parkville Youth Justice Precinct and Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre. The structured day program includes
education, as well as a range of activities, health and rehabilitation services, visitors, and access to cultural and
religious liaison officers.

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

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Families and Children
7 December 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I am advised that the premise of the Member’s question is incorrect.
The Grevillea Youth Justice Centre is operated by the Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS).
Corrections Victoria Emergency Response Group (ERG) staff are working in the Grevillea Unit to provide further
support to DHHS staff, including responding to incidents. These staff currently work under the direction of DHHS
staff.
Incident escalation procedures are in place at the Grevillea Centre as they are in other youth justice centres. Youth
justice staff are trained to manage incidents. Where additional support is required youth justice Safety and
Emergency Response Teams are available on site to provide specialised intervention to safeguard and enhance
safety and security for staff and young people. Arrangements are in place at the Grevillea Unit to enable the
Corrections Victoria’s Security and Emergency Services Group (SESG) to further assist in the management and
resolution of serious incidents that are beyond the capacity of the Unit to manage. The Corrections Victoria SESG’s
involvement is limited only to events that are outside of the capabilities of DHHS or the ERG to respond to.

Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
7 December 2016

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
According to departmental policy introduced under your government, the categorisation of incidents is based on an
assessment of the circumstances of the incidents and involves consideration of the actual impact or apparent
outcome for the client. My department has audit procedures in place to ensure that incidents are correctly
categorised according to departmental policy.
My department has commenced work to reform and strengthen the client incident management system. It is
anticipated that the new client incident management system will improve outcomes for clients through strengthened
responses to incidents and provide greater opportunities to learn from incidents.
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Parole reform
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
8 December 2016

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
All three reviews are complicated and incredibly important. In regards to community safety The Andrews
Government will ensure they are properly implemented. It should be noted that when the questioner left the
Government, the Coalition failed to implement 6 of the Callinan recommendations. In relation to the timelines for
completion of the final outstanding recommendation of the Callinan Review, a detailed response to a question
asked on this identical topic on 6 December 2016 was tabled the following day. As stated in that response, the final
phase will deliver integration with related departmental systems and further workflow efficiencies by the end of
2018.
All the recommendations from the Walshe Investigation have been acquitted. The agreed infrastructure
improvements at the Metropolitan Remand Centre will be finalised by mid-2018.
The Harper Review made 35 recommendations, all of which have been accepted in principle by Government. The
recommendations propose significant and complex reforms to operation of the post-sentence scheme in Victoria,
and the Harper Review emphasised that these reforms need to be carefully considered.
Government took swift action to respond to the Review. In May 2016, the Serious Sex Offenders Amendment
(Community Safety) Act 2016 introduced a number of reforms to strengthen the management of sex offenders
under the post-sentence scheme. In line with the Harper Review, the Act introduced new conditions to manage the
risk of violent offending posed by offenders on post-sentence orders and extended Victoria Police holding powers.
The Act also introduced a requirement that the court and the Adult Parole Board give paramount consideration to
the safety and protection of the community when making decisions about post-sentence offenders, and a 12 month
minimum term of imprisonment for offenders who breach certain conditions of supervision orders.
The Government also invested $84 million in the 2016-17 State Budget to respond to the Harper Review
recommendations and strengthen the post-sentence scheme.
Most of the Harper Review recommendations, including the establishment of a new governance body and
expanding the post-sentence scheme to serious violent offenders, require complex legislative, operational and
infrastructure changes. Phased implementation of these reforms will occur throughout 2017 until mid-late 2018.

Member for Footscray
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Duties required to perform responsibilities for the Government are factored into the budget allocated to
Departments. Department expenditure is published in their Annual Report. Travel expenditure is reported on
department websites.
FURTHER RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I am advised that costs are shared between the Department of Premier & Cabinet and the Department of Economic
Development, Jobs, Transport & Resources.
Further, I am advised my Department provides office accommodation for the Member for Footscray in her role as
Special Adviser to the Premier.
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Respectful relationships education
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Families and Children
8 December 2016

RESPONSE:
Thank you for your question regarding Respectful Relationships in Early Childhood Education.
Building the foundations for Respectful Relationships starts in early childhood and can have a big impact on
preventing family violence for our future generations.
This is why the Government is investing $3.4 million to deliver professional development and strengthen early
childhood educators’ capacity to model and instil Respectful Relationships in everything they do with children and
their families.
The unacceptably high rates of family violence, in particular violence against women and their children are well
documented. Respectful Relationships is an opportunity to change this story for future generations. By supporting
children to understand and promote respectful relationships we can make a real difference.
From April 2017 Respectful Relationships professional learning will be offered to 4000 educators. The professional
learning, supported by online materials, is evidence-based and builds on the existing focus in the Victorian Early
Years Learning and Development Framework, on the importance of promoting equity and respect. It will be
offered to funded kindergartens that are engaged and ready to participate.
While it will not be mandatory for educators to participate, early childhood educators, leaders and service providers
will be strongly encouraged to undertake the professional learning and draw upon evidence-based tools and
resources.
Parent engagement is encouraged and supported as part of the development of the professional learning for early
years’ educators. Parents and carers have been consulted and have been very positive about the strengthened focus
on Respectful Relationships, the rationale and the content of the professional learning package. This feedback will
be used to inform the final package that is offered to early childhood educators in 2017.
I am very proud of this unique and ground breaking initiative and the positive impact it will have on thousands of
children for the better.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Families and Children
7 February 2017

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
It’s indisputable that Victoria needs a new youth justice facility.
The new youth justice facility has quite specific requirements, and the Government has given careful consideration
to a range of sites in metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria through the development of a business case.
The preferred site for the new facility is Werribee South because the land is government-owned, it’s close to health
and education services, transport, and there is a significant buffer between the preferred site and residential areas. It
is able to begin building quickly to ensure the safety and security of staff, young people, and the community.
The preferred site was announced on 6 February 2017 and the local council and community are being consulted.
The Government will consult extensively with the community to respond to people’s concerns and maximise
community and economic benefits.
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The Government is committed to engaging with the local community, staff and services providers around design
and construction and will be conducting a series of information sessions to ensure that local community voices are
heard.
Times and locations of community information and consultation sessions will be provided soon. Community
members can call find out details by contacting the Department of Health and Human Services hotline on
1800 630 738, through notices in the local paper or by going to www.dhhs.vic.qov.au for more details.

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

Ms Crozier
Minister for Families and Children
7 February 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Grevillea Unit at Barwon Prison was first gazetted as a youth justice centre and remand centre on
17 November 2016.
As prescribed by section 482(2) of the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, persons detained in remand centres,
youth residential centres or youth justice centres are entitled to receive visits from parents and relatives. This is to
ensure that young people continue to have contact with their family. A connection to community is a key aspect to
helping prevent offenders from re-offending on their release.
Families who do not have access to private transport are eligible for transport to take them from the nearest public
transport stop to the Grevillea Unit. This may involve access to a taxi from Lara Station to Barwon Prison. The
total cost of taxi fares invoiced to my department to date is $197.09. No payment is made directly to offenders’
families.
Supporting access to transport for families has been a longstanding service — a shuttle bus service between
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre and the nearest train station has operated for about 20 years.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
7 February 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As usual, the Coalition are sprouting lies and misinformation for political gain.
The Andrews Labor Government and Victoria’s fire services are focused on the current bushfire season and
ensuring our firefighters have the resources to do what they do best-keep Victorians safe.
The Victorian community can have complete confidence that the CFA and MFB are ready to protect people and
property.
Both the MFB and CFA are continuing to work with the UFU on resolving their respective Enterprise Bargaining
Agreements through the Fair Work Commission.
We value the outstanding work of all our firefighters — including CFA volunteers. That is why we are delivering
unprecedented investments for CFA volunteers including nearly 100 new CFA trucks, better equipment through the
new $15 million volunteer grants program, and upgrades to facilities, stations and training facilities across Victoria.
This contrasts with the record of the previous Coalition Government which cut $66 million from the CFA and
MFB and slashed 164 jobs in the CFA.
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RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
On 26 January protected industrial action was in place, as authorised under the Commonwealth Fair Work Act
2009, but the CFA have confirmed that at no point was the community at risk. The Traralgon Fire Brigade
responded to the alarm, investigated the premises and determined the call to be a false alarm.

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

Ms Springle
Minister for Families and Children
7 February 2017

RESPONSE:
The “Review of Youth Support, Youth Diversion and Youth Justice Programs” by Ms Penny Armytage and
Professor James Ogloff is due to be completed by mid-2017. Its terms of reference does not include infrastructure.
The facility the Government has announced at Hoppers Lane, Werribee South is to be built as a youth justice
facility. It will comply with relevant legislative requirements.
FURTHER RESPONSE:
The “Review of Youth Support, Youth Diversion and Youth Justice Programs” by Ms Penny Armytage and
Professor James Ogloff is due to be completed by mid-2017. The matters raised in the members question are
outside the terms of reference of this review. I point out to the member that both child protection and youth justice
continue under my portfolio.
The facility the Government has announced at Hoppers Lane, Werribee South is to be built as a youth justice
facility. It will comply with relevant legislative requirements.

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

Mr Young
Minister for Agriculture
7 February 2017

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
166 coupes on the Timber Release Plan have been affected (in whole or in part) by the 200m exclusion buffer
associated with Leadbeater’s Possum detections, a measure introduced by the former Liberal-Nationals
Government.
VicForests continues to work hard to ensure the Timber Release Plan provides sufficient flexibility to manage its
operations around Leadbeater’s Possum detections, along with a range of other operational disruptions such as
severe weather.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Families and Children
7 February 2017

RESPONSE:
Turning Point is funded to analyse ambulance data to identify ambulance attendances specifically attributable to
alcohol and other specific drug types. The most recent data released by Turning Point indicates that there were
2155 ambulance attendances attributable to heroin in 2014-15 in metropolitan Melbourne. This data is yet to be
released for 2015-16.
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The cost of an ambulance attendance varies as individuals can have a range of different health needs when seeking
ambulance services.

Gatwick Hotel
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Corrections
8 February 2017

RESPONSE:
I have been advised that it is not appropriate to provide the personal details of offenders on orders.

Privacy and data protection
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
8 February 2017

RESPONSE:
On 16 December 2016, the Commissioner for Privacy and Data Protection announced he would seek to determine
whether any breach of the Information Privacy Principles has occurred and requested information from the
Premier. The Government has twice responded to the Commissioner. In each case those responses were consistent
with the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014.
It would be inappropriate to comment on specific matters that are the currently the subject of the Commissioner’s
enquiry. However, the Government affirms the important purposes served by the Privacy and Data, Protection Act
2014, including the need for the responsible collection and handling of personal information in the Victorian public
sector.
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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.

9 December 2016 to 9 February 2017
Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Police
30 August 2016

ANSWER:
The Public Safety Infrastructure Fund, part of the Government’s Community Crime Prevention Program, provides
grants of up to $250 000 to local councils to implement urban design initiatives and technology, such as CCTV and
lighting, to improve community safety, security and confidence in public places.
This is a highly competitive grants program, and the Department of Justice and Regulation considers each
application on its merits using a robust, multi-stage assessment process. An expert panel, including a senior
representative from Victoria Police, also considers the applications to determine the final funding recommendations
to be made. Grants are awarded to applicants that provided the strongest cases for funding and in locations
demonstrating the greatest need.
The department advises me that a single grant application was received seeking funding for CCTV in Drysdale.
This was part of a 2015-16 application under the Public Safety Infrastructure Fund from the City of Greater
Geelong, which was assessed as unsuitable for funding. The department has advised me that it provided the City of
Greater Geelong with detailed feedback on the reasons for this assessment to assist it to strengthen future
applications.
Applications for the 2016-17 round of grants closed on 2 September 2016. No application was received for funding
to install CCTV in Drysdale.
In regards to Mr Ramsey’s comments that Portarlington, Drysdale and Queenscliff stations are closed, I can assure
the member that each of these stations is still open to the public, and in cases where an officer is not present
because they are undertaking patrols or attending an incident, a 24 hours police response is always available to
residents in these areas.

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

Ms Tierney
Minister for Women
31 August 2016

ANSWER:
I would like to thank the Member for her question and for her advocacy on improving outcomes for the women and
girls of her community.
I was delighted to join the Member for Western Victorian in Warrnambool for a public consultation as part of the
Gender Equality Roadshow. The feedback received from this consultation helped shape the development of
Victoria’s first Gender Equality Strategy. In particular, this consultation was incredibly valuable in highlighting the
value of driving gender equality through sport in regional and rural communities, as well as the importance of
investing in initiatives to improve leadership opportunities for women.
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I look forward to working closely with the Member for Western Victoria as our government progressively delivers
on the founding reforms within the Strategy. It is my hope that this work helps to reduce violence against women
and create a gender equal state.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Local Government
31 August 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Government is committed to ensuring all Victorian councils act with the utmost integrity and probity
when making decisions that affect citizens–and has acted on both Ombudsman recommendations to government.
In her report into the matter, the Ombudsman concluded that Casey City Council appeared to have acted contrary to
the Local Government Act 1989, including by failing to provide details of the right to object to affected owners for
the Market Lane Special Charge Scheme. In these circumstances it was appropriate to appoint a municipal monitor
to the Council.
Mr Bill Jaboor was appointed as Municipal Monitor to monitor the Council’s processes referred to in the
Ombudsman’s report and the Council’s response to the recommendations and provide a report to me. The Monitor
was required to support and provide assistance to the Council in improving the governance processes and practices
identified in the Ombudsman’s report, addressing the Ombudsman’s concerns and recommendations, and ensure
good governance and compliance in the future.
Mr Jaboor’s report has been publicly released and can be accessed at: www.delwp.vic.gov.au/local-government.
His report outlines how the Ombudsman’s recommendations and concerns identified in her report have been
addressed by the Council. It also provides an assessment of the changes implemented by the Council on
Mr Jaboor’s recommendation, to ensure similar governance issues do not arise in future.
I welcome Mr Jaboor’s report and the actions taken by Casey City Council to improve its practices in relation to
this matter.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 October 2016

ANSWER:
The Government’s business case for the Western Distributor shows this project stacks up, unlike the failed East
West Link that would have returned 45 cents to every dollar spent.
It will provide the alternative to the West Gate Bridge that the people who live in the west need now.
In addition travel times will be cut, thousands of trucks will be removed from residential streets and around 5600
jobs created.
This project is vital for Melbourne’s ongoing liveability and competitiveness.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
26 October 2016

ANSWER:
Bernie Finn and the Liberal opposition have no public transport agenda and are trying to create controversy where
this is none. We have no plans to remove services from Sunbury.
Bernie Finn and the former Liberal Government didn’t start a single major public transport project, order any
regional carriages for two years and ripped $120 million out of V/Line.
We’ve already delivered more than 80 extra services to Sunbury, and V/Line trains will continue stopping there in
the future.
We’ve also re-instated and increased funding to V/Line, ordered 48 new carriages and are getting on with
delivering the Metro Tunnel, which will provide more services and high-capacity trains to Sunbury.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Premier
27 October 2016

ANSWER:
Thank you for your question on this very important matter. I’m pleased to hear your support for the Victorian
Government’s efforts in supporting newly-arrived people from refugee backgrounds.
As you are aware, the Victorian Government is committed to settling up to 4000 Syrian and Iraqi refugees as part
of the Federal Government’s move to allow another 12 000 refugees into Australia. This is on top of ongoing
refugee intake of at least 4000 per year.
You are probably already aware of the fantastic work both Minister for Health Jill Hennessy and Minister for
Mental Health, Martin Foley are doing to ensure that refugees seeking asylum will get the health and mental health
support they need to re-settle in Victoria, supported by a new investment of an extra $11 million. This funding
includes paediatric specialist outreach clinics, a catch up immunisation program, language services and child, youth
and family refugee mental health programs.
This support will mean new residents will have access to Victoria’s first-class health and education systems
through specialised programs, counselling, educational support and language services.
I applaud the efforts of CatholicCare and St Vincent’s Care Services, both organisations are doing and will
continue to do an outstanding job in welcoming and supporting refugees to make Victoria their new home, in
partnership with the Victorian Government. While this important work is about providing critical services, it also
extends beyond this and helps to restore hope.
We’re making sure that people who have fled war-torn countries will have access to the services they need to settle
in Victoria, because we have a responsibility to help people in desperate need of a safe and peaceful home.
We are proud of these investments, that’s why I was appalled to hear recent and repeated comments made by the
Federal Government’s Immigration Minister, Peter Dutton that are designed to divide Australians and spread
misinformation. Minister Dutton has made remarks about refugees being illiterate and innumerate, that access to
Medicare would be ‘a huge cost’ and that the Fraser Government made mistakes in bringing ‘some people in’ as
part of Australia’s immigration policies in the 1970s.
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While we have our differences, I think you and I can both agree that refugees, once provided with the opportunity
to establish themselves, make important economic, civil and social contributions to Victoria. Victoria is indeed a
better place because of the people who have made Victoria their home, and I urge you to stand with the Victorian
Government and stand up against the divisive commentary coming from the Turnbull Liberal Government.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Local Government
27 October 2016

ANSWER:
If any person has evidence that a candidate at the recent council general elections may have committed an offence
under the Local Government Act 1989 — for example a candidate nominated while not being qualified to be
nominated — I would encourage them to raise the matter with the Local Government Investigations and
Compliance Inspectorate. The Inspectorate is tasked with investigating offences under the Act including where a
matter relates to electoral provisions.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 October 2016

ANSWER:
The Government’s Western Distributor Project is a network wide solution including upgrading the Monash
Freeway, access improvements at Webb Dock, and building a second river crossing and tunnel under Yarraville
cutting travel times from the west, to the port and city.
The Western Distributor Project is vital for Melbourne’s liveability and competiveness both now, and as the city
grows.

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

Ms Patten
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
8 November 2016

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for her question and her genuine interest in these matters, as shown by her actions in bringing
together sector leaders in a calm and mature way to consider how best to address the complex problem of
homelessness.
The question correctly identified substance abuse and mental health concerns as significant drivers for many
people’s homelessness, and called for funding in the 2017-18 Budget to address a shortage of crisis accommodation
for Melbourne’s homeless.
I’m pleased to advise that only a few days after the question was asked the Andrews Labor Government was able to
announce an unprecedented $109 million homelessness package to address these concerns. Highlights of the
package include funding for new dedicated mental health accommodation facilities, new crisis accommodation
facilities, and funding to enable our existing crisis accommodation facilities to move towards a therapeutic service
delivery model.
We also know that crisis accommodation is not enough, and we need more dedicated, long-term housing so people
can exit crisis accommodation. So I was pleased to add to our $109 million homelessness announcement with a
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further $185 million to upgrade our existing social housing estates and create at least a 10% uplift in units on each
site, and also announce the first stage of a program to upgrade our existing underutilised assets in Melbourne’s
Western suburbs, which will create up to 100 further additional social housing units.
Whether it is the Director of Housing’s assets, broader government assets or private land, the Andrews Labor
Government is committed to doing what it can to build more social housing to address the problem of
homelessness in Melbourne and Victoria.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is getting on with delivering the projects Victoria needs.
These include:
– Widening the CityLink Tullamarine motorway to increase capacity and improve travel time reliability by
introducing managed motorway technology;
– Construction of a new station at Caroline Springs, to improve access to the entire train network for new estates
in Melbourne’s north west;
– Significant upgrades to the Ballarat train line, including line duplication and level crossing removal to improve
service reliability and frequency, as well as access to stations along the route;
– Constructing the Western Distributor to provide a vital second road crossing of the Yarra River from west
Melbourne and improve the resilience of the freeway network of Melbourne for commuter and freight
movements;
– Construction of Melbourne Metro rail tunnel to bypass the city loop train line and provide greater capacity and
reliability for commuters using the Sunbury and Werribee lines, Regional Rail link and Geelong V/Line; and
– Championing the development of national employment and innovation clusters in Melbourne’s north west and
west (including Tullamarine, Sunshine and the East Werribee employment cluster) to bring jobs, education and
services closer to people’s homes to reduce the need to travel long distances.

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

Ms Tierney
Minister for Emergency Services
8 November 2016

ANSWER:
Thank you for the question about the next steps for helping the Carisbrooke and Charlton communities to prepare
for and reduce damage from flood events.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning has been working in partnership with both Central
Goldfields and Buloke Shires to mitigate the impacts of floods on these communities. Funding has been provided
to design and implement flood mitigation works in both communities. Local communities are best placed to decide
on the flood mitigation works that are best for their communities. To support these local solutions requires
extensive community engagement. Central Goldfields, and Buloke Shires are undertaking such consultation now.
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The flood warning systems for communities have been improved through upgraded river gauges and flood
mapping. These improvements contributed to better community information during these recent flood events.
The Victorian Floodplain Management Strategy, released by the Minister for Environment Climate Change and
Water in April 2016, sets a clear framework for flood mitigation works. There is $25 million to support
implementation of the Strategy including flood mitigation works.
In addition to prevention and mitigation works, the State Government has established a Flood Recovery
Subcommittee of the State Crisis and Resilience Council to oversee the coordination of impact assessment and the
progress of recovery initiatives. The Subcommittee is working with all affected councils to identify assistance
required.
The councils responsible for the areas affected are managing and undertaking co-ordination of the recovery,
supported by the Department of Health and Human Services regionally, and Emergency Management Victoria at
state level, to ensure coordinated government assistance.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
8 November 2016

ANSWER:
As publically stated as part of the release of the new timetable information for regional Victoria on November 21,
Ballarat services travelling in peak direction will not stop at Caroline Springs.
I would like to thank the local Member for Wendouree, Sharon Knight and the Member for Buninyong, Geoff
Howard for their advocacy in this matter.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Mental Health
9 November 2016

ANSWER:
This government has acknowledged that Victoria’s suicide rate is far too high. As you are aware, in July 2016 the
Victorian Government released the Victorian Suicide Prevention Framework 2016-25, to reduce the incidence and
impact of suicide in our communities.
The Framework includes new investment of $27 million over four years, and this investment will trial two flagship
suicide prevention initiatives.
The Assertive Outreach initiative will provide support for up to three months for people that have been discharged
from hospital following a suicide attempt, as well as providing support to families and carers to help them support
their loved one.
The Place Based initiative will enable local communities to develop and implement evidence-based suicide
prevention plans. This will involve partnering with Primary Health Networks to coordinate systemic multi-agency
strategies across workplaces, schools, families, non-government organisations, hospitals and primary care.
We recognise that suicide is a serious issue across the whole state, and the additional work in these sites will
inform, not reduce, efforts in other local government areas. The trials will be complemented by state-wide universal
approaches that build community resilience and intervene early for people at risk.
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South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Public Transport
9 November 2016

ANSWER:
The previous route 709 operated between Mordialloc and Waterways at a 60 minute frequency.
Following community consultation the Andrews Labor Government increased frequency on this route delivering
an improved service to commuters.
The Government is committed to improving bus services across Victoria investing $100 million to build a better
bus network.

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

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
9 November 2016

ANSWER:
VicRoads, the Department of Treasury and Finance and the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources have been working on an arterial road upgrade and maintenance program to be put out to
tender for an Australian first availability-style Public Private Partnership.
As a result of this process, I am pleased to advise that in November 2016, the Victorian Government announced the
$1.8 billion western package of the Outer Suburban Arterial Roads Program. This includes eight high priority road
upgrades in Melbourne’s busy outer west. These upgrades will be delivered within five years, with the maintenance
and rehabilitation continuing for a further twenty years.
The Victorian Government recognizes the need to improve the network in all key growth areas and, as such, is
currently considering similar investments of arterial road upgrades and maintenance for the outer north and the
outer south-eastern suburbs.
The State Government recently announced funding of up to $139.4 million for the upgrade of Plenty Road in Mill
Park between McKimmies Road, Mill Park and Bridge Inn Road in Mernda.

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

Ms Hartland
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
10 November 2016

ANSWER:
Victoria imposes some of the strictest restrictions on the operation of electronic gaming machines in hotels and
clubs in Australia. The Andrews Government is further committed to better protecting problem gamblers.
I recently released a consultation paper seeking feedback on how the current protection measures around electronic
gaming machines could be improved to strike the right balance of protecting problem gamblers and ensuring that
current rules are up to date.
I am aware of claims being made about the design of certain gaming machines operating in gaming venues and the
casino. Whilst I can stress that all gaming machines operating in Victoria must comply with both national and
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Victorian gaming machine standards, it would be inappropriate to comment any further on a matter that is before a
court.

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

Mr Purcell
Minister for Regional Development
10 November 2016

ANSWER:
I appreciate the inconvenience to Koroit residents and businesses when the Optus mobile base station stopped
taking traffic for four days on the 27 October 2016 and services were not restored until the 31 October 2016. Optus
advises that this is not their normal time frame for fault resolution and that the delay likely arised due to the lack of
available parts for the base station or because there was limited access to the site due to poor weather conditions.
I also can assure you that the Victorian Government is committed to improving mobile coverage across our
regions. The government has provided significant funds to provide new mobile coverage across regional Victoria
including Western Victoria. I am pleased to note that 17 new mobile base stations are being built across the local
government areas of Colac-Otway, Glenelg and Southern Grampians. Mobile base stations in Carlisle River, Digby
and Muntham are already constructed and providing services to the community. I also note that Telstra and Optus
mobile coverage maps show solid 4G and 3G coverage of Koroit and its near surrounding areas.
I am aware, however, that there are still large geographical areas of regional Victoria with mobile service gaps. The
Commonwealth Government has announced a further $120 million to fund a second and third round of the Mobile
Black Spot Programme (MBSP). The Victorian Government has provided further funding to participate in the
MBSP.
This will deliver vastly improved mobile coverage for many regional Victorian residents, businesses and visitors,
ensuring that they have quality access to mobile communications whether they are at home, at work or commuting.
I believe that wide-spread and affordable access to high speed broadband and mobile services are essential for a
prosperous and inclusive Victoria. I will continue to advocate to the Commonwealth Government for better
broadband and mobile services for all Victorians.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
10 November 2016

ANSWER:
As previous advised, the Government is working with Goulburn Valley Health to implement strategies that will
ensure it provides the highest possible level of services within its emergency department. These strategies aim to
deliver long term improvement in patient care.
Goulburn Valley Health is employing several approaches to improve emergency department performance which
include the introduction of a senior medical staff rapid assessment triage model, a seven day fast track service,
increased training of critical care nursing staff, and the strengthening of communications on ambulance handover.
As part of the State Government’s record $16.5 billion investment in health in Victoria, Goulburn Valley Health
received $168.6 million in the 2016-17 State Budget, which is $10 million or 6.3% more than the previous year.
These investments stand in contrast to the $1 billion in cuts to health inflicted by the previous Liberal Government.
This increase in recurrent funding on top of the $168.5 million redevelopment is evidence of the commitment of the
State Government to meeting the health needs of all of the citizens of the Goulburn Valley.
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Improvement in Goulburn Valley Health’s Emergency performance was evident in the latest quarterly data. On
almost all measures there was significant improvement including:
– Emergency Department patients treated within time rose to 61% in July-Sept 2016.
– Emergency Department category 2 seen within 10 minutes increased to 82% in July-Sept 2016.
– Median time to treatment for triage categories 1-3 dropped to 19 minutes in July-Sept 2016.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
10 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is currently reviewing feedback from the community and the Community
Reference Group on the Rosanna Road Truck Trial. The community will be advised of the outcome, with the
curfews remaining in place in the interim.

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

Ms Lovell
Premier
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
Following the 11 November 2016 Mildura Storm the Victorian Government acted quickly to provide assistance to
the community in Mildura through activating the jointly-funded Commonwealth-State Natural Disaster Relief and
Recovery Arrangements.
The Victorian Government is working with Mildura Rural City Council and supporting the community, businesses,
and primary producers to recover from the storms, through a broad assistance package, including emergency relief
payments and re-establishment assistance to individuals and households; expanding existing community health
services; and support for the Mildura Council to restore essential public assets, such as roads infrastructure.
Recognising the significant impact on the farming community in Mildura, on 1 December the Victorian
Government activated concessional low interest rate loans of up to $200 000 for primary producers, small
businesses and not-for-profit bodies who have suffered direct damage or a significant loss of income.
I have now also written to the Prime Minister, requesting his agreement to offer Recovery Grants for up to $25 000
for all primary producers affected by the 11 November 2016 Storm event in the Mildura Rural City Council.
In the coming weeks the Victorian Government will work closely with the community and the Council to assess
what other measures need to be put in place to support their recovery.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Ambulance Services
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Government is spending more money on ambulance services to help improve the ambulance system and make
emergency response times quicker.
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I recently announced the biggest ever investment in ambulance services with a $500 million plan to improve
ambulance response times. This investment will employ 450 more paramedics, put more new ambulances on the
road and build 15 new and upgraded ambulance stations across Victoria. At the heart of this plan will be the
establishment of six new super ambulance response centres, housing more than 200 paramedics to meet the
demand in Melbourne’s outer suburbs.
Specific initiatives in Melbourne’s West include:
– a Super Response Centre to service the Western suburbs,
– a new ambulance station in Maribyrnong and a new 24 hour team with 14 full time equivalent paramedics and a
new ambulance vehicle,
– a new ambulance station in Wyndham Vale and a new 24 hour team with 14 full time equivalent paramedics and
a new ambulance vehicle,
– a new ambulance station in Melton and a new 24 hour team with 14 full time equivalent paramedics and new
ambulance vehicles, and
– a new 24 hour team in Bacchus Marsh with 14 full time equivalent paramedics and a new ambulance vehicle.
The extra money will provide better, faster responses and make sure ambulances respond to the right patient, at the
right time and with the right care.

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

Ms Hartland
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
Completion of the Federation Trail ‘missing link’ is a key part in a program of cycling improvements to be
delivered through the Western Distributor Project.
These works will deliver new shared paths, and upgrades to existing infrastructure to improve safety and
connectivity.
The final design of the Western Distributor is likely to influence the design of the upgraded Federation Trail, so it’s
best to build them both together. This approach will:
– Eliminate the risk of needing to re-work the connection if the Western Distributor design is altered in response to
technical advice and community feedback
– Reduce overall disruption by doing all work in one area at the same time
– Provide cost efficiencies for the Victorian taxpayer by combining the works.
Other proposed improvements include:
– A new connection from Somerville Road/Whitehall Street to Footscray Road.
– New connections from the Dynon Road shared path to the Capital City Trail, Moonee Ponds Creek Trail and to
Spencer Street.
– Grade separating the Footscray Road shared path, so that cyclists do not need to cross intersections at Sims
Street, Dock Link Road and Appleton Dock Road.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
9 December 2016 to 9 February 2017

COUNCIL

253

– Replace existing pedestrian bridges over the West Gate Freeway with new pedestrian bridges that are Disability
Discrimination Act (DDA) compliant.
These improvements have been shaped by the many conversations we have had with community members, local
councils and bicycle user groups. This is a great outcome for Melbourne’s west and for cyclists, who will see the
benefits as the Western Distributor Project evolves.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Emergency Services
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
As I have publicly stated, each fire season the Emergency Management Commissioner and fire agency chiefs
determine the appropriate locations of Victoria’s firefighting aircraft fleet based on the predicted season, the fire
risk in particular areas, and to ensure the best support for the State strategically.
Aircraft generally have a home base but are moved around the State to support other areas as the risk changes. Last
summer, when the air-crane was based in Ballarat, it spent the majority of its time assisting fires in other parts of
Victoria.
For the first time this summer, Ballarat and more broadly the southwest of Victoria, will have a water bombing
helicopter with the capability to respond to fires at the same time as fire trucks. The helicopter has the capability to
connect to the pre-determined dispatch system which means, instead of waiting for fire trucks to arrive on the scene
and request air support, it arrives around the same time as the fire trucks. Having aircraft which can respond
through pre-determined dispatch is a key recommendation of the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission and
outcomes supported by both sides of Government.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

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

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Regional Development
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
Regional Development Victoria (RDV) is working closely with Murray Goulburn in relation to the possible
expansion of its Koroit milk processing and dairy products manufacturing site. This is a large and complex project
that will require a significant investment in infrastructure, particularly the upgrading of electricity, water and trade
waste services.
To date, specialist investment facilitation assistance has been provided regarding the required development
approvals and planning for infrastructure upgrades.
However, it is also understood that Murray Goulburn is investigating alternative sites for this project, particularly
Laverton in Melbourne, where it has surplus industrial land near its distribution centre.
Assisting businesses in regional Victoria to address regional infrastructure limitations in order to secure new
investment, jobs and exports, is central to the Government’s $500 million Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund
(RJIF).
RDV will continue to work closely with Murray Goulburn in relation to the project and its infrastructure challenges
at Koroit.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Finn
Minister for Planning
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
I understand that the matter Mr Finn has raised relates to Amendments C207 and C208 to the Hume Planning
Scheme, which propose to implement the Sunbury South Precinct Structure Plan and Lancefield Road Precinct
Structure Plan.
In August 2010, the State Government confirmed changes to the Urban Growth Boundary in Melbourne, which
resulted in the inclusion of the Sunbury South and Lancefield Road Precincts (to which the PSPs apply) within the
Sunbury Growth Corridor.
Hume City Council, through the preparation of its Sunbury Hume Integrated Growth Area Plan (2014), has worked
closely with affected landowners, government agencies and interested parties since this land was designated for
urban growth. Extensive consultation was undertaken for the Growth Area Plan in 2011.
While every precinct structure plan is formally exhibited to gain public views, engagement with the community and
other non-statutory authorities often occurs earlier in the process to understand and reconcile diverse needs,
particularly in confirming the strategic issues and determining the preferred urban structure. I am confident that
every effort has been made by the VPA to ensure the local community has been kept up to date with the progress of
these long-term strategic plans including prior to the recent council election.
Formal exhibition of Amendments C207 and C208 commenced on 24 November 2016 and the closing date for
submissions has been extended beyond the minimum requirement of one calendar month to 6 February 2017.

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

Mrs Peulich
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Member for Eastern Metropolitan Region would be well advised to direct her question to the Minister for
Planning, under which this matter falls.

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

Ms Bath
Minister for Training and Skills
22 November 2016

ANSWER:
Thank you for your question relating to TBM Training. I am concerned to hear about your constituents’ experience
with their training.
TBM Training entered voluntary liquidation on 14 April 2016 and ceased trading on the same day. The Department
of Education and Training (the Department) took immediate action to assist students affected by the closure. This
included writing to all affected Victorian Training Guarantee (VTG) students to provide assurance that their VTG
entitlement was not affected and to provide information on how to continue their study at a TAFE. This letter
advised that students who had paid up front fees should contact the liquidator, Mr Salvatore Algeri of Deliotte
Touche Tohmatsu, by email on tbmtraining@deloitte.com.au or by phone on (03) 9671 7060 or (03) 9671 7809, to
register as a creditor.
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The Victorian Registration and Qualification Authority secured copies of student records and, where possible,
issued students with statements of attainment to enable them to transition to another provider and have the
competencies achieved at TBM Training recognised.
I appreciate your invitation to visit the Latrobe Valley to speak to your constituents. The Department has arranged
for the Skills and Jobs Centre in Morwell to assist these students.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Training and Skills
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
In September 2015, the Andrews Government delivered on a key election commitment to establish one-stop-shop
Skills and Jobs Centres across Victoria.
The Andrews Labor Government has dedicated $16 million in funding for Skills and Jobs Centres to help all our
TAFEs build on those vitally important links with industry.
The Skills and Jobs Centres you describe were completed using the Skills and Job Centres Funding.
These Centres are hubs, designed to be the first point-of-call for students looking to start training, workers needing
to re-skill, unemployed workers needing support for retraining and work placement and for employers.
The decision as to where to place the Skills and Jobs Centre was left to the TAFE, given their understanding of
local need.
The $10M is for the purpose of reopening Melbourne Polytechnic Greensborough. A reasonable use of some of
this funding could include marketing costs to attract students and ensure the community is aware that the campus is
reopening.
After the neglect of the 4 years of Liberal government, which saw unemployment skyrocket to 6.8 per cent, our
government is committed to making sure Victorians have quality access to training to make sure they get the skills
they need to find a job.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Families and Children
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
In March 2016, The Royal Commission into Family Violence made 227 recommendations to transform the
response to, and prevention of family violence in Victoria. The Government has committed to implementing all of
these recommendation and the 2016-17 Victorian State Budget included $572 million over three years to begin
responding to the 65 most urgent recommendations from the Royal Commission.
The Government recently released its 10-year plan to achieve the vision of a Victoria free from family violence;
Ending Family Violence: Victoria’s Plan for Change. It can be viewed at www.vic.gov.au/familyviolence.
The Government has also recently published a status update for all 227 recommendations. This can be viewed at
www.vic.gov.au/familyviolence/recommendations, and I would encourage your stakeholders to visit the site for an
a comprehensive overview of the progress of all the recommendations.
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In September 2016, the Government allocated $87 million over two years to address demand across the sector, to
support further design work and implementation of the Royal Commission’s recommendations. In the inner and
outer-eastern Melbourne regions (which form part of the Member’s electorate) $10.5 million over two years was
allocated for specialist counselling, case management and flexible support packages for victims of family violence,
counselling and support for victims of sexual assault support services, and men’s behaviour change programs.
In addition, in Minister Foley’s portfolio, the Rapid Housing Assistance Family Violence initiative has provided
$5.3 million for the acquisition of 14 properties, and a further six leases, in the local government areas of Banyule,
Maroondah and Yarra Ranges. These properties will provide accommodation support to women and children
fleeing family violence.
Our Government is working closely with community organisations to implement the Royal Commission’s
recommendations. I thank you for your personal commitment and energy towards this collective effort and look
forward to continuing to inform you of further progress.

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

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Planning
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
The provision of affordable housing in Fisherman’s Bend is a key priority for the Andrews Labor Government and
careful consideration was given to how affordable housing could be secured when the interim controls were
introduced in November 2016.
These interim controls, which will apply until 2018, will assist in securing some affordable housing whilst the
Fisherman’s Bend Taskforce undertakes further strategic work and consultation with the community to develop
new permanent controls to guide the development of the area, including a review of the affordable housing
requirements.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning’s Planning, Building and Heritage group are currently
working on how Victoria can provide more affordable housing through the Victorian planning system. The means
of achieving this is being formulated, and a number of options are being considered, including the requirements for
consultation. This work may allow for more prescriptive requirements in respect of affordable housing provision in
new developments in the future.

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

Mr Purcell
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
Our government has undertaken productive consultations with all relevant stakeholders regarding the. Belfast
Coastal Reserve. Through this process we have developed a better approach to managing commercial horse
training and the protection of Hooded Plover nesting sites.
Details can be found at:
http://www.delwp.vic.gov.au/news-and-announcements/belfast-coast-horse-announcement.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Special Minister of State
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
Infrastructure Victoria’s (IV) final 30-Year Infrastructure Strategy was publicly released on Thursday 8 December
2016. Its development was informed by extensive public consultation, including calls for public submissions,
citizen juries and online discussions.
IV was established in 2015 as an independent statutory authority, supported by all parties in the Victorian
Parliament. As you would be aware, the Government cannot direct its operations.
As required by legislation, the Government will deliver its Response to IV’s recommendations, as well as a 5-year
Infrastructure Plan, by December 2017.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Creative Industries
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
Under Creative State, Victoria’s four year creative industries strategy from 2016-2020, Creative Victoria has
established and resourced a formal partnership with the Municipal Association of Victoria (MAV) over four years
to work with local councils across the State on the growth of creative industry organisations and activities. A new
Arts and Cultural Policy Adviser position within MAV has been created to support the partnership. It is envisaged
that this role will operate as a conduit to identify and promote opportunities to increase the impact of the creative
industries at a local level.
Creative State includes a further priority action, Creative Suburbs, which invests in opportunities for Melbourne’s
outer metropolitan communities to engage with, and participate in, high quality arts and creative experiences.
Working in partnership with local councils, the program will build on local creative strengths to maximise
participation and relevance. It will complement existing arts and culture programs focused on regional communities
to ensure access and cultural participation for all Victorians.
There are 16 targeted outer metropolitan local governments which can apply to Creative Suburbs to deliver new
project and programs which extend their existing arts and creative activity. This includes four in the Western
Metropolitan Region: Brimbank City Council, Hume City Council, Melton City Council and the Wyndham City
Council. These partnerships with local governments will increase local capacity for arts and cultural engagement,
enhance liveability and build the value of arts and culture in outer metropolitan community life.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Public Transport
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
The timetables were made available online on November 28, as announced in the media release on November 21.
On the Ballarat line, the Andrews Government has added 115 services and extended another 10 to Maryborough,
compared to the previous government, which added 12 new services to the Ballarat line and not one on the
Maryborough line.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Sport
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
I refer to your constituency question regarding my announcement on 16 November 2016.
These facilities are being delivered through the Inner City Netball Program, which will deliver 64 competition
complaint netball courts across the Cities of Melbourne, Moreland, Darebin, and Yarra. The program will fill a
much needed gap in facility provision across the inner city, creating more opportunities for women and girls to
participate in sport.
My Department is working with the Department of Education and Training, and Darebin City Council to deliver
three projects at Thornbury High School, Northcote High School, and Fairfield Primary School. Planning is
advanced at all three sites and the courts will be delivered within this term of Government.
The projects are:
Northcote High School
– The design and construction of one new competition compliant netball court with lighting, and an upgrade of the
existing court to meet Netball Victoria’s requirements for competition netball (including lighting).
Thornbury High School
– The design and construction of three new competition compliant netball courts with lighting.
Fairfield Primary School
– The design and construction of a competition compliant netball court with lighting.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to addressing safety and congestion issues in Melbourne’s growing
northern suburbs.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
23 November 2016

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Northern Victoria for her question.
As communicated in my letter dated 9 November, the Government is making prudent investment decisions with
the funds available following the successful lease of the Port of Melbourne.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
VicRoads has commenced the process to declare Bolton Street and is currently considering options to fund this
process. VicRoads advises that the decision to declare Bolton Street as an arterial road will not affect the ability to
deliver the outcomes of the $10.5 million upgrade.
As part of the Bolton Street upgrade planning process, two options were developed by VicRoads and presented to
the local community and the Banyule and Nillumbik councils for comment. The supported option (Option 1) will
provide improved safety and operational benefits along Bolton Street, as well as its connections with Bridge Street
to the north and Main Road to the south.

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

Dr Carling-Jenkins
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
On the 9th of December, the Andrews Labor Government announced a $15 million investment working with the
H3 Wyndham Alliance to help more than 1700 people facing housing crisis in the Wyndham area.
A range of measures have been funded, including a focus on housing support through construction of
self-contained units for young people at risk of homelessness and the purchase of other housing units for people
facing chronic homelessness. Wrap-around services will be delivered, including mental health and drug and alcohol
counselling, family violence support, youth support services and legal and financial help.
These new investments in accommodation with targeted support services in the Wyndham area are pal of the
recently announced package of $109 million for people experiencing homelessness.

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

Ms Shing
Minister for Public Transport
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
After years of inadequate investment by the previous Liberal Government, the Andrews Labor Government is
committed to improving bus services in Gippsland.
Bus network improvements are scheduled in early 2017 for regions along the Gippsland Line, including Warragul,
Drouin and the Latrobe Valley. Extensive community consultation sessions on proposed network improvements
were undertaken in each region.
Major improvements include extending bus services to growth areas, better coordination with train services, and
improved frequencies and services hours. These changes will give residents more options to travel within
Gippsland as well as to and from Melbourne, creating better access to employment, education and social services.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Agriculture
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Domestic Animals Amendment (Puppy Forms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016 has not been withdrawn.
The Legislative Council’s Economy and Infrastructure Committee recently tabled its report on the Bill.
It is clear from this report that the Bill is unlikely to pass the Parliament in its current form. I intend to reassess this
legislation to enable our election commitments to be delivered.
Amendments will be developed in the new year, in consultation with stakeholders, and considered by the
Parliament in the first half of 2017.
We remain determined to stamp out puppy farms, and we’re not prepared to back the Liberal-National Coalition’s
moves to keep puppy farming in Victoria.

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

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Planning
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
I would like to thank Ms Pennicuik, Member for Southern Metropolitan Region, for her question on the proposed
redevelopment of the Markham Housing Estate in Ashburton.
The Department of Health and Human Services has partnered with Places Victoria to deliver the proposal which
comprises 62 public housing dwellings and 190 private dwellings. If approved, the proposal would result in a ten
per cent increase in public housing on the land.
Places Victoria has requested that I facilitate the redevelopment of the Markham Housing Estate, Ashburton by
making a decision on the proposal in 2017. I understand that Places Victoria has been engaging with the local
community on the proposal. I have also written to Boroondara City Council seeking its views.
I have not yet made a decision on the matter. In making my decision, I will take into consideration the views of
council and the community, as well as all relevant planning matters in the Boroondara Planning Scheme.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
There has been significant damage to the Daylesford-Malmsbury Road pavement during September and October of
2016 resulting from much higher than usual rainfall. Extensive pavement repairs have been carried out, but are still
ongoing, and are programmed to be completed in early 2017.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Patten
Minister for Planning
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
I considered the development under the interim built form controls of Amendment C262, which included
mandatory podium height and setback requirements and a discretionary site plot ratio control of 24:1.
The site plot ratio is a flexible mechanism designed to enable a permit to be granted if a proposal delivers public
amenity improvements.
I approved the development at 383 La Trobe Street as the development will provide a number of public amenity
improvements including a video art arcade, a publicly accessible through-block link, and a laneway connecting La
Trobe Street with Queen and Little Lonsdale Streets.
Melbourne City Council also supported the development.
I note that the tower will be setback more than 12 metres from the site boundaries of both the former Royal Mint
and the Republic Tower in order to provide privacy, daylight access and outlook to these adjoining sites.

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

Mr O’Sullivan
Minister for Agriculture
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor government have stood with the people of Mildura and the Northern Mallee right from the
time the storm hit and done everything in our power to assist those affected.
The impact of this storm event has been significant on both the community and the horticulture sector, with damage
to the farming sector estimated to be between $77.6 million and $156.8 million.
On Saturday 12 November (am) senior government ministers and departmental staff were briefed and acted swiftly
to ensure the strongest possible support. Departmental officials were on the ground assessing damage over the
weekend.
On Monday 14 November, Minister for Emergency Services and Deputy Premier James Merlino visited Mildura
and Merbein to thank emergency service staff and volunteers for their efforts in keeping the community safe, to
offer support to residents affected by the extreme weather, and to announce Emergency Relief Assistance.
On 18 November 2016, Parliamentary Secretary for Regional Victoria Danielle Green travelled to Mildura to meet
with staff at the Incident Control Centre and the Agriculture Victoria Incident Management Team, and to inspect
vine damage in Red Cliffs.
On 21 November 2016, I met with affected farmers, industry stakeholders and industry association representatives
in the region to see the damage and hear directly of the impacts.
Emergency response structures were established quickly to provide a whole of government emergency response.
Agriculture Victoria engaged with 1358 primary producers in the region to determine and assess damage and it is
clear that there has been significant impacts for some growers. These impact assessments took some time, because
of the scale of damage and the number of properties affected. It was necessary for the impact assessments to be
complete before further government assistance was available under the Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery
Arrangements (NDRRA).
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After assessing the impacts of the November Storm event the Commonwealth and State Governments have worked
closely to ensure that additional assistance is provided to help the Mildura community get back on their feet as soon
as possible.
A broad range of Commonwealth and Victorian Government assistance is available to help affected communities
recover from the major storm event that impacted people and properties in the northern Mallee on 11 November
2016.
The Victorian Government is providing the following support, as per the Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery
Arrangements, in consultation with the Commonwealth Government:
– Emergency Relief Assistance Payments: up to $1300 per eligible household to help meet immediate needs;
– Emergency Re-establishment Grants: up to $32 500 per eligible household experiencing financial hardship who
have been affected at their primary place of residence; and
– Emergency Relief and Recovery Assistance for the Mildura Rural City Council is available, including
expanding existing community health services.
Unlike Mr O’Sullivan, who probably still hasn’t found the time to visit affected farmers in his own electorate, on
1 December 2016 I continued to work for farmers and the community, and alongside the Federal Minister for
Justice, Victorian Minister for Emergency Services, and Federal Member for Mallee, I announced additional
disaster assistance for affected communities in the Mildura Rural City.
This additional assistance will provide concessional low interest rate loans of up to $200 000 to primary producers
and small businesses, and $100 000 for not-for-profit bodies suffering direct damage or a significant loss of
income.
Affected individuals, farm families and small businesses in the Northern Mallee can also access a range of ongoing
support, including:
– North West Rural Financial Counselling Service (RFCS), which provides free, independent and confidential
support to primary producers, fishers and small rural businesses experiencing financial hardship.
– Small Business Financial Counsellors in the North West RFCS, who provide free independent and confidential
support to small businesses experiencing financial hardship.
– The Commonwealth Government’s Farm Household Allowance, which provides income support payments for
eligible farmers experiencing financial hardship.
– Technical advice and information for farmers, provided by Agriculture Victoria.
– Mental health and wellbeing support, provided through Sunraysia Community Health Service, Mallee Family
Care, Golden City Support Services, Lifeline and Beyond Blue, and Heywire in Mildura.
On 23 December, after receiving the further impact assessment reports, I jointly announced the activation of a
Community Recovery Fund and Recovery Grants for eligible primary producers. Recovery Grants of up to $25 000
for primary producers, and a Community Recovery Fund of $120 000 to the Mildura Rural City Council are being
provided through the jointly-funded Commonwealth-State Natural Disaster Relief and Recovery Arrangements
(NDRRA).
The Victorian Government is continuing to work with and support communities in the northern Mallee to
understand the impacts of the storm event and will support the region in its recovery into the future.
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Western Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Hartland
Minister for Ports
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Western Metropolitan for her question. The Lonsdale Consortium has recently been
appointed to operate the Port of Melbourne’s commercial operations for a term of 50 years. It will be required to
produce a Rail Access Strategy within three years, which will consider options, including a Port Rail Shuttle (PRS),
for improved rail access to the Port of Melbourne and will include extensive stakeholder consultation. Elements of
this strategy must then be able to be implemented within five years after the strategy has been prepared. Earlier
implementation of rail improvements at the Port are not precluded. It is within this context that a PRS would be
considered in the future.
I understand that in parallel to this, private operators are investigating earlier commencement of rail services from
at least some of the facilities you have nominated ahead of any port rail upgrades.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Planning
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
In August last year, I directed the Victorian Planning Authority (VPA) to engage with the community and
stakeholders to develop a master plan for the former Victoria University campus in Sunbury. Victoria University
owns the site and will be an important stakeholder in the development of the master plan.
We know the community cares deeply for Jacksons Hill and the Victorian Government is committed to conducting
meaningful consultation with residents and current users of the site to develop the master plan. The VPA invites
interested persons to subscribe to the mailing list on its website at www.vpa.vic.gov.au on the Jackson Hill Master
Plan page to receive progress updates.
The VPA is undertaking detailed background studies and from February 2017 it will begin talking to the
community about the potential uses for the site. The VPA is also working with: Heritage Victoria to ensure any
master planning preserves heritage listed buildings; the Department of Education and Training on securing future
education uses; and Hume City Council in relation to opportunities for community facilities.
As part of the master planning process, the VPA will carefully consider the need for affordable housing as well as
issues such as interfaces with neighbouring residential areas, schools and the Western Water treatment land. Further
information is available on the VPA website.

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

Mr Davis
Minister for Agriculture
24 November 2016

ANSWER:
The Legislative Council’s Economy and Infrastructure Committee recently tabled its report on the Domestic
Animals Amendment (Puppy Farms and Pet Shops) Bill 2016.
It is clear from this report that the Bill is unlikely to pass the Parliament in its current form.
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I intend to reassess this legislation to enable our election commitments to be delivered.
Amendments to this effect will be developed in the new year, in consultation with stakeholders, and considered by
the Parliament in the first half of 2017.
We remain determined to stamp out puppy farms, and we’re not prepared to back the Liberal-National Coalition’s
moves to keep puppy farming in Victoria.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government will invest $10 million to redevelop Goulburn Valley Health’s Waranga Campus
in Rushworth, co-locating all of its health and aged care services under-one-roof.
This funding was announced on 15 December from the first round of the new $200 million Regional Health
Infrastructure Fund. This fund, the largest of its kind in Victorian history, will rebuild rural and regional hospitals to
ensure all Victorians can access the high quality care and facilities they need.
Goulburn Valley Health will receive $10 million to redevelop the Waranga Aged Care Hostel into a one-stop-shop
for all of Rushworth’s acute, aged care, primary care and community health services as part of a fully-integrated,
state-of-the-art hospital facility.
This redevelopment will secure the future of the town’s health services and make a real difference to the lives of
patients and aged care residents who will benefit from modern, safe facilities and better connected care.

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

Mr Melhem
Minister for Education
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
We have set an ambitious agenda to make Victoria the Education State, where every child gets the chance to be
their best, regardless of their background. Improving the quality of teaching is recognised as the single biggest thing
we can do to improve outcomes for children and young people.
The new higher entry standards will not exclude students from disadvantaged backgrounds. We also want to make
sure that our teachers reflect Victoria’s diverse community. To do this we are making sure there are high-quality
alternate pathways into teaching courses so that school leavers and others who do not meet the minimum ATAR,
can demonstrate that they meet the benchmark standard and gain entry into a teacher education course.
Alternate pathways into teaching courses already exist, and include VET certificates, university diplomas and
associate degrees. Examples are the Diploma of Early Childhood Education and Care, the Diploma in Educational
Studies at Victoria University and the Associate Degree in Education at Deakin University in Geelong.
We will make sure that all existing pathways into teaching courses are of a high-quality.
Students can also study an undergraduate degree before applying to do a postgraduate teaching qualification. For
example, a student with an ATAR below 70 could currently do a Food Technology and Nutrition degree at RMIT
University, an Arts degree at La Trobe University, or Accounting and Finance at Australian Catholic University,
and then do a Master of Teaching at a number of universities across Melbourne.
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In addition, the Department, together with the Victorian Institute of Teaching, will support the development of new,
high quality pathways into teacher education courses.
For example a new VET accredited course will provide practical, hands-on experience in an education setting and
provide an excellent pathway for career changers with existing expertise. It will also offer credentialed exit points
for students who do not wish to continue into an undergraduate teacher education course. This new pathway will be
available in 2018.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government’s Western Distributor is Melbourne’s much-needed second river crossing. When major
incidents occur on the West Gate Bridge, the Western Distributor will provide a high capacity alternative. This will
significantly reduce the traffic disruption and gridlock that can occur now. In addition, motorists will have an
efficient alternative and not be forced to rely on local roads.
The Western Distributor will give people in the west an entry point to the northern suburbs and the CBD’s western
fringe. This will help ease pressure on the M1 by distributing traffic across the network, contributing to a smoother
and more reliable daily run along the entire M1 corridor.
Upgrading the West Gate Freeway from four lanes to six in each direction will also make the motorway more
resilient and manageable. This is because “express” lanes will be created by separating traffic that is travelling to
and from different locations, allowing the three inside lanes to run express from the M80 all the way to the West
Gate Bridge.
The Western Distributor will also improve traffic flow along the West Gate Freeway and the M1 through 24/7
real-time traffic management measures, including lane use signs, variable speed limits, automatic incident detection
and enhanced incident response services. This will result in seamless network integration between Melbourne’s
freeways.
A transport network impact assessment is being prepared for the Environment Effects Statement (EES), which will
provide detailed traffic modelling. The EES will be on public exhibition in 2017.
During construction, the contractor is required to maintain all freeway lanes during peak times so that traffic can
keep moving when works are underway.

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

Ms Dunn
Minister for Planning
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
Knox City Council is the responsible and planning authority under the Planning and Environment Act 1987 for the
administration of the Knox Planning Scheme, and as such it is responsible for the planning for Blind Creek.
The proposed Amendment C149 to the Knox Planning Scheme seeks to implement the objectives and strategies of
the Knox Central Structure Plan 2016, through the application of local policy, zones and overlays.
The proposed Amendment C149 is undergoing a full amendment process. The amendment has recently finished
public exhibition, which was held between 7 November 2016 and 7 December 2016, giving all stakeholders and
the community an opportunity to make a submission.
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Once submissions from this exhibition period have been considered, council will resolve whether to refer the
amendment to an independent planning Panel. After this, Council will resolve whether to adopt or abandon the
amendment. If adopted, the amendment must be submitted to me for approval. My decision on the amendment will
be based on its merits and take into account a number of matters. This includes the views of all parties concerned,
the panel’s recommendations and submissions received to the exhibition process.

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

Mr Mulino
Minister for Public Transport
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
As part of VicTrack’s $20 million station car park upgrades program, 150 additional spaces will be built at Officer
station on the Pakenham line.
The level crossing at Clyde Road, near Berwick station will be removed as part of the government’s Level Crossing
Removal Program. The program provides opportunities to improve access to stations post construction.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Tourism and Major Events
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
Victoria continues to succeed in attracting international air services. From October 2017, LATAM Airlines will
commence a direct service between Chile and Victoria. LATAM is the only carrier to offer this route, providing a
tri-weekly service.
The Victorian Government recognises the importance of air services to growing the state’s visitor economy and we
will continue to work with Melbourne Airport and Avalon Airport to improve air connections to and from Victoria.
As of 28 November 2016, Victoria has 31 international airlines flying directly in and out of Melbourne Airport,
Australia’s second largest airport. More visitors than ever before can come here from right around the world and
see for themselves everything Victoria has to offer.
For the 2015-16 financial year, 33.9 million passengers passed through Melbourne Airport’s terminals. Of these,
9.2 million were international passengers, which represents an increase of 9.5 per cent on the previous financial
year.
The Melbourne International Airport Master Plan projects passenger movements through Melbourne Airport to
increase to 64 million annually by 2033.
Improving access into and around Victoria is a key priority of the Victorian Visitor Economy Strategy (the
Strategy). The Strategy identifies nine priorities to help reach the goal of increasing visitor spending to $36.5 billion
by 2025 and employment in the sector to 320 700 jobs.
Securing more direct international flights is a key component of the priorities identified in the Strategy. We are
committed to increasing air service connections and maintaining a curfew-free status for Melbourne airports. We
will also work with Melbourne Airport to support the implementation of its 20 year Master Plan.
In addition to improved air services, the establishment of Visit Victoria is a key plank underpinning the Strategy’s
implementation. The new entity brings together marketing, major events and business events attraction into a
single, unified organisation with a focused goal of ensuring that Victoria remains the number one tourism and
events destination in Australia.
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Visit Victoria is actively promoting some of Western Melbourne’s best known tourism attractions like the Werribee
Mansion, Werribee Open Range Zoo, Scienceworks, and the Spring Racing Carnival at Flemington Racecourse.
Visit Victoria’s new website also has neighbourhood guides for the popular western suburbs of Williamstown,
Yarraville, Werribee and Footscray, and promotes events and activities in these areas.
The area is well positioned to take advantage of its proximity to Melbourne and will benefit from increased
visitation to events held around Melbourne.

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

Mr O’Sullivan
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
6 December 2016

ANSWER:
The boat ramp off Woodbine Drive in Lower Moira has been highlighted as a safety concern by residents due to
the deterioration and unevenness of the concrete.
Parks Victoria has determined that the site is not a suitable launching area due to its regular inundation, steep banks
and limited access.
Parks Victoria has discussed boat ramp access in this area with the local Nathalia Angling Club and will seek input
and advice from VRFish to identify a more appropriate location for a boat ramp in this area.
The closest alternative boat ramp that provides access to this stretch of river is seven kilometres upstream in
Barmah township. Parks Victoria also provides boating access in the nearby Barmah National Park.

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

Mr Eideh
Minister for Health
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
I wrote to the Commonwealth Minister for Health in November 2016 seeking her assurance of continued
Commonwealth investment in public dental services from 1 January 2017.
Just days before Christmas the Commonwealth Minister for Health confirmed what we feared, that the Turnbull
Liberal Government was willing to use all means possible to strip away dental funding from Victoria. Not only
that, they are prepared to strip away dental funding for kids, strip away dental funding for 30 000 adults and rip out
$11.7 million from public dental care in our state.
This represents a 30 per cent reduction on the National Partnership Agreement funding provided to Victoria
previously.
This decision follows the Turnbull Government’s bungling of an earlier attempt to tear money away from dental
services through legislation, resisted by Federal Labor and Senate crossbenchers and as a result, now junked.
This is a Government that has never cared about Victorians and this is just the latest hit they’ve sent our way.
When it comes to hurting Victorians, the Turnbull Liberal Government just can’t stop.
The Andrews Labor Government is investing $206.2 million in the Victorian Dental Health Program in 2016-17
because good oral health is critical to health and wellbeing. I will continue to advocate for the Commonwealth to
maintain its current level of investment in public dental services for Victorians.
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Northern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Planning
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is committed to providing a world class education system, appropriate housing for
some of our most vulnerable Victorians, as well as recreation and sporting facilities that meet the needs of our
growing and changing communities. Richmond is a diverse and growing precinct with competing needs and
interests, and it is my desire to ensure we deliver the best outcome for this vibrant area.
The Swan Street site in Richmond is owned by the Department of Education and Training (DET) and leased to
Yarra City Council. DET has determined that the site is surplus to its operational requirements. I have referred
DET’s proposal for the Swan Street site to the Government Land Standing Advisory Committee, which I have
appointed pursuant to Part 7, Section 151 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987, to consider and to make
recommendations on the proposed changes to the planning provisions on the Swan Street site.
Following submissions from the Council, the community and interested parties, the Advisory Committee has
recently submitted its report to me. I will now carefully consider the report before making a decision on the matter.
DET is working closely with Netball Victoria, Sport and Recreation Victoria (SRV), and the Richmond Netball
Association to design the new recreation facilities at Richmond High School. The new school facilities at
Richmond High School will include four new competition-standard netball courts, with one court indoors and all
outdoor courts will be floodlit. Netball users will also have access to new facilities, including showers and toilets, a
canteen and administration area. SRV and DET are committed to supporting the Richmond Netball Association in
their transition to their new facilities.
As part of the Inner City Netball Program, the State Government has recently announced three new netball courts at
Melbourne Girls College and two new netball courts at Richmond West Primary School. The new courts will be
floodlit to allow for evening games and will be built to competition standard.

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

Ms Pennicuik
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
VicRoads advises me that it has been working closely with the school, council and Victoria Police to improve
safety at this location. Since meeting in March 2015 and December 2015, vegetation trimming, linemarking
refreshment and an LED signal lantern upgrade on 31 March 2016 to the pedestrian-operated signals have been
undertaken to provide motorists with improved sightlines. Victoria Police was also requested to provide increased
enforcement.
VicRoads has investigated the request for electronic speed signs on Booran Road. VicRoads determined that the
existing static school speed signs are in accordance with the current Speed Zoning Guidelines and are appropriate
and consistent with other locations on similar roads across the state.
VicRoads undertook on-site observations on 12 October 2016 and found general compliance from motorists with
both the speed limit and the pedestrian crossing.
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Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Treasurer
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
The brown coal royalty is paid by mine operators to access, use and extract Victorian brown coal resources that
they manage on behalf of the community. Royalty payments are a product of lignite extracted in a particular year,
the energy content of that lignite, and the royalty rate of that year. Therefore, it is not possible to accurately
calculate royalties paid by an individual organisation based on aggregates reported in the State Budget.
Prior to the 2016-17 Budget Victoria’s coal royalty rate had not changed since 2005. The increase was effective
1 January 2017. The change brings Victorian coal royalties into line with royalties in New South Wales and
Queensland, applicable to black coal, when standardised for energy content. The increase will ensure Victorians are
being paid their fair share.
The rate increased three-fold from 7.6 cents to 23 cents per gigajoule unit of lignite. It will have a minimal impact
on consumers. The profitability of the brown-coal electricity generators is sufficiently high to absorb some of the
costs. Further, Victoria will continue to enjoy the lowest cost of energy production in Australia.
The Victorian Government will always look to keep tax rates as low as practical, balanced with the need to raise
revenue to fund infrastructure investment and the delivery of essential services.

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

Mr Morris
Minister for Emergency Services
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
The locations of Victoria’s firefighting aircraft fleet are operational matters determined by the Emergency
Management Commissioner and fire agency chiefs. In determining the locations of the aircraft fleet, the
Air-Crane’s competencies and limitations were considered with the outlook for the season and the fire risk in
particular areas before determining their locations.
The aircraft fleet are strategically positioned across the state so they are available for a range of different types of
fires and terrain to provide the best aerial firefighting response for the community.
The introduction of a fleet of world class rapid response mid-size helicopters that are highly manoeuvrable, fast,
carry significant loads of retardant, and can be deployed easily and quickly around regions and the state, are the
way forward in helicopter aerial response. These aircraft combined with the fixed wing current turbo prop fire
bombers gives Victoria one of the best, most efficient aerial fighting fleets in the world. The replacement of the
Erickson Air-Crane in Ballarat with rapid response mid-sized aerial firefighting helicopters will enhance protection
within the region.
This summer, Ballarat and southwest Victoria will, for the first time, be protected by a water-bombing helicopter
which can be dispatched to respond to fires at the same time as fire trucks. Unlike the Air-Crane, this helicopter is
connected into the pre-determined dispatch system so that, instead of waiting for the fire trucks to arrive on the
scene and then requesting air support, it arrives around the same time as the fire trucks. This allows for a faster
attack on fires to ensure small fires remain small.
Having aircraft which can respond through pre-determined dispatch was a key recommendation of the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission, the implementation of which enjoyed bipartisan support.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Emergency Services
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
Every one of our firefighters, career and volunteer, are among the best in the world and they are fiercely committed
to keeping the state safe. The role of volunteers in our fire services is protected and has not changed.
Victoria’s emergency management sector is well prepared for the summer season. Pre-season briefings for more
than 1880 emergency management personnel at 28 regional and 12 state meetings were held to ensure the sector
fully understands the seasonal outlook, knows the risks, and is prepared to respond and work with communities to
protect their safety. Almost 170 Regional Controllers and State Response Controllers have undertaken extensive
training and exercises together to ensure emergency management personnel are well prepared.
Emergency Management agencies have already put their skills to the test while responding to spring and summer
flood and storm events, and to the fire events we have already experienced this summer season, highlighting the
sector’s joined-up approach in working as one to respond to emergencies.

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

Mr Finn
Minister for Public Transport
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
The former Liberal Government broke their promise to build a rail link to Melbourne Airport. They also promised
to build rail lines to Avalon Airport, Rowville and Doncaster. None of these or any other major public transport
projects were undertaken by the former Liberal Government. In contrast, the Andrews Labor Government is
delivering on its promises, including the Metro Tunnel project which was scrapped by the previous Government
but is required before a train to the airport is built. The Liberal Party’s decision to scrap this project set back the
opportunity to provide a rail link to the airport. Work is also proceeding on the Government’s Citylink Tullamarine
project to increase capacity, ease congestion and improve safety to the airport.
It is noted that the Member for Western Metropolitan claims there is a need for an alternative motor vehicle access
to the airport but proposes no such thing.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government has guaranteed funding of at least $1 billion over eight years for the upgrade and
repair of unsafe and congested roads and level crossings across regional Victoria. The Government is also
committed to working with local councils to identify road infrastructure needs in local communities.
To support this commitment, the Government has provided $260 million to repair and upgrade unsafe and
deteriorating roads across regional Victoria. The Government recently announced more than $40 million to repair
and rehabilitate arterial roads across north and north eastern Victoria to make regional roads safer and more reliable
for drivers. A number of sites will receive major repairs and maintenance works including the Hume Highway,
Goulburn Valley Highway, Mclvor Highway, Kiewa Valley Highway, Midland Highway and key rural roads
including Benambra-Corryong Road, Benalla-Yarrawonga Road and Bacchus Marsh-Gisborne Road.
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The Federal Government also provides direct funding to local councils for the maintenance of local roads and
bridges. These programs include the Roads to Recovery Programme and the Bridges Renewal Programme. The
Federal Government also provides financial assistance grants to local councils that can be used for roads and for
general purposes.
In addition to this maintenance expenditure, I recently approved $2.18 million for an enhanced maintenance
program to address road pavement conditions on roads favoured by motorcyclists. Many of these roads are in the
northern Victoria electorate. In addition, eleven motorcycle specific projects totalling $13 million to improve safety
of road infrastructure have been approved in 2016. These projects include work to keep gravel off the road and
improve the safety of existing guardrail with the fitting of rubrail guards, specifically designed for motorcyclist
safety. Further motorcycle specific projects funded from the Motorcycle Safety Levy will be prepared for approval
in 2017.

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

Ms Wooldridge
Minister for Emergency Services
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
I congratulate the Eltham Country Fire Authority (CFA) Brigade for its official opening on 19 November 2016.
The Eltham CFA Brigade has been serving the community since 1926 and this modern facility will help its
members continue their dedicated work.
I was unable to attend the official opening due to prior commitments and was represented by the Member for
Eltham, Ms Vicki Ward. I was pleased to visit the brigade on 2 December and meet with a number of its
outstanding firefighters.

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

Mr Elasmar
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
Sporting clubs across Victoria play an important role in bringing together local communities, and creating a sense
of belonging and inclusion amongst people from diverse backgrounds.
On 17 November 2016, the Victorian Government announced a $4 million funding boost to support women and
young people from culturally diverse communities to participate in a range of sports.
The Multicultural Sports Funds Grants Program will work in partnership with the AFL, Cricket Australia, Football
Federation Victoria and other sporting bodies to help local sporting clubs boost participation among women and
culturally diverse groups.
This grants program is a key component of the Labor Government’s Whole of Sport Sector Multicultural
Participation Strategy, being developed with a range of sporting and multicultural peak bodies, to ensure equal
access and community involvement in sport.
Major sporting partners will also be matching funding or providing in-kind contributions for initiatives across a
wide range of activities, including sporting events, camps, coaching clinics, internships, leadership and mentoring
programs.
This initial funding, as well as the additional contributions from major sporting codes and peak bodies, will help to
break down barriers to participation faced by many Victorians from culturally diverse backgrounds.
The first grants round will open in early 2017.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Purcell
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Nuclear Activities (Prohibitions) Act 1983 prohibits the development of nuclear power stations in Victoria.
The Portland region has many unique attributes when it comes to renewable energy resources. The Andrews Labor
Government has announced renewable energy generation targets of 25% by 2020 and 40% by 2025. These targets
have provided the policy certainty to drive investment in the renewable energy sector which will deliver an
estimated $2.5 billion of investment and create up to 4000 additional jobs in the peak year of construction, along
with 11 000 jobs in construction projects. Portland, and the surrounding region is well placed to attract a large share
of this investment and economic growth.
Existing renewable investment in the area includes Pacific Hydro’s 148MW Portland wind farm, while an hour
from Portland the 420 MW Macarthur wind farm includes 80 towers manufactured by Keppel Prince. The area also
hosts the Point Fairy bio wave pilot project supported by the Victorian Government and ARENA. These
investments, combined with local capabilities demonstrate the opportunities available in taking advantage of the
growing investment opportunities in Victoria.
The Andrews Labor Government will continuing to work with the community of Portland to identify and harness
renewable energy investment, and new energy technology opportunities which will deliver sustained economic
activity and jobs in the region.

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

Mr Leane
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
There are opportunities for more Victorian Energy Compare forums to be held in your electorate and other
electorates in Victoria in 2017. The forums are currently being delivered at the request of MPs and community
groups across the state. The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning will continue to respond to
these requests throughout 2017.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to helping Victorians save money on their energy bills and the
Victorian Energy Compare website is a key tool consumers can use to identify the retailers which have the most
competitive offers for them. A typical user can save $330 on electricity and $250 on gas annually. We will continue
to support this website and a range of activities, including information forums, will be delivered in 2017 and
beyond. This will ensure the awareness of the Victorian Energy Compare website, and savings to Victorian
consumers, continues to grow.
If you would like to host a Victorian Energy Compare forum in your electorate please contact my office and they
will put you in touch with the manager of the website.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Crozier
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
As a result of Engie’s decision to close Hazelwood power station, energy prices are expected to increase by an
average of 3.5 per cent per annum for the next two years. However from 2018–2019, Victorians are expected to
experience a price reduction as more renewable energy is built in the State.
The Government has announced a bipartisan review into electricity and gas retail markets in Victoria with a
particular focus on retailers’ profit margins.
The review will consider whether action is required to improve retail energy markets in Victoria. It will also
consider whether retailers are unreasonably taking advantage of the impending closure of the Hazelwood power
station to increase prices to consumers.
It is important to remember however that there are significant price differences in the energy market offers of
Victoria’s energy retailers and differences between standing offers and market offers. Consumers who engage in
the market and switch retailers can make significant savings on their energy bills. Victorians can visit the
Government’s independent price comparison website, Victorian Energy Compare, to find and compare electricity,
solar and gas prices.

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

Ms Fitzherbert
Minister for Education
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
Background
The redevelopment of South Melbourne Park Primary School was a 2014 election commitment, with $8.4 million
allocated from the 2016-17 State Budget. The school will be a co-educational Prep-6 school built for 550 students
and open Term 1, 2019. Gray Puksand Architects are completing the Design Development phase, which
incorporates the active reuse of existing buildings, including the Mess Hall, the Drill Hall, the East and West
Residences, and features a new 2 storey building with an entitled gymnasium.
The masterplan and project design will be released for public consultation in February 2017. A community
engagement plan will be developed and include community forum, website development, social media post and
facts sheets distributed to key stakeholders and local community in February 2017.
Orchestra Victoria’s administration has been relocated to premises in South Melbourne, and the Orchestra itself is
utilising various venues until accommodation is secured that is suitable for both the administration and the
Orchestra. Parks Victoria has relocated to accommodation at 15A Aughtie Drive in the Albert Park Precinct.
The completion of the design documentation is due February 2017 and tender documentation in April 2017. The
current program of work is on track and the completion of construction will be met by the end of 2018. The school
is currently on schedule to open Term 1, 2019.
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Southern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Planning
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is about to finalise Plan Melbourne. This strategy articulates the preferred city
structure for Melbourne.
As you know, the government has created Infrastructure Victoria 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.
Infrastructure Victoria has delivered their 30-Year Infrastructure Strategy to assess the current state of infrastructure
in Victoria and identify Victoria’s infrastructure needs and priorities. Government’s response to this strategy is
currently being prepared.

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

Ms Lovell
Minister for Health
8 December 2016

ANSWER:
The Andrews Labor Government is working with Goulburn Valley Health to implement strategies that will ensure
it provides the highest possible level of services within its emergency department.
Until the $168.5 million redevelopment of the Shepparton campus is complete, Goulburn Valley Health is working
hard to improve emergency department performance.
Measures include the introduction of a senior medical staff rapid assessment triage model and a seven day fast track
service, increased training of critical care nursing staff, and the strengthening of communications on ambulance
handover, along with the correcting of technical issues with data entry.
In addition, Goulburn Valley Health will receive an extra $2.02 million in 2016-17 as part of the recently
announced $500 million funding increase for improvement of ambulance performance. The extra funding will:
– establish a new emergency department assessment and streaming model;
– enable the purchase of eight new cardiac monitors, an ECG machine and an ultrasound machine;
– increase the emergency department workforce by four specialist doctors and two extra nurses; and
– ensure a physiotherapist, nurse practitioner and radiographer are on site seven days per week.
This will enable Goulburn Valley Health to assess and treat patients more quickly in the emergency department;
reducing waiting times and improving ambulance performance.
As part of the Andrews Labor Government’s record $16.5 billion investment in health in Victoria, Goulburn Valley
Health received $168.6 million in the 2016-17 State Budget, which is $10 million or 6.3 per cent more than the
previous year.
These investments stand in stark contrast to four years of cuts and neglect by the former Liberal government.
The Andrews Labor Government is ensuring that the people of Shepparton and district will have a modern, state of
the art hospital which will treat more patients than ever before.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Tuesday, 7 February 2017
Retail tenancy regulation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Special Minister of State
Ms Symes
2 September 2015

REPLY:
Thank you for raising the matter of Mr Roy Grafton and the presentation of his National Emergency Medal. I
would like to join with all Victorians in thanking Mr Grafton for his services during the 2009 Victorian bushfires.
I understand that Mr Grafton has received his National Emergency Medal, and that the matter raised in your
adjournment debate has, therefore, been resolved.

Retail tenancy regulation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Leane
22 June 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to making the process of purchasing property clearer and fairer for all
Victorians. Under the Australian Consumer Law and the Estate Agents Act 1980, both of which are administered
by Consumer Affairs Victoria, property advertising must not be misleading or deceptive. However, despite these
laws, misleading or deceptive conduct can still occur.
The government is currently reviewing consumer property legislation, including the Estate Agents Act 1980,
Owners Corporations Act 2006, Conveyancers Act 2006 and Sale of Land Act 1962. These reviews, combined
with the passing of the Estate Agents Amendment (Underquoting) Bill 2016, will contribute to a fairer
marketplace.
In relation to our concerns about the conduct of a member of parliament, this is not a matter for Consumer Affairs
Victoria. Accordingly, I suggest this matter be raised with the President of the Legislative Council.

Bellarine police resources
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Police
Mr Ramsay
17 August 2016

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise the Member for Western Victoria that there are more police resources across the Geelong
and Bellarine area than there was in November 2014.
As local member for the Bellarine electorate and as the Minister for Police, community safety is my top priority. I
am proud to be associated with a Government that campaigned for more police resources, and delivered more
police resources.
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Unlike the previous Government, I was not prepared to see police resources taken out of the Bellarine Peninsula. In
the first budget of the Andrews Government, $7.8 million was invested in the Geelong and Bellarine area to bring
in 15 extra police to meet the current and future demand.
We have also seen expanded service across the Bellarine with services being run out of the Portarlington, Drysdale
and Queenscliff Police Stations.
To ensure community engagement and empowerment I have also organised the establishment of the Bellarine
Community Safety Group, a partnership between the local community and local police to work together and
prevent crime.
At a state level, the Andrews Labor Government continues to work closely with Victoria Police about what
resources and powers they need to address crime and see the crime rate start to turn around.
The Government is responding to the law and order challenges faced by our state with a comprehensive strategy to
prevent, detect and disrupt crime. The Community Safety Statement, released in December 2016 outlines the range
of new investment, powers, tools and capability that Victoria Police will be equipped with to stabilise the crime rate
and begin to reduce the level of harm being caused in the community.
Central to the Community Safety Statement is boosting of police numbers right across the state. In total, the
Andrews Labor Government is funding 3135 additional frontline police, including 415 specialist family violence
officers, over the next five years to support police respond to crime in our communities.
It is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history, and it is crucial to dealing with the growing demand
on police services, particularly the challenges of repeat youth offenders, increasing aggravated burglaries,
high-volume crime such as car theft, and family violence.
Victoria Police has developed a new and sophisticated staff allocation model, in consultation with The Police
Association, so we know how many police are needed and where. It will also help police predict how many will be
needed in the future – so they can start planning for them now.
These extra 3135 police, which are on top of attrition, are the lynchpin of the Victoria’s first-ever Community
Safety Statement, which you can find at http://www.vic.gov.au/community-safety-statement-2017.html.
This statement outlines our new $2 billion commitment to keep Victorians safe, prevent harm in our communities
and hold perpetrators accountable
The results of all this activity and investment means that police in the Geelong and Bellarine areas are now better
resourced than under the former government. The local community expect their elected representatives to be strong
on community safety.
That means you have to do more than just talk about it — which is the unfortunate record of the former
government. You have to deliver on it. And that is the fundamental difference between the Andrews Labor
Government, and the government that the Member for Western Victoria was part of.
This Government will continue to invest and deliver on police and community safety outcomes for the Bellarine
and Geelong areas.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 7 February 2017

COUNCIL

277

East Gippsland students
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
18 August 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Training is aware of the disadvantage experienced by students in more remote
areas of the State and has provided more resources to rural areas including Outer Gippsland as part of the Education
State reforms.
The Department is facilitating connections across schools to share expertise and to connect students to broader
learning opportunities through a range of mechanisms including virtual classrooms, career teachers and senior
school leaders who are also working and planning together, along with tertiary providers such as Federation
Training, Federation University and RMIT to build learning communities.
In addition many schools have developed strong connections to local and urban tertiary providers. For example,
Orbost Secondary College students have access to free bus travel provided by a metropolitan based university to
attend Open Days and have a strong partnership with Federation University to provide students as young as Year 8
with exposure to the world of university. Through the strengthening of collaboration across schools there are now
greater supports for schools to plan together, share and enhance connections and programs, such as taking groups
of students to Open Days or urban based camps.
With greater collaboration across schools in these areas, and a focus on raising expectations, which has been
identified by schools as an area for growth, students will be exposed to more opportunities and a broader range of
contacts to help overcome the challenges of rural isolation.

Autism programs
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Finn
11 October 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises that no single approach will meet the needs of all children and young
people on the autism spectrum, and a number of actions, strategies and approaches are employed to best meet their
individual learning and support needs. Applied Behaviour Analysis (ABA), is one of many effective strategies for
children and young people on the autism spectrum.
Victorian government schools make decisions about how best to support the learning of all students in their care.

Residential planning zones
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Ms Dunn
11 October 2016

REPLY:
I am advised that the development proposal you refer to is for the proposed redevelopment of the Calvary Health
Care Bethlehem hospital site in the City of Glen Eira.
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The ability to allow educational, recreational, religious, community and a limited range of other non-residential
uses to serve local community needs in appropriate locations has long been a feature of the residential zones in
Victoria. Such uses include schools, churches, hospitals, childcare and community facilities. It is inappropriate to
restrict the height of such facilities in a blanket fashion. For example a church spire would become prohibited under
such mandatory height restrictions.
However, this does not mean that large institutional uses should be permitted in a ‘carte blanche’ fashion in
residential neighbourhoods. I bring to your attention correspondence dated 15 December 1997 from the then
Minister for Planning and Local Government the Hon Robert Maclellan to the City of Stonnington regarding
community concern about contentious development proposals for the Kooyong Lawn Tennis Club and the future
development of Cabrini Hospital in relation to the (at that time) new Victoria Planning Provisions.
In his letter to the Council, the Minister indicated that a proper master plan was needed for both sites and that these
plans needed to be developed in consultation with Council, both institutions and most importantly, with residents to
ensure traffic, parking, density and other development issues are clearly articulated.
Since then many councils have availed themselves of the master planning process to manage large institutional uses
in their neighbourhoods. For example, the City of Boroondara requires all private schools within its municipality to
prepare master plans to guide the future development of these institutions before any building improvements can be
made.
I have previously advised Glen Eira on 21 October 2015 to make use of the tools available in the Victoria Planning
Provisions to control the design and scale of development in the municipality.

Family violence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Mr Eideh
12 October 2016

REPLY:
I thank the Member for raising economic abuse in the context of family violence with me. The Royal Commission
into Family Violence found that women who lived with a violent partner are more likely than other women to
experience financial difficulty, and examined the various ways that a perpetrator may use financial insecurity as a
form of abuse.
Our government understands the importance of implementing safeguards to prevent all forms of family violence,
including financial abuse, before it occurs. That’s why we are developing Victoria’s first Primary Prevention
Strategy, as recommended by the Royal Commission into Family Violence. This work is being done in partnership
with our new Ministerial Taskforce on the Prevention of Family Violence.
In relation to our government’s investment for more specifically trained financial counsellors to help support
victims, the delivery of this initiative falls outside my portfolio area. The Member may wish to raise this matter
with the Hon Jenny Mikakos MP, who holds the portfolio responsibilities for this initiative.

Stawell employment
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industry and Employment
Mr Morris
12 October 2016

REPLY:
The Government has been working closely with local businesses, the Northern Grampians Shire and the
community to support economic development initiatives that will generate employment opportunities for the area.
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I am advised that since 2014 the government’s Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund has supported an impressive
range of business activities and projects in Stawell.
This includes: Funding to upgrade the meat processing facilities of local business Frewstal; Funding to develop a
large-scale, high tech hydroponic glasshouse facility at Nectar Farms; $19 million for the Grampians Peaks Trail
which will boost visitor numbers to the region, and; $1.75 million for construction of the first underground physics
laboratory in the southern hemisphere.
Further, we recently created the Jobs4Stawell website which will assist local employers connect with jobseekers
affected by the recent mine closure in Stawell. Jobs4Stawell will be a central portal for both businesses and job
seekers to use not only to fill jobs in the area, but also find advice and resources to assist in the job application and
interview process.
The platform will help jobseekers promote their skills and experience and connect to the largely ‘hidden’ job
market for locally based employers.
Overall, this government has contributed more than $20 million for economic development projects in the Northern
Grampians Shire since 2014. These investments, together with other projects in the pipeline, will generate hundreds
of new jobs in Stawell.
The creation of new jobs for Victorians is one of our top priorities. This is especially the case for regional Victoria
and the community of Stawell.

GriefLine Community and Family Services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Fitzherbert
26 October 2016

REPLY:
I am aware of GriefLine and the important work it does.
I understand that the CEO of GriefLine is looking at partnership opportunities with other telephone services, that it
has sought to reduce the number of groups that it runs to maintain focus on its telephone services and it is exploring
funding options including with the Commonwealth government. I note that the organisation along with many
others is facing the new challenges of what was until your suggestions to the contrary, a bipartisan support for the
NDIS reform. I am disappointed that you would undermine the processes for sustaining organisations in the face of
a changing national funding system — a system your government rightly signed the State up to and which the
Prime Minister recommitted to in his first action.
In order to support GriefLine to better align with current state and commonwealth reform agendas I have approved
funding for GriefLine to engage a consultant to assist it to ensure ongoing viability. I have also approved a further
12 months funding of $125,000 per annum until June 2018 to allow the consultant’s recommendations to be put in
place. I note these organisational sustainability measures are ones that your government failed to make.

Respectful relationships education
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Mr Eideh
25 October 2016

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for their question in relation to our government’s Respectful Relationships
program.
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As the member is aware, after the home environment, school is the single biggest influence in a child or young
person’s life. That is why our government introduced respectful relationships education into the school curriculum
from 2016, and why we have reaffirmed our commitment by investing an additional $21.8 million in the 2016-17
Budget.
As the curriculum for this initiative has been developed by the Department of Education, the Member will need to
direct their question relating to learning materials to the Minister for Education.

Drug harm reduction
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Patten
26 October 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government provides more than $17 million per year to support a number of evidence-based harm
reduction activities that are designed to reduce the harm to people who currently use alcohol and other drugs.
As part of this, the Victorian Government provides funding to Harm Reduction Victoria for the Dancewize
program, which involves peer educators attending dance parties, festivals and nightclubs.
Drug related overdose can occur for any number of reasons including the size, weight and general health of a
person, as well as whether the person is used to taking a particular drug or if they have taken other drugs at the
same time. Pill testing kits are not a guarantee against overdose.
The Victorian Government is investing $192.5 million in 2016-17 to reduce the harm associated with alcohol and
other drug use, including expanded access to treatment for people with issues relating to alcohol and other drug use.

Local government elections
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mr Purcell
26 October 2016

REPLY:
The 2016 local government general elections were a significant undertaking with elections held across 78 out of
Victoria’s 79 councils and 637 councillor positions being filled.
Recent changes to the scheduling of mail delivery by Australia Post has meant that voters in postal elections would
have received their ballot packs later than at previous elections. The Victorian Electoral Commission, which
conducted all elections, has informed me that during this period it worked closely with Australia Post, which has
advised it was confident all ballot packs had been delivered to voters.
In recognition of the slower mail delivery times, the Government this year introduced regulations to enable postal
votes cast at council elections by the close of voting, to be received until the Friday following election day.
The voter turnout at councils that had postal elections in 2016 was 73.75%, up from 72.53% at the 2012 general
elections. It is also interesting to note that in two prominent Councils in the member’s electorate, Moyne and
Warrnambool, the turnout rate also rose.
The Government will continue to consider and implement reforms to the electoral arrangements that will ensure
that future elections are not compromised by delays in the delivery of postal material.
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Problem gambling
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation
Mr Melhem
26 October 2016

REPLY:
The government acknowledges the vital work of the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation (Foundation) in
reducing gambling-related harm and fostering responsible gambling. In 2015-16, the government committed
$148 million over four years for responsible and problem gambling initiatives.
The Love the Game school education program is a key part of the Foundation’s work to educate young people and
their parents about the risks of gambling, and prevent future harm.
In the past three years the Foundation’s school education program has reached more than 10 000 secondary
students through face-to-face workshop sessions for Year 10–12 students with over 100 secondary schools
involved in the program each year.
The new program provides resources that broaden the Foundation’s support for schools by enabling them to embed
gambling education across the curriculum, including:
· ten math focused lesson plans for the Victorian Certificate of Applied Learning (VCAL) students, developed in
partnership with the Mathematical Association of Victoria
· seven teacher lesson plans for VCAL and Year 10 students focusing on the chances of winning, the
normalisation of gambling, and help seeking for young people
· a multimedia based teacher resource for VCE students, featuring five 30 second videos, that aims to debunk
commonly held myths about gambling.
The Foundation has also developed a gambling policy template that schools can adapt and adopt to take a
whole-of-school approach to gambling education.
These resources will be sent to all government, Catholic and independent secondary schools in the coming weeks
to assist with their curriculum planning for 2017.

Frankston line level crossings
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
26 October 2016

REPLY:
The former Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line during their four years
in Government. In contrast, the Andrews Labor Government is removing eleven, with three already gone.
The community remains very aware that the Liberal Opposition continues to do everything they can to prevent or
delay the removal of 50 of Victoria’s most dangerous and congested level crossings. They even supported Supreme
Court action that unsuccessfully attempted to delay the removal of some of the most congested and dangerous
crossings in Victoria.
The eight level crossings to be removed between Cheltenham and Frankston are spread out over approximately
20 kilometres and the Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) has completed extensive community
consultation on the different design options at each site. The Government has consistently ruled out an extended
elevated solution to remove these crossings.
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The Liberal Party’s opposition to rail bridges is a new policy position as there are 98 rail bridges across
Melbourne’s metropolitan train network and the Liberal Members for Hawthorn, Malvern, Burwood, Box Hill,
Ringwood, Sandringham, Brighton, Caulfield and Mount Waverley all have sections of elevated rail within their
electorates.
In contrast to the Liberal Party, the Andrews Government will continue to honestly and openly consult with the
community on the best way to remove these congested death traps.

Bushfire preparedness
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Ms Lovell
27 October 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government recognises the critical importance of effective action to reduce the impacts of bushfire
on Victorian communities. An effective fuel management program is an essential part of this broader picture — it
is one of a range of actions needed before, during and after fire to reduce impacts. Fuel management, including
planned burning, is an essential part of this mix, alongside strategies such as fuel breaks, community warnings and
evacuation planning, or rapid response through ground and air attack.
The Government’s policy agenda for bushfire management is set out in ‘Safer Together’. Under this policy, land
and fire agencies partner with community to deliver actions to reduce bushfire risk that draw on local knowledge
and world-leading bushfire science. Part of this is an ongoing commitment to effective fuel management.
While an essential part of effective bushfire management, planned burning is highly weather dependent, wet and
cool conditions this Spring have meant limited opportunities to conduct planned bums safely and effectively.
Further information about bushfire risk reduction targets at state and landscape levels can be found on the DELWP
website at www.delwp.vic.gov.au/safer-together.
This coming Summer season, Victoria will be protected by a mix of 48 contract firefighting aircraft specialising in
a range of different types of fires and terrain. In addition, over 100 ‘call when needed’ aircraft will be available.
The fleet will include two Large Air Tankers, capable of dropping over 12 000 litres of water or fire retardant, and
four large Helitak, including the two familiar orange Air-cranes.
A range of multi-agency briefings and exercises at the State, Regional and local levels are underway, involving
personnel from a range of departments, agencies, non-government organisations and local councils.
To support the Victorian community’s preparedness for the summer, ‘Fire Action Week’ was held from 23 October
this year.

Drug harm reduction
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Mental Health
Ms Hartland
27 October 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government provides more than $17 million per year to support a number of evidence-based harm
reduction activities that are designed to reduce the harm to people who currently use alcohol and other drugs.
As part of this, the Victorian Government provides funding to Harm Reduction Victoria for the Dancewize
program, which involves peer educators attending dance parties, festivals and nightclubs.
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Drug related overdose can occur for any number of reasons including the size, weight and general health of a
person, as well as whether the person is used to taking a particular drug or if they have taken other drugs at the
same time. Pill testing kits are not a guarantee against overdose.
The Victorian Government is investing $192.5 million in 2016-17 to reduce the harm associated with alcohol and
other drug use, including expanded access to treatment for people with issues relating to alcohol and other drug use.

Western distributor
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
27 October 2016

REPLY:
The Western Distributor Project is essential for maintaining Melbourne’s liveability and competiveness.
It will address some of the city’s most critical traffic and population growth challenges and represents an
opportunity to deliver real and much needed improvements to Melbourne’s transport network.
We know peak hour is a challenge on many of our major roads, which is why we are getting on with making
improvements to them through projects like the Western Distributor, the Monash Freeway Upgrade, the M80
upgrade and CityLink Tulla Widening.
The Government will continue to negotiate strongly with Transurban to get the best value for the Victorian
taxpayers, local residents and motorists, unlike the true “dog of a project” called the East West Link, which the
Member was happy to support knowing it would return only 45 cents in every dollar invested.

Northern Metropolitan Region small business
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Mr Elasmar
8 November 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is investing heavily in start-ups and innovative businesses across Victoria. The
funding vehicle LaunchVic and a variety of Business Victoria grants are accessible for businesses with innovative
ideas.
LaunchVic’s role is to provide the right environment for entrepreneurs to develop, incubate and grow early-stage
innovative businesses.
Although Round Two funding applications closed on 18 November 2016, LaunchVic has already allocated
$6.5 million to a raft of projects in Round One. These projects will underpin startup growth across regional areas,
for different sectors, such as agriculture and cybersecurity, and allow access to startup development for groups such
as women and youths.
An example of a successful LaunchVic grant application from a business in the Northern Metropolitan Region is
the building of a world class tech and startup destination at Abbotsford Convent. Organised by the Convenory
Campus, the aim is to equip the Convent with share-laboratories, conference facilities, hardware assembly,
on-demand childcare and co-working zones.
Businesses and innovative enterprises in the Northern Metropolitan Region, and across Victoria, that have great,
innovative ideas to develop the startup ecosystem can apply by going to LaunchVic’s website: www.launchvic.org.
There they will find further information, including the round guidelines and frequently asked questions, and can
download and submit their applications online.
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The Victorian Government also has two other government grant programs for innovative businesses; the
Victorian-Israel Science and Technology Scheme (VISITS), and the Victoria-Jiangsu Province Technology &
Innovation Agreement. Further information about both of these government grant programs can be found by going
to Business Victoria’s website: http://www.business.vic.gov.au.
I encourage you to promote these grants to the innovative businesses in your Region.

Hazelwood power station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
Ms Shing
8 November 2016

REPLY:
The announcement by French energy company, Engie, that it will close the Hazelwood power plant and mine is gut
wrenching news for Hazelwood workers, their families and Latrobe Valley communities.
The Andrews Labor Government will stand with these workers and their families, and ensure the Valley has a
strong future.
It must be said that it is completely unacceptable for the Commonwealth to play ugly political games with this
matter. The communities and industries of the Latrobe Valley are of vital importance to the Andrews Labor
Government and that’s why we’ve established the Latrobe Valley Cabinet Taskforce, chaired by the Premier, to
coordinate the Governments response and ensure the valley has a strong future.
As you’ve correctly noted, a total package of support has been provided to the Latrobe Valley area, encompassing
proactive responses to many of the areas of concern that you’ve identified, including:
· A Worker Transition Centre established in Morwell in partnership with the Gippsland Trades and Labour
Council — a one-stop-shop for individual support
· Education, counselling, financial advice and subsidised job-seeker training for workers in transition
· Tailored support for businesses to help them identify new opportunities and develop a transition plan
· An expansion of the Back to Work program to businesses that employ workers in the Latrobe Valley
An additional $20 million will fund the establishment of a dedicated Latrobe Valley Authority to lead the
Government’s response and manage the transition and the future economic development of the Latrobe Valley.
I am pleased to be able to inform the member that I will be visiting the Latrobe Valley shortly, to meet directly with
small businesses and view the constructive and positive steps being taken by local small businesses and commerce
groups to encourage residents to shop locally to support their communities, as well as discuss with local business
how the Andrews Labor Government will continue to support them through this transitional period.
Through Small Business Victoria a range of services will be offered to help affected businesses move forward,
including, but not limited to free business mentoring. The Small Business Bus and business mentoring will be
available on several dates and locations in the Latrobe Valley and mentoring will also be offered through local
council facilities.
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Korean War commemoration
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans
Mr Melhem
8 November 2016

REPLY:
I thank the member for Western Metropolitan Region for his question and for his support for veterans, and interest
in recognising our Korean Veterans. It is critically important that those who served in all conflicts are remembered
and appreciated publicly, particularly those from the Korean War. The Andrews Labor Government has been
working steadily and thoughtfully to ensure that the our Korean War veterans are recognised formally. To that end
we have collaborated most productively with the Consulate of the Republic of South Korea, the Korean Veterans
Association of Victoria and the Korean War Memorial Committee. An announcement on this matter will be made
in the very near future, once arrangements around the most appropriate site are made. I thank you again for your
work and interest in this important matter.

Victorian Emergency Management Training Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Ramsay
8 November 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government closed the Country Fire Authority (CFA) Training Centre at Fiskville (Fiskville)
on 26 March 2015 based on a unanimous recommendation of the CFA Board, after test results showed levels of
contamination from per- and poly-fluroalkyl substances (PFASs) (including perflurooctane sulfonate (PFOS) and
perflurooctanoic acid (PFOA)) that were, in some instances, well above the levels set in safe drinking water
guidelines and including in areas that had previously shown to have no contamination.
Unlike the former government, which refused to act on Fiskville, the Government refused to jeopardise the safety
of the CFA workers and volunteers who used the site. The Government recently responded to the Parliamentary
Inquiry supporting in whole, in part or in principle all of its recommendations.
Recently, testing at the Craigieburn Victorian and Emergency Management Training Centre (VEMTC) identified
the presence of small amounts of PFCs, PFOS and PFOA in the trade waste plant that treats water from the
Petrochemical Training Area.
I am advised the testing showed the amounts present were under acceptable drinking water limits and safe to
humans under the current standards, and immediate steps were taken to eliminate the risk of contamination of the
local environment or individual exposure to these substances.
I am also advised that WorkSafe and the Environmental Protection Authority have been closely engaged and are
supportive of the agencies’ response.
The Government is firmly committed to ensuring the health and safety of firefighters, and continues to closely
monitor the clean-up process and engage with agencies and stakeholders to ensure firefighters and others attending
VEMTC are protected.
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Melbourne Airport
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Tourism and Major Events
Mr Eideh
9 November 2016

REPLY:
Melbourne Airport does a great job in bringing millions of visitors to Victoria every year.
In the 2015-16 financial year, 33.9 million passengers passed through Melbourne Airport’s terminals, an increase
of 5 per cent on the previous year. Of these, 9.2 million were international passengers, an increase of 9.5 per cent
over the same period. Victoria’s share of Australia’s international passenger market is now more than 25 per cent.
This strong performance has been reflected in the tourism industry as a whole, with international visitation and
expenditure experiencing year on year growth. Over the last five years, international overnight visitors to Victoria
grew at an average annual rate of 8.8 per cent, to 2.6 million. Over the same period, international visitor
expenditure grew at an average annual rate of 10.7 per cent to $6.7 billion.
Tourism is a significant economic driver for Victoria. Tourism in Victoria was estimated to be worth $21.7 billion
in Gross State Product and employed approximately 210 400 people in 2014-15.
The government recognises the importance of the visitor economy to the State. The Victorian Visitor Economy
Strategy, released on 25 July 2016, aims to increase visitor Gross State Product to $37 billion and tourism
employment to 320 700 jobs by 2025.
As part of the implementation of the Strategy, last year the Government announced the establishment of Visit
Victoria. Visit Victoria brings together marketing, major events and business events attraction and will ensure that
Victoria remains the number one tourism and events destination in Australia. Visit Victoria commenced operations
on 1 July, and will receive $38 million over two years from the Government to run its ambitious marketing
campaigns.
The Strategy sets the direction and framework for Visit Victoria, Government, communities and industries
generally to work together to grow Victoria’s visitor economy. One of the priorities under the Strategy is to build a
skilled and capable sector, that is able to maximise the employment opportunities generated by the visitor economy.
The Government has established a Visitor Economy Ministerial Advisory Committee to ensure a partnership
approach with industry and across government. The Committee provides direction for the implementation of the
Strategy in the short and medium term.
The Government recognises the importance of air services to growing the State and will continue to work with
Melbourne Airport and Avalon Airport to improve air connections with Victoria’s tourism, education, business and
trade markets.
Visitors boost Victoria’s economy, supporting jobs and investment. The Victorian Visitor Economy Strategy will
ensure that all of Victoria will benefit from increased visitation, by maximising the benefits from events held across
the State, skilling workers in the tourism industry and improving infrastructure, making it easier to travel around
Victoria.
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Melbourne–Sunbury road
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
9 November 2016

REPLY:
VicRoads maintains Melbourne to Sunbury Road and inspects it weekly for hazards and defects to ensure that the
road is maintained in a safe and accessible condition. Melbourne to Sunbury Road includes sections of Melbourne
to Lancefield Road and Sunbury Road. A number of potholes were treated over a 16-kilometre length on these
roads during the current financial year.
VicRoads completed asphalt and spray seal surfacing works on this road, between Oaklands Road and Uniting
Lane in February 2015 and May 2015, respectively.
Due to inclement weather experienced over recent months, the arterial road network has experienced increased
deterioration in isolated locations. VicRoads has and will continue to regularly conduct inspections and complete
essential maintenance works across the network so that roads are maintained in safe and accessible conditions.
Roads in poor condition will be signed accordingly until permanent repairs can be made.

Southern Metropolitan Region level crossings
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Crozier
9 November 2016

REPLY:
The former Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line. The Andrews
Government is removing eleven with three already gone at North Road, Centre Road and McKinnon Road.
The Government fast tracked the removal of these crossings and through careful planning reduced the actual
construction time by six months.
While there were some short term impacts on some businesses during construction, the long term benefits for all of
the community, including small businesses, are now being realised.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority’s “Open for Business” initiative helped assist many businesses through the
construction period with many benefitting from the large number of workers shopping in the adjacent precincts.
To further support business, an extremely successful “Family Fun Day” was held in November, with thousands of
people celebrating the removal of the crossings, visiting the new stations and shopping locally.
Further information on the successful removal of these congested death traps, including endorsements from local
businesses, can be found at www.levelcrossings.vic.gov.au

Eastern Health
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Mr Leane
9 November 2016

REPLY:
Thank you, Mr Leane for your offer to accompany me to meet the new Chief Executive Officer for Eastern Health.
I would be delighted to meet with you and Mr Plunkett to discuss future plans. I thank you for your ongoing
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advocacy and passion for Eastern Health’s success and for continued quality health outcomes for Melbourne’s
Eastern suburbs.

Craiglee Vineyard
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Finn
10 November 2016

REPLY:
I thank Mr Finn’s for his kind offer of a visit to Craiglee, but I must sadly decline. However, I would like to
reassure Mr Finn that the matter of Craiglee Vineyard, amongst other issues, is being considered by the Victorian
Planning Authority (VPA) in their work for Amendment C207 to the Hume Planning Scheme.
Amendment C207 seeks to balance the logical and orderly extension of the Sunbury Township with the need to
protect and enhance biodiversity conservation areas and native vegetation through the appropriate zoning controls
and outlining interface treatments to sensitive areas. With regards to Craiglee, the controls proposed by
Amendment C207 will provide for the ongoing use of the land as a vineyard, winery and ancillary uses.
Future land use or development proposals however will be required to have regard to the vineyard’s sensitive
interface with Jacksons Creek and the conservation outcomes identified in Victoria’s Biodiversity Conservation
Strategy for Melbourne’s Growth Corridors.
Amendment C207 is currently on public exhibition, and any person who may be affected by the amendment can
make a written submission to the VPA by Monday 6 February 2017.
I encourage interested parties to actively participate in this amendment process.

Seymour rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Symes
10 November 2016

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for Northern Victoria for her strong representation on behalf of her community
for rail service improvements.
Ms Symes and the community advocated for a change to a morning train service from Seymour to get shift workers
to Melbourne by 6.32am. Under the timetable change being introduced on 29 January 2017, the 5.15am service
from Seymour to Southern Cross will now depart 15 minutes earlier at 5.00am. Arriving at Southern Cross Station
at 6.32am allows more time for workers with a 7.00am start to get from the station to their place of work on time.
This timetable change is a result of direct feedback from Ms Symes and the local community and I would like to
again thank them for contributing to our work to improve rail services on the North East line.

Latrobe Valley Authority
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Ms Bath
10 November 2016

REPLY:
Thank you Ms Bath for your questions of 10 November 2016 about the Victorian Government’s efforts to revitalise
the Latrobe Valley, and in particular, the establishment of the Latrobe Valley Authority (the Authority).
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AUTHORITY and functions
For decades, successive Governments have sought to provide support to the Latrobe Valley during periods of
hardship. Now, for the first time, a single Victorian Government Authority will coordinate and drive actions to
improve outcomes for the Latrobe Valley. From day one, the Authority will report directly to the Secretary of
Premier and Cabinet, in his role as head of the Victorian Public Service, and directly to me, in my role as Premier.
The Latrobe Valley Authority office is situated at 131 Princes Drive, Morwell, with members of the community
able to walk in the door, meet a staff member face-to-face, and get tailored support for impacted workers and
businesses — as well as discuss their ideas for the future of the region. The Authority’s staff, led by the CEO, are
meeting with local government, community groups and businesses to hear their ideas and concerns, to inform the
work of the Authority.
The Authority will also play a key role in overseeing the Victorian Government’s investments in the region, to
ensure that the funding is targeted and focussed, achieving real outcomes that the community wants and needs.
Local staff
The Authority is hiring now and local people are encouraged to apply — the Authority is based in the region to
work on local priorities and the best way to do this is with locally based staff. The initial advertisements for the
positions have created a great deal of interest and there will be more positions to come.
From the very beginning, the Authority has been staffed by people who live and work in the region; people with an
understanding of the area, who come from across Victorian Government departments to get the Authority up and
running. This includes the Authority’s Interim CEO, Kylie White, who grew up in the Gippsland region and is a
widely respected public servant with extensive experience working on issues that are faced by the region.
Worker Transition
The Authority’s mandate is to help diversify the economy and to support workers and their families through the
transition period. The community is experiencing high unemployment rates and has recently suffered another blow
with Engie’s announcement of the closure of Hazelwood. Situations like these not only impact workers, but also
their families and the broader communities they live in.
Workers and businesses affected by the closure of the Hazelwood mine and power station are able to access a range
of support services through the Authority. Support isn’t just for workers affected by Hazelwood — everyone in the
region has access to the Authority’s assistance. People can speak to staff about their needs, receive tailored support
and advice, and be connected with opportunities to reskill and retrain, building on their existing skill sets. We are
working in close partnership with the Gippsland Trades and Labour Council to provide this support.
Initiatives Announced
There’s no single solution to addressing the challenges and realising the opportunities in the Latrobe Valley.
Vibrant, healthy communities are just as important to the region’s economy as skills and training. That’s why the
Government’s $266 million plan for the region invests in economic, social and environmental initiatives. This
includes:
· $50 million for a Latrobe Valley Economic Growth Zone, encouraging new and expanding businesses;
· up to $,17 million for the Gippsland Hi-Tech Precinct, an Australian first that will provide jobs and foster
cooperation between education and industry;
· $20 million to fund community facilities;
· $5 million to upgrade classrooms and school facilities;
· $22 million over four years for immediate worker and business transition support; and
· $20 million over four years for the Latrobe Valley Authority.
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More initiatives will be announced in the coming months and years, through the Government’s $174 million
Latrobe Valley Community Infrastructure and Investment Fund. The Victorian Government will be working
alongside the communities of the region, for the long haul. We’re standing with workers, businesses and the
community, because we believe in a vibrant Latrobe Valley.

Vietnam War school resource
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans
Mr Eideh
10 November 2016

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise that the new curriculum material on the Vietnam War has been released by the Victorian
Curriculum and Assessment Authority. A media release from the Acting Minister for Veterans, the Hon Philip
Dalidakis MP, was released on 5 October 2016. The Department of Education has promoted the material on social
media and the Shrine of Remembrance is also promoting the material amongst its networks.
This material will support the Middle Secondary History curriculum and is aimed at students studying Year 9 and
10. The material is a unique look at Australia’s longest military engagement of the 20th century and includes
information about the Battle of Long Tan, the ideologies and beliefs that led to Australia’s involvement in the war
and the fierce public debate that divided a nation back home. Schools can download the materials at
www.vcaa.vic.edu.au.

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

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
10 November 2016

REPLY:
In 2016, Victoria recorded its wettest September in 100 years. Victorian rainfall was 94 per cent above average.
The highest on record was in the north and west of the state.
As an indicator to the extent of damage and interruption, there have been 120 landslides alone recorded on the
Great Ocean Road and at the peak of the floods, 200 roads were closed across the state.
Road crews and contractors are repairing damaged roads.
It is important to understand that temporary pothole repairs and patching are often carried out until more permanent
repairs can be arranged. In some locations, the speed limits have been reduced to allow works to be done as safely
and as quickly as possible.
VicRoads has messages out requesting that the community be patient with the repair process and appealing to
motorists to slow down and obey any speed restrictions to ensure the safety of road workers.
On the matter of funding, the current total state budget for pavement resealing (that is to say resurfacing) and
pavement reconstruction is 57 per cent greater than the funding for the 2013-14 financial year. It is also a 12 per
cent increase compared to 2015-16.
For rural regions, the current pavement periodic and rehabilitation budget is 34 per cent greater than the 2013-14
financial year.
The Government’s $62 million pavement resealing program for rural Victoria, has commenced and is expected to
continue through until March/April 2017. Some pavement rehabilitation has also commenced.
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The upside of a wet spring is the highly anticipated bumper harvest season. VicRoads continues to work with its
regional communities to ensure that roads are well prepared and in good condition for additional traffic and
loading.
In 2015, the State and Federal governments announced the Stronger Country Bridges Program, which is a
collaborative and joint initiative to strengthen 52 bridges across Victoria.
This is aimed at reducing transport costs for the freight industry and these strengthened bridges will increase
productivity by allowing high productivity freight vehicles on major routes and avoiding load limits on other
routes.

Lilydale Primary School
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans
Mr Mulino
10 November 2016

REPLY:
I am pleased to advise that funding of $2119 has been approved for this project in the last round of Anzac
Centenary Community Grants, announced on 10 November 2016. It is always a pleasure to assist in the recognition
of those who have served and to help young people carry remembrance of their service and sacrifice into the future.

Local government councillors
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Mrs Peulich
10 November 2016

REPLY:
Local Government Victoria has published comprehensive good practice guidelines on this subject titled Ensuring
Unbiased Democratic Council Decision Making.
I would encourage all councillors to review these guidelines if they are unsure of their obligations in this respect.
The guidelines are available at:
http://www.dtpli.vic.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0009/244791/2013-Ensuring-Unbiased-Democratic-Council-De
cision-Making-April-2013.pdf

Compensation legislation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Finance
Mr Eideh
22 November 2016

REPLY:
This Bill will benefit all Victorian workers and road users, including those in the Western Metropolitan region, by
ensuring that appropriate income support is available to those injured at work or on the roads until they reach
pension age. The Bill aligns the maximum age for compensation with recent changes to the Commonwealth
pension age, which increases the age of retirement from 65 to 67 by July 2023. This will ensure Victorian injured
workers and road users in receipt of income support payments can make a smooth transition to receiving the age
pension upon reaching retirement age.
The Bill will also benefit Victorian road users and their families, by introducing a new entitlement to allow the
Transport Accident Commission to pay reasonable travel and accommodation expenses for immediate family
members to attend the funeral of a person who has died as a result of a transport accident.
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The establishment of a Board to manage the Accident Compensation Conciliation Service will benefit all Victorian
workers, including those in the Western Metropolitan region, by enhancing the accountability of Victoria’s
independent workers compensation dispute resolution process and ensuring its governance arrangements are in line
with best practice. This will facilitate ongoing improvement in the performance of the Accident Compensation
Conciliation Service.

Regional and rural roads
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ramsay
22 November 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has secured an agreement from the Commonwealth Government that the $1.5 billion in
Federal funding previously allocated to the East West Link project can now be repurposed and matched by the
Victorian Government to new projects across the state.
This is a great outcome for the State. It means that priority State projects such as the roads in the Green Triangle
Region, the Great Ocean Road, the Princes Highway West and the Murray Basin Rail Project can now be
delivered. The delivery of these projects will support regional communities, make our roads safer and boost the
competitiveness of regional businesses across the state.

Shrine of Remembrance poster competition
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Veterans
Mr Elasmar
22 November 2016

REPLY:
The Shrine of Remembrance Poster Competition challenges students to think about the mateship, fairness and
determination of the ANZACs. The competition attracts entries from students all over Victoria, it is wonderful to
see so many young people actively participating in Remembrance Day. It is a great chance for kids to show off
their artistic flair, but also to learn more about Australia’s wartime legacy.
Enthusiasm for the Remembrance Day Poster Competition encourages me to believe that the Anzac legacy will be
honoured and treasured by this generation, and those of the future. I am very pleased to advise that the Shrine of
Remembrance Poster Competition will be continuing for the foreseeable future and I thank the Shrine for their
continued delivery of this initiative.

Goulburn-Murray irrigation district
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Water
Mr O’Sullivan
22 November 2016

REPLY:
The Basin Plan is important for all our futures, and that’s why I’m fighting hard for what’s best for our
communities and the long-term economic and environmental sustainability of the basin.
As Mr O’Sullivan noted, recovery of the additional 450GL of “upwater” in the plan can’t be delivered unless there
are neutral or improved socio-economic outcomes. This is a crucial point, and it’s set out in the Basin Plan.
My department has recently commissioned a socio-economic review. This will provide us with more information
about the socio-economic impacts to date and possible future impacts.
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Long service leave portability
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Industrial Relations
Mr Melhem
22 November 2016

REPLY:
On 8 June 2016, the Victorian Parliamentary Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills Committee handed down its
report into employer schemes that provide portable long service leave (LSL) for Victorian workers. The Committee
made two recommendations; firstly, that the Victorian Government commission a feasibility study for a contract
cleaning portable LSL scheme, and secondly, a similar study be commissioned for the security industry. The
Committee also found that there is merit in considering a portable LSL scheme for the community services sector.
On 23 November 2016 the Victorian Government’s formal response to the Committee’s report was tabled in
Parliament.
The Victorian Government recognises the need for laws to change to keep pace with how the contract cleaning,
security and community services sectors evolve, ensuring employees are not disadvantaged.
The Government has announced that it will examine options for the design of portable long service leave schemes
for the cleaning, security and community services sectors to determine how to make such schemes viable. In doing
so, extensive consultation will occur with key stakeholders including unions, employer groups and community
organisations.
Portable LSL schemes already operate for contract cleaners, community service sector workers and security guards
in other States and Territories.
Separately, the Government is also reviewing the Long Service Leave Act 1992 (Vic).

Murchison-Tatura Road
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
23 November 2016

REPLY:
An unusually wet winter and heavy rainfall in September and October have resulted in significant deterioration to
road pavements in the North East and across Victoria.
VicRoads is currently managing the deterioration of Murchison Tatura Road through repairs and warning signs to
advise motorists of the changed conditions.
VicRoads has also been working closely with Victoria Police regarding safety on the Murchison-Tatura Road. For
the safety of all road users, traffic movements in the area are being monitored to ensure compliance with the speed
restrictions.
VicRoads will continue to inspect and monitor all arterial roads, including the Murchison-Tatura Road and will
undertake maintenance as required.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
294

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 7 February 2017

IVF services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Health
Ms Hartland
23 November 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to supporting women’s reproductive choices, and in the 16/17
budget we committed $6.6 million toward women’s sexual and reproductive health, including for fertility issues,
help and advice.
The Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority (VARTA) received almost $1 million last year in
funding from the Government to provide regulation and education services related to Assisted Reproductive
Technology (ART).
VARTA provides independent information and support for individuals, couples and health professionals on fertility
and issues related to ART. This includes IVF, surrogacy and donor-conception.
Further to this education role, VARTA has responsibilities for the registration of ART clinics.
Medically required fertility treatments currently attract a rebate from Medicare as well as subsidised medicines
under the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme.
I am aware of some Medicare bulk-billed IVF clinics in Melbourne, Sydney and Brisbane that are delivering more
affordable assisted reproductive treatment services for women and families, however their funding is provided by
the Commonwealth.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to delivering safe and high quality maternity and newborn services
for Victorian women, babies and families. This includes antenatal, birthing and postnatal care and support to
women who have conceived via assisted reproductive technologies.

Public transport disability access
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
23 November 2016

REPLY:
The Level Crossing Removal Authority (LXRA) and Metro Trains Melbourne (MTM) are committed to ensuring
all customers get where they need to go during rail disruptions as part of the Level Crossing Removal Project
(LCRP).
MTM proactively engages with disability services and support organisations prior to rail disruptions to brief staff
and clients about the project and temporary changes that will impact their regular travel routine. Where possible,
MTM will partner with these organisations as was the case with social enterprise, Nadrasca, whose staff provided
support services to the Bayswater level crossing removal project recently.
During rail closures, customer service staff are onsite at all affected train replacement bus stops to assist customers
with accessibility requirements. The majority of train replacement buses are compliant under The Disability
Discrimination Act 1992, however not all wheelchairs and motorised scooters can travel on the train replacement
bus services, especially during peak times, when the buses are at capacity. In these cases, wheelchair accessible
taxis are provided as an alternate travel options. Individual arrangements are also made for some customers with
vision impairments who would have difficulty accessing train replacement bus stops and transitioning from buses
to trains at stations they are unfamiliar with.
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LXRA and MTM will continue to work with local communities, disability employers, trainers and user groups
during rail disruptions across the LXRP to provide advanced notice to customers of disruptions across the network.
Customers are encouraged to visit http://www.metrotrains.com.au/ or call 1800 800 007 (6:00am to midnight
daily).

Hume planning scheme amendment
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Mr Finn
23 November 2016

REPLY:
I appreciate Mr Finn’s ongoing concern about the township of Sunbury and note his query in relation to the
exhibition of Amendment C207 to the Hume Planning Scheme which proposes to implement the Sunbury South
Precinct Structure Plan (the PSP).
In regards to the timeframes prescribed for the exhibition of an amendment, I direct Mr Finn to the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 (the Act).
Under the Act, the prescribed public exhibition time is no less than one-month. However, the VPA decided to
extend the consultation period beyond the standard one-month time frame.
The consultation opened on November 18, 2016 (including full website access to documents) and the formal
exhibition period commenced on November 24, 2016, when the amendment appeared in the Victoria Government
Gazette. The due date for submissions is 6 February 2017.
This extended time frame gives landowners and the broader Sunbury community a significant opportunity over two
and half months to review the PSP and amendment documents, and to prepare any submissions.
I also note that extensive community engagement has occurred during the preparation of both the PSP and
Amendment C207. Therefore, having regard to the work already undertaken by the VPA in consultation with
Hume City Council and with assistance from government agencies, service authorities and major stakeholders, I
am confident that this is sufficient time to allow proper consideration of the amendment by affected parties.

Keysborough South schools
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mrs Peulich
23 November 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is conscious that enrolment growth pressures are being felt in a number of
communities, including in the City of Greater Dandenong. In response to these pressures the Andrews Labor
Government allocated $1.8 billion overall through the 2015-16 and 2016-17 State Budgets to build, upgrade and
maintain school infrastructure across the state. Included in this funding was an allocation for land acquisition for a
proposed primary school in Keysborough South.
I can confirm that a potential site for a proposed primary school in Keysborough South has been identified and
negotiations to secure the site are currently underway. The Department of Education and Training is working to
purchase the land for this school within the 2016-17 financial year. The Department will continue to progress this
matter to ensure a timely resolution for the Keysborough community.
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Regional partnership representation
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Mr Morris
23 November 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government stands by its decision to appoint local government Chief Executive Officers to Regional
Partnerships.

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

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Lovell
24 November 2016

REPLY:
Many of the strategic objectives described by the Rail Futures Institute, in relation to improving service standards
and frequencies over time, are broadly similar to the Government’s plan for regional rail outlined in the Regional
Network Development Plan. The Regional Network Development Plan was launched in May 2016, following
consultation with the Shepparton community and contains a number of initiatives for the Shepparton Region:
· Rolling stock improvements and planning for the retirement of classic fleet on the North East line.
· Additional Seymour to Shepparton service extension each day.
· Upgrade Wallan and Kilmore East car park facilities.
· Upgrade Shepparton station waiting area.
· Install bike facilities at major stations in the region.
· Extra shelters at major bus stops in Shepparton.
· Upgrade Seymour coach interchange.
In addition, the Andrews Labor Government is currently undertaking work on several projects that will benefit the
Shepparton Region, such as the V/Line Classic Fleet upgrade project, and planning for the Next Generation
Regional Train. Planning is also underway for the Upfield to Somerton rail link that will provide additional track
capacity in Melbourne, that will allow more train services to the Goulburn Valley services to operate.
Local Member Suzanna Sheed MP has been a strong and effective advocate for better regional services for her
community and the Andrews Labor Government was pleased to announce the extension of five services to
Shepparton as part of the January 2017 timetable change.

Belfast Coastal Reserve
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Racing
Mr Purcell
24 November 2016

REPLY:
The Government recently announced a balanced approach to managing commercial horse training on the beaches
between Warrnambool and Port Fairy. The introduction of a licensing system to manage the number of
thoroughbred horses accessing the beach ensures cultural heritage and environmental considerations are met, while
meeting the needs of land managers, beachgoers and the broader South West Victorian community.
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The Andrews Labor Government is committed to a viable country racing industry, and the new approach to
managing commercial horse training on the beaches between Warrnambool and Port Fairy will ensure that
Warrnambool and the South West remain a vital regional centre for racing and horse training Thoroughbred racing
in the region delivers and annual economic benefit of $97 million, generates more than 950 full-time equivalent
jobs and over 4500 part-time and volunteer positions.
Decisions regarding the granting of licences for horse access to the beaches along the Belfast Costal Reserve
between Warrnambool and Port Fairy fall within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. On 15 November 2016, the Ministerial Order approving the granting of licences
by the delegated land managers to the Warrnambool Racing Club, for access to the beaches along the Belfast
Costal Reserve, was published in the Victoria Government Gazette.
I thank the member for Western Victoria for raising this matter.

Beaumaris Secondary College site
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Pennicuik
24 November 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The new Beaumaris Secondary College will provide a much needed state-of-the-art school for 650 Year 7-12
students and first rate sporting facilities built in partnership with the Melbourne Cricket Club (MCC). The project is
part of the Victorian Government’s broader school building program to ensure all Victorians have access to a great
school.
The Victorian School Building Authority has released a fact sheet on its website that details the partnership with the
MCC, and hard copies of this document were also provided at a public information session held at Beaumaris
Library on 25 November 2016. The fact sheet contains extensive detail about the joint use agreement, including
how access for the MCC sporting teams and broader community outside of school hours will be managed.
To deliver the new school, a tree and vegetation removal and replacement program must be undertaken.
Independent arborist and vegetation assessment reports have been prepared and every effort is being made to retain
existing vegetation.
Following consultation with community groups, including the Beaumaris Conservation Society, during the period
September to November 2016, the VSBA has identified a further 18 trees to be retained, subject to root
assessments (currently underway). This is a direct result of community feedback leading to design adjustments that
were able to be accommodated without compromising the functionality of the new school. Further consultation
with the community and local conservation groups was conducted as promised, and will continue as the focus
moves to the replanting and species selection.

United Firefighters Union
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Ramsay
24 November 2016

REPLY:
As the Premier has stated publicly, the issue you have raised is a matter between the United Firefighters Union and
the Country Fire Authority.
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All-terrain vehicle safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Mr O’Sullivan
24 November 2016

REPLY:
Quad bike safety is a priority for the Andrews Labor Government, and the quad bike rebate scheme is designed to
save lives. In Australia, it is estimated that around 6000 rollover protection devices have already been fitted to quad
bikes. Those who oppose the fitting of these life saving devices have been unable to show any incidences of injury
or death caused by these devices. Tragically, however, there have been dozens of examples of riders being crushed
to death by quad bikes that were not fitted with rollover protection.
The Dynamic Research report was not commissioned by the Victorian government or WorkSafe. I am advised that
the report prepared by Dynamic Research is publically available on a Dynamic Research website:
http://www.dri-atv-rops-research.com/. The Institute for Safety, Compensation and Recovery Research (ISCRR)
undertook a literature review of quad bike safety research in 2012, and identified limitations with the research
methodology used in the Dynamic Research report. The review is available on the ISCRR website:
http://www.iscrr.com.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0006/297753/Quad-Bike-Safety-Devices.pdf.

Riverside Meats
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Agriculture
Ms Patten
24 November 2016

REPLY:
Thank you for your question in relation to the licensing of Riverside Meats Echuca by PrimeSafe.
Animal cruelty in any form is completely unacceptable, and it is illegal. The Andrews Labor Government
condemns any act of cruelty to animals.
The footage taken of Riverside Meats in Echuca is incredibly disturbing and shocking.
Victoria’s meat and seafood regulator, PrimeSafe, received a formal complaint on 25 October 2016. PrimeSafe
immediately directed that certain staff be removed from their duties and commenced its initial investigation the
next day. Breaches of the mandatory welfare standards were identified and sanctions have been imposed on the
abattoir, including directing them to make modifications to infrastructure, equipment and procedures, and retrain
staff.
Weekly audits have been ordered until Riverside Meats can demonstrate compliance with Australian standards.
As you are aware Section 46(1) of the Meat Industry Act 1993 (the Act) provides that PrimeSafe must exercise its
powers and perform its functions under the Act and the Seafood Safety Act 2003 subject to any specific written
directions given by the Minister in relation to a matter or class of matter specified in the directions.
The Minister’s power under Section 46(1) is limited to matters that are related to the exercise and performance of
powers and functions conferred on PrimeSafe under the Act.
The functions of PrimeSafe are set out under Section 44 of the Act. These functions are primarily about standards
of meat production, safety of meat processing and transportation facilities, and protection of public health. As such,
it is beyond the Minister’s power under Section 46(1) of the Act to direct PrimeSafe to suspend or cancel the
licence held by Riverside Meats on the basis of a breach of animal welfare standards applicable to the operations
permitted under that licence.
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As Minister responsible for matters of animal welfare remain very concerned by the nature and seriousness of these
allegations.
That’s why I have asked Victoria’s Chief Veterinary Officer, Dr Charles Milne, to lead an additional investigation
through Agriculture Victoria to examine what breaches of the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 may have
occurred and determine what further action should be taken.
Where laws have been broken, those responsible should be properly held to account, in accordance with the law.
Like other Victorians, our government will not stand for deliberate cruelty to animals.
While the use and monitoring of closed circuit television (CCTV) in meat processing facilities is encouraged, the
Government has no plans to mandate the installation of CCTV monitoring in private businesses. We will, however,
carefully consider deficiencies in standards or monitoring as we modernise Victoria’s animal welfare legislation,
foreshadowed in our Draft Animal Welfare Action Plan.

Goulburn Valley Highway
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
6 December 2016

REPLY:
Significant rainfall since May 2016 and heavy rainfall in September and October 2016 have resulted in a
deterioration of the pavements across the State. This has resulted in a backlog of damaged pavements.
Repairs to the Goulburn Valley Highway near the Calder Woodburn Rest Area were completed during December
2016. These works have enabled both lanes to be open to traffic over the Christmas period. However, the speed
limit will remain at 80 km/h until the New Year to allow for the work to settle due to the high temperatures forecast
over this period and for the line marking to be reinstated.

Mildura rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Ms Dunn
6 December 2016

REPLY:
The Kennett government closed Mildura Passenger Rail service 1993.
During visits to Mildura I have taken the opportunity to speak with people at all levels within the community,
including the Mildura Rural City Council, about the priority projects important to them. I also recently attended the
first Mallee Regional Assembly on 1 December 2016, which was attended by approximately 150 community
members.
The Mildura airport is by far Victoria’s largest and busiest regional airport and by upgrading the runway, a
$25 million project that has very recently been supported by a $5.04 million State Government grant, it will cut
transport costs for industry, create up to 700 direct and indirect jobs in the long term and boost the local economy
with more than $20 million in economic benefits each year.
Passenger rail services is a matter for the Minister for Public Transport.
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Bayswater level crossings
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Leane
6 December 2016

REPLY:
I first would like to thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for his hard work as we deliver this important
project. I was pleased to visit the Bayswater site on 12 December 2016, to inspect the amazing progress made since
the construction blitz got underway on 5 November. My visit coincided with the first day of operation of the new
Bayswater Station and the return of trains to the Belgrave Line.
I’d like to congratulate and thank the Bayswater Project Alliance (consisting of Laing O’Rourke, Fulton Hogan and
AECOM, together with Public Transport Victoria, Metro Trains, LXRA and VicRoads) for their outstanding round
the clock work which minimised disruption to the community and saw normal train services resume as promised on
12 December. In just 37 days, the Bayswater Project Alliance successfully lowered the rail line under Scoresby
Road and Mountain Highway, excavating 63 000 cubic metres of soil, installing 8000 tonnes of ballast and laying
2.5kms of new rail. They also constructed and opened the new road bridge on Scoresby Road (with the level
crossing removed for good), and built the new Bayswater Station — the seventh new station opened in 2016.
I agree with you that this level crossing removal project is transforming the face of Bayswater and helping to
revitalise the area. From the design and planning stage right through to construction, the Victorian Government has
worked closely with the City of Knox to ensure that this project is in line with Council’s vision for Bayswater. The
new station with its cutting edge design and open forecourt offers improved pedestrian connectivity with the shops
on Mountain Highway and Station Street. Through an innovative design approach to the Mountain Highway road
bridge, additional space was been created for a new shared user path running underneath the road, better connecting
cyclists to the new station.
As a result of our great cooperation with local stakeholders on this project, we have also been able to add additional
streetscape works into the project for Council. These works, to be undertaken by the project Alliance, will deliver
wider footpaths with new glass partitioned dining areas and the undergrounding of power lines so new trees with
larger canopies can be planted.
At the time of my visit, work on the Mountain Highway road bridge was significantly advanced and on-track to be
opened before Christmas. Construction work to complete Bayswater Station, a shared user path, station carpark,
bus interchange, landscaping and the new streetscape on Mountain Highway will continue in the first half of 2017.

Tullamarine Freeway tolls
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Finn
6 December 2016

REPLY:
The CityLink Tulla Widening project will reduce congestion and improve travel times on one of Melbourne’s
busiest stretches of road.
A new lane in each direction between the CBD and Melbourne Airport will increase capacity by 30 per cent and
shave 17 minutes off peak-hour trips. Coupled with a state-of-the-art freeway management system to manage
traffic flow and incident response, Melbourne’s drivers will get home to their families safer and sooner.
To get the job done, VicRoads has partnered with Transurban and is delivering an ambitious works program that
sees crews maximise the use of night-time works to undertake construction while the roads are quieter.
All lanes are kept open during peak periods to minimise the impact on drivers.
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At times, this means closing the freeway overnight — which is planned meticulously to ensure the impact on
drivers is kept to a minimum. Drivers are kept informed of freeway closures via advertising, customer alerts, social
media, the VicTraffic app and on-road signage of real-time travel information so that they can choose to take
CityLink or seek an alternative route.
During a freeway closure, detour routes are clearly signposted and ample warning is provided on the road so
drivers can choose to exit early.
CityLink customers pay a toll for the journey travelled, not the journey ahead. If a driver passes under a toll gantry
and is then detoured off CityLink due to roadworks, that driver will not pay for the trip ahead.
We know that road works cause disruption for Melbourne’s drivers, but they are necessary to improve the road
network for our growing population. VicRoads and Transurban are doing all they can to keep drivers informed of
the works so that they can get on with the job of delivering new lanes by 2018.

Ballarat railway station precinct
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Regional Development
Mr Morris
6 December 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government is getting Ballarat back on track. The Ballarat Railway Station Precinct
Redevelopment project will transform the site into a vibrant and accessible community, commercial and transport
hub. It will inject up to $44 million into the regional economy, increase visitation to the region, create employment
opportunities and enhance the prosperity of the Ballarat community.
The redevelopment will deliver 420 secure, formalised car parking spaces within the precinct. 270 car parking
spaces dedicated to commuters and another 150 spaces provided for general use, including by the hotel and
conference centre patrons. In addition, the footings of the multi-story car park are being reinforced during
construction to allow for future expansion should it be warranted by increasing demand.

Risk
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr O’Sullivan
6 December 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Thank you for referring me to the book Risk by Ms Fleur Ferris and for highlighting the importance of educating
children and young people on cybersafety (adjournment debate, 6 December 2016).
Schools pay a crucial role in keeping all children and young people safe and protected from bullying, sexual
exploitation and grooming, both in the real world and online.
I agree with you that it is important that young people are informed of the dangers of online engagement with
strangers, and that teachers have a role in raising awareness of this.
Cybersafety
The whole-of-government Keeping Children Safe from Sexual Exploitation Strategy aims to help prevent and
protect children from sexual exploitation, and prosecute perpetrators who prey on vulnerable children. Much of this
activity can begin online.
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As part of its commitment to the Strategy, the Department of Education and Training has developed a suite of fact
sheets specific to preventing, identifying and responding to sexual exploitation including grooming for universal
use by all Victorian school-based staff, parents and carers, and young people.
These fact sheets complement the existing range of PROTECT and Bully Stoppers resources, professional
development programs and training for school staff and allied health workforces that address issues such as online
grooming and bullying already provided by the Department. These include:
· an $11.5 million partnership with the Alannah and Madeline Foundation which has lead to over 1600 Victorian
schools participating in eSmart Schools, a framework that assists schools to develop a culture that promotes the
safe, smart and responsible use of technology.
· a $4.5 million investment in the Bully Stoppers initiative. The evidence-based Bully Stoppers online toolkit has
been developed to support and empower everyone in the school community to prevent and respond to bullying,
cyberbullying and inappropriate behaviours, including those that take place in the online environment. Bully
Stoppers supports school communities to become aware of cybersafety issues for students. The online safety
resources were developed in partnership with cybersafety experts including Robyn Treyvaud, Susan McLean
and Andrew Fuller, as well as staff and students from Victorian schools.
Curriculum
On your request to add Risk to the curriculum I note that Year 7 texts are not prescribed. Individual schools choose
the books as a local school-based decision. Schools should select texts that have literary merit, are suitable for their
student cohort and can effectively support the content of the curriculum.
Text lists are only prescribed for the Victorian Certificate of Education by the Victorian Curriculum and
Assessment Authority.

School swimming program
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Bath
6 December 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The development of swimming and water safety skills are important life skills to reduce the risk of drowning and
injury. There were 43 drowning deaths in Victoria in the 12-month period from 1 July 2015 to 30 June 2016. This
is five more than the 10-year average between 2005/6 to 2014/15.
The Victorian Curriculum F-10 will be implemented in government and Catholic schools in 2017 and includes
water safety and swimming as part of the Health and Physical Education core curriculum area. Development of
knowledge and skills relating to survival swimming and basic water safety can significantly reduce a child’s
drowning risk and enhance community safety.
Schools across the state are encouraged to form partnerships with neighbouring schools, organisations such as the
YMCA and local providers to ensure children have access to swimming programs.
Individual schools are able to make decisions about how they incorporate water safety and swimming into their
teaching and learning program.
The Andrews Labor Government delivered its $148.3 million Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund last year to
support the education of eligible students. This funding can be used for swimming programs and is available for
eligible students in Government, Catholic and independent schools.
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Family violence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
Mr Eideh
7 December 2016

REPLY:
I would like to thank the Member for raising the Community Partnership for Primary Prevention Grants with me.
Our government is funding $2.7 million to support the establishment and expansion of partnerships to coordinate
and drive activities that prevent family violence.
As the Member is aware, no community is immune from family violence and it is essential that strategies to
prevent violence are tailored to the diverse needs of each community. Through the program, grants of up to
$150 000 will be awarded for new or existing organisations seeking to form a local partnership and develop an
action plan to drive primary prevention efforts at the local level, as well as up to $50 000 for individual
organisations.
I encourage you to promote these grants amongst your networks in the Western Metropolitan Region. Applications
can be accessed at www.vic.gov.au/women and close on 15 February 2017.

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

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Ondarchie
7 December 2016

REPLY:
I would first like to thank the Member for Northern Metropolitan for his interest in the Andrews Labor
Government’s Mernda Rail Extension Project. This nearly $600 million project will include 8 km of duplicated
track between South Morang and Mernda. The three new stations are expected to be used by more than 8000
passengers a day.
We’ve designed the Mernda, Hawkstowe and Marymede stations using universal access principals. The new
stations can accommodate people with a disability, the elderly, people with prams and children, people with
luggage or shopping and more.
At Mernda and Hawkstowe stations we will install two oversized lifts with back-up power to ensure there is always
access if one lift is not working.
At these two stations the platforms are around nine metres above the concourse (or as high as a three storey
building). We did not design ramps because they would be over 170m long and would take a long time and a lot of
energy for users to travel up a very long 170m ramp compared to a lift. A ramp of this length would also not meet
the current PTV Vertical Access Guidelines for equitable access.
The project will meet the:
1.

Disability Discrimination Act 1992 requirements,

2.

Australian Standard AS1428 — Design for access and mobility,

3.

Design Standards for Accessible Public Transport and

4.

Public Transport Victoria’s 2016 Vertical Access Requirements and Design Guide, which are based on
universal design principles.

Accessible public transport benefits everyone involved. The design of these new stations, and associated
infrastructure, aims to be inclusive and accessible to all Victorians.
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Motor vehicle registration concessions
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Dunn
7 December 2016

REPLY:
Through the Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations 2009, the Victorian Government allows vehicles used by or for
incapacitated persons to be registered without a registration fee. Qualification for the nil registration fee varies
according to the type of user, vehicle and extent of disability.
Exemptions from part or all of the motor vehicle duty are in the Duties Act 2000. VicRoads acts as an agent of the
State Revenue Office (SRO) for the collection of motor vehicle duty. While the majority of motor vehicle duty
exemptions for registration or transfer of registration can be automatically applied, some can only be obtained from
the SRO directly. In other cases, system restrictions prevent VicRoads from applying the concession at time of
registration and the applicant must apply to the SRO for a refund.
VicRoads will amend the information on its website to ensure that information regarding motor vehicle duty
exemption entitlements on registration and transfer are detailed.
In relation to the process for establishing the identity of the registered operator, VicRoads has advised that it will
retain the current requirements. While recognising the difficulties that may be encountered when an incapacitated
person is unable to complete an Authority to Register, the current process ensures that the legal position of the
incapacitated applicant is protected.

Elevated rail construction safety
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Finance
Mr Davis
7 December 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government and WorkSafe Victoria (WorkSafe) take every workplace incident seriously.
WorkSafe is satisfied that risks associated with the piling works on the Caulfield to Dandenong project are
currently being adequately managed, and will maintain oversight of the project and continue to liaise with relevant
contractors and employee representatives.
A WorkSafe inspector initially attended the Murrumbeena level crossing removal site on 17 November 2016 to
make enquiries about an incident in which a metal component of a piling rig disengaged and struck the roof of a
house nearby. The specific component has since been removed from all four rigs being used on the project so there
cannot be a repeat of that incident.
WorkSafe inspectors have made further visits to the site and reviewed documents relating to the safety critical
aspects of the operations, including operator qualifications, exclusions zones, rig maintenance and inspection
records and soil engineering reports to ensure stability of the rigs.
Consistent with its statutory obligations, WorkSafe has issued Entry Reports to relevant duty holders for each of the
visits it has conducted.
Works involving large piling rigs are currently being undertaken at a number of locations on the Canfield to
Dandenong project. Narrow constraints at various locations of the rail corridor often require rigs to work in close
proximity to residences. I note that it is common practice for piling rigs to work right up to the boundary on many
CBD construction sites.
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The main contractor on the Caulfield to Dandenong project has employed a range of safety measures including
notification of residents when rigs will be working in proximity to their homes and providing ‘observers’ to
monitor backyards to ensure members of the public do not approach the rigs. In some instances temporary
alternative accommodation is also offered to nearby residents.
WorkSafe has an established inspector team and a range of proactive safety programs targeting the construction
sector, due to the high-risk nature of this industry. In 2015-16, WorkSafe conducted over 10 000 visits of
construction workplaces.

Ballarat rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Morris
7 December 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has announced 10 new services on the Ballarat line as part of its January 2017
regional timetable change. These services are part of the Government’s 170 additional services funded in the
2016-17 State Budget.
The timetable change coincides with the opening of the new Caroline Springs Station, delivering train services to
this booming community in Melbourne’s west for the first time.
During the peak, Caroline Springs will be serviced by trains to and from Bacchus Marsh. This will mean no extra
passengers on the busiest Ballarat services, ensuring more space for local passengers.
The Labor Government is also reducing crowding on Ballarat trains by adding new carriages.
We have ordered 48 new V/Locity carriages, the first six of which hit the network in November and were all added
to Ballarat services.
The former Liberal and National Government didn’t order a single new regional carriage in their first two years in
office.

Ambulance services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Ms Symes
7 December 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of volunteer firefighters of the Broadford and Tatura Country
Fire Authority (CFA) Brigades who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote the safety and wellbeing of
the community.
The CFA is currently sourcing suitable land for new stations at Broadford and Tatura, and this process will involve
consultation with the community, including local brigades.
Emergency Management Victoria is also developing an Investment and Asset Strategy 2017-2027 that will
establish a sector-wide framework that prioritises investments and actions relative to a community-centred,
risk-based approach and emergency management reform objectives. The Strategy will consider current and future
facility and equipment needs of emergency service organisations and identify opportunities for co-location and
joined-up approaches.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.
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Domain railway station
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Fitzherbert
7 December 2016

REPLY:
The former Liberal Government scrapped the Metro Tunnel project leaving Victorians stuck in congestion for
many more years.
The Andrews Government has fully funded the project and work has begun.
Although the Liberal Party decided not to put in a submission to the Environmental Effects Statement (EES), many
Victorians did and these submissions are currently being assessed.
No trees on St Kilda road will be removed until the completion of the EES process.
The Member for Southern Metropolitan continually raises excuses to justify her opposition to this project and
Victorians are very aware of the Opposition’s continued calls for the project to be delayed.
The Andrews Government is delivering on our election commitments and will continue to work with all Victorians
on this major project.

Macedon district roads
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Ms Lovell
8 December 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government has guaranteed funding of at least $1 billion over eight years for the upgrade and
repair of unsafe and congested roads and level crossings across regional Victoria. The Government is also
committed to working with local councils to identify road infrastructure needs in local communities.
To support this commitment, the Government has provided $260 million to repair and upgrade unsafe and
deteriorating roads across regional Victoria. The Government recently announced more than $40 million to repair
and rehabilitate arterial roads across north and north eastern Victoria to make regional roads safer and more reliable
for drivers. A number of sites will receive major repairs and maintenance works including the Midland Highway
and key rural roads including Bacchus Marsh-Gisborne Road.
The Federal Government also provides direct funding to local councils for the maintenance of local roads and
bridges. These programs include the Roads to Recovery Programme and the Bridges Renewal Programme. The
Federal Government also provides financial assistance grants to local councils that can be used for roads and for
general purposes.
In addition to this maintenance expenditure, I recently approved $2.18 million for an enhanced maintenance
program to address road pavement conditions on roads favoured by motorcyclists. Many of these roads are in the
northern Victoria electorate. In addition, eleven motorcycle specific projects totalling $13 million to improve safety
of road infrastructure have been approved in 2016. These projects include work to keep gravel off the road and
improve the safety of existing guardrail with the fitting of rubrail guards, specifically designed for motorcyclist
safety. Further motorcycle specific projects funded from the Motorcycle Safety Levy will be prepared for approval
in 2017.
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Santa’s flight path
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Ms Patten
8 December 2016

REPLY:
I thank the Member for bringing this important matter to my attention.
As always at this time of year, the necessary steps are taken to ensure safe passage of Santa and his sleigh.
When it comes to the environment, Victoria is definitely not on the naughty list. We are leading the nation when it
comes to tackling climate change.
Have a safe and happy Christmas.

Sunbury rail line emergency access
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Mr Finn
8 December 2016

REPLY:
Metro Trains Melbourne (MTM) maintains all of the land and assets it uses to operate train services (including
vehicle access tracks) in a manner that ensures those services can be delivered in a lawful and safe manner.
To ensure that emergency services are able to respond to incidents which occur on the rail network, MTM engages
with and shares its Emergency and Crisis Management Plan (Plan) with both Victoria Police and the Metropolitan
Fire Brigade. Both Victoria Police and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade have also endorsed the Plan.
In addition, MTM meets regularly with Victoria Police and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade and has recently
developed an access map to support emergency services to identify the best locations to access the rail network
when an incident may occur.

Child protection
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Families and Children
Ms Springle
8 December 2016

REPLY:
It is important that the case allocation rate is understood in the context of the increased reports to child protection,
fuelled in part by the growing community awareness of the harms inflicted on children as a result of child abuse
and family violence.
Reports to child protection have increased by 94 percent over the last five years.
All children whose cases are substantiated by child protection are overseen by a senior child protection worker. As
such, there is always someone responsible for ensuring the needs of vulnerable children and young people in child
protection are met.
The Child Protection staffing establishment in South Division increased from 374 to 411 positions as a result of
budget outcomes in 2015. Nine Child Protection Practitioner positions were allocated to Bayside Peninsula Area
and an externally employed ‘embedded’ family violence specialist position recruited.
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Two additional Child Protection case support staff are currently employed across the Bayside Peninsula Area to
support Child Protection practitioners to undertake case support work.
The Division has recently restructured the Bayside Peninsula Child Protection program to maximise the capacity
and responsiveness within the Area. The new structure seeks to improve case allocation capacity and workflow.
This new structure commenced in December 2016.
The Andrews Labor Government has recently committed funding for additional 150 case carrying Child Protection
Practitioners to address the growth in Child Protection demand across Victoria. All Divisions have been initially
allocated twenty five new case carrying Child Protection Practitioners from 20 December 2016 with a further staff
allocation expected in January 2017. Within South Division seven of these new positions have been immediately
allocated to Bayside Peninsula. South Division is currently recruiting to these positions.

Northern suburbs roads
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ondarchie
8 December 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the need to improve the network in all key growth areas and, as such,
is currently considering upgrades and maintenance.
As part of the infrastructure investments in Melbourne’s outer north, the Victorian Government has announced
funding of up to $139.4 million for the upgrade of Plenty Road between McKimmies Road in Mill Park and Bridge
Inn Road in Mernda.
The Victorian Government has also announced funding of $131.2 million for the upgrade of Yan Yean Road
between Diamond Creek Road and Kurrak Road in Plenty.

Berwick Secondary College
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Mr Mulino
8 December 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I thank you for your strong advocacy for schools in Eastern Victoria, including Berwick Secondary College.
The Inclusive Schools Fund is a $20 million fund designed to help make Victoria the Education State, providing
Victorian government schools with quality new spaces and more inclusive facilities, based on best practice research
and design.
It was my pleasure to recently announce successful applications to round 2 of the Inclusive Schools Fund. I am
delighted to advise that Berwick Secondary College has been allocated $195 100.00, to construct “The Womenjeka
Centre” under round two of the fund.
Thank you for raising this matter with me. I trust this information is of assistance.
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Country Fire Authority volunteers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Mr Ramsay
8 December 2016

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government greatly appreciates the selfless contribution made by career and volunteer
firefighters of the Country Fire Authority (CFA) to keep Victorian communities safe.
As with any Government building, CFA has security arrangements in place at its Headquarters in Burwood East.
Further, the Secondary State Control Centre is located at Burwood East and it is appropriate that there are security
arrangements in place for this building.
This was a routine security upgrade undertaken by CFA Infrastructure Services as part of normal business
processes.
Of course CFA volunteers are welcome to attend Headquarters, and arrangements will continue to be made to
ensure they are able to do this.

Interfaith Centre of Melbourne
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Multicultural Affairs
Mrs Peulich
8 December 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has a long-standing commitment to funding interfaith activities that foster and support
community harmony and social cohesion in Victoria.
The Interfaith Centre’s application to the 2016/17 Community Harmony Grants Program was assessed by a panel
of representatives from the Victorian Multicultural Commission, the previous Office of Multicultural Affairs and
Citizenship, local government and external organisations. The grants program was highly competitive with a high
number of applications received.
In consideration of the Interfaith Centre’s request and its ongoing commitment to interfaith activities in Victoria, I
have requested representatives from the Multicultural Affairs and Social Cohesion Division to liaise directly with
Ms Helen Summers.

Victims of crime financial assistance
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Premier
Mr O’Donohue
8 December 2016

REPLY:
The Victorian Government acknowledges the significant hardship caused by the tragic loss of Korinne Aylward
and Greg Tucker.
The Government will therefore provide financial support to assist Ms Marie Aylward & Ms Katelyn Dolman to
care for Callum, Ryan and Grace. Officials from my Department are currently working with Ms Aylward and
Ms Dolman to finalise this matter.
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School cleaners
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Education
Ms Pennicuik
8 December 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
We value our school cleaners and the work they do, and it’s concerning to hear reports that some cleaners may
have been underpaid.
The Department of Education and Training has a robust framework which all Victorian Government schools must
both use and comply with when engaging firms to clean Victorian government schools. The framework establishes
the process, standards, criteria for use and entry onto the Cleaning Panel. At the core of the framework is a panel
agreement which provides the key criteria and standards for cleaning Victorian Government Schools.
Entry onto the panel requires the requisite level of technical expertise, safety and quality assurance, labour
practices, regulatory compliance, appropriate management and the skills to undertake and provide cleaning
services. Cleaning contractors must meet strict standards on safety and quality assurance, labour and management
practices and regulatory compliance.
The engagement of cleaning contractors is a school-based decision made locally by school councils, which is
managed by a robust centralised framework. When selecting an appropriate cleaning contractor, school principals
are also expected to review pricing structures contained in cleaning tenders to ensure quoted prices reflect the likely
cost of service provision, taking into account relevant pay rates and the expected time cleaning will take.
The Department provides advice and support to schools in engaging contract cleaners in accordance with the
requirements of the Cleaning Panel.
Cleaners who are concerned about being underpaid should immediately contact the Department of Education and
Training’s School Cleaning Contract Unit to investigate.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Wednesday, 8 February 2017
The Bubble student support centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Training and Skills
Ms Bath
8 December 2016

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Students at Federation Training will continue to have access to student services.
Federation Training has reviewed the effectiveness of the Bubble, and has made the decision to move towards an
integrated support service with help in every class at every campus, as opposed to standalone centres. This decision
is anticipated to help address student retention rates, and is an important step in achieving better student outcomes.
You can have confidence in the student services being offered in 2017 at Federation Training.
Through the Skills and Jobs Centres Federation Training is working closely with the Latrobe Valley Authority to
ensure workers affected by the closure of Hazelwood receive individualised support and advice where requested.
Federation Training will deploy additional staff to further strengthen their capacity to provide support in the Skills
and Jobs Centres to meet demand. These centres provide a valuable service in connecting local students into
training and then into employment.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

Thursday, 9 February 2017
Broadford Community Centre
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Local Government
Ms Symes
22 November 2016

REPLY:
Thank you for your question regarding the Broadford Community Centre.
I am proud to confirm a $565 000 contribution was granted to the Broadford Community Centre from the 2016/17
Growing Suburbs Fund. I thank the Member for Northern Victoria for announcing this funding on my behalf. The
project will transform the Broadford Community Centre into a modern community facility designed to respond to
the changing needs of the expanding Broadford community.
In addition to the Broadford Community Centre, Mitchell Shire will receive $2.14 million for the construction of a
new community centre in the Mandalay Estate, and $2.19 million to deliver a new town centre in Wallan.
In total, Mitchell Shire Council was successful in securing almost $4.90 million from the 2016/17 Growing
Suburbs Fund for three projects. This is in addition to the $3.5 million Mitchell received for five projects in
2015/16.
I note that the Member for Northern Victoria has been a strong advocate, for this project. I would like to again
thank her for her advocacy and I look forward to working closely with local members and local governments to
deliver positive outcomes for communities.

North Road, Ormond, level crossing
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Planning
Ms Crozier
6 December 2016

REPLY:
The government’s 2014 election platform included a commitment to actively pursue appropriate development
opportunities on newly available land created by the removal of level crossings. Importantly, the proceeds
generated from these development opportunities will be reinvested back into further improvements to the public
transport system.
In September 2015, I gave further effect to the government’s commitment by establishing an independent advisory
committee to provide a consistent and transparent process for considering these development opportunities.
A consortium of John Holland and KBR was awarded the contract to deliver the North Road, Ormond level
crossing removal works in June 2015. The consortium included details of an integrated development opportunity as
part of its tender submission. This included an indicative development proposal prepared by the consulting private
sector developer, Deal Corporation (DealCorp). This indicative proposal established the viability of an integrated
development at Ormond.
A proposal for Ormond Station is currently being considered by the independent advisory committee. Submissions
on the proposal were invited from 25 October 2016 to 9 December 2016 and a Directions Hearing was held on
20 December 2016. The Public Hearing commences the week of 13 February 2017.
I am responsible for considering the advisory committee report on the appropriateness of the proposal for Ormond
Station.
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