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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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preventative health benefits this service provides to the
residents of Geelong.

By Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (561 signatures).

Newcomb bus service

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Constituency questions and questions on notice
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday the members
for Evelyn, Ripon and Eildon raised points of order
regarding answers to constituency questions not
received within the 30-day time limit required by
sessional order 9(2). At that time I was aware that
parliamentary staff were processing a large volume of
answers to constituency questions and questions on
notice, and while it is possible that the answers to the
members’ questions were among them, it was too early
to confirm.
Staff worked diligently to process the answers as
quickly as they could, and I can now advise that the
answers to the constituency questions mentioned by the
members for Evelyn and Ripon have not been received.
I will write to the responsible ministers requesting
answers. The member for Eildon’s question 78 was
answered on 25 March, and the answer is available in
the database.
The member for Bayswater raised a point of order with
the Deputy Speaker regarding an unanswered question
on notice, and I will write to the relevant minister in
that case.
The member for Warrandyte raised a point of order
seeking advice about his options in cases where he feels
that an answer to a question on notice or a constituency
question is not adequate. It is open to members to write
to me to draw my attention to these matters, as has been
the case in previous parliaments.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Belmont Health and Wellbeing Centre
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We the undersigned wish to draw the attention of the house to
the imminent closure of the Health and Wellbeing Centre in
Belmont, Geelong, currently funded by St Laurence. This
centre supports individuals with disability to increase and
maintain physical activity, enabling them to be more
independent and participate in daily activities. It is a vital
preventative health service for the people of Geelong. The
loss of this service will negatively impact the health of current
and future users. We ask that the house strongly consider
funding this service for the ongoing rehabilitative and

We the undersigned wish to draw to the attention of the house
the unfair nature of changes proposed to the Newcomb no. 55
service (shown in the network map as no. 30 Whittington via
Newcomb). The changes will leave current bus users without
accessible bus stops. We request the existing route should
continue in its current form.

By Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (248 signatures).

Country Fire Authority Beaconsfield station
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the desperate need for a new
station for the Beaconsfield CFA. The Beaconsfield CFA has
operated with limited space for many years, restricting the
brigade’s capabilities to serve the needs of the growing
Beaconsfield community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the state government to provide
crucial funds for a new station for the Beaconsfield CFA to
help protect the safety of firefighters and the local
community.

By Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (664 signatures).

Glenroy first nations community hub
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of Victoria draws to the attention
of the house that the first nations of Victoria have been
dispossessed, dispersed and deculturalised without free, prior
and informed consent, their original lands and waters
comprising 27 million acres reduced to 25 000 acres of
inalienable land title. There is no treaty or agreed negotiated
reparations for the loss of these lands and waters, nor for the
pain and suffering of the first nations individually or
collectively.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria strongly and actively support the
granting of 6 acres of land or more at 208 Hilton Street,
Glenroy 3046 for the purposes of a multifunctional,
state-of-the-art community hub owned and controlled by the
first nations.

By Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale)
(15 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gembrook be considered next day on
motion of Mr BATTIN (Gembrook).
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Pascoe Vale be considered next day on
motion of Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Digital Dashboard: Status Review of ICT Projects and
Initiatives — Ordered to be published
Palliative Care — Ordered to be published
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 — Report 2013–14
under s 31
Ombudsman — Investigation into Department of Health
oversight of Mentone Gardens, a Supported Residential
Service — Ordered to be published
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Government
response to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s
Report on the 2014–15 Budget Estimates Part Two
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report 2013–14 under
s 30L
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — Report
2013–14 under ss 13 and 13ZR
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council Act 2001 —
Amended request and statement under s 16.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Boko Haram
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — It was with sadness that I
read in the Herald Sun this morning about a report by
Amnesty International that says at least 2000 women
and girls are estimated to have been kidnapped by Boko
Haram in Nigeria. Today marks 12 months — one
year — since the abduction of 219 schoolgirls at
Chibok. Reportedly their fate was to be forced into
marriage with Islamic fighters, raped, held in prison or
sold into slavery. We are possibly powerless to change
anything that is happening in Nigeria and many other
countries in the world; however, we can and must do all
that we can to ensure that our own democracy remains
strong and individual freedoms are respected.

Swinburne University of Technology former
Lilydale campus
Mrs FYFFE — I have been asked on many
occasions about the government’s proposed timing for
the reopening of the Swinburne University campus at
Lilydale, yet there are still no signs of activity, just
more promises by the government that it is coming.
With the community clearly not confident about the
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government’s commitment to reopening the Lilydale
site, I have been approached by David Breen, the
general manager of training and education at Discovery
Community Care, to develop part of the site as a social
enterprise childcare centre to help over 800 families per
year. If the government refuses to commit to a time line
to reopen the Swinburne campus in Lilydale, it must
start to consider alternate proposals. Several approaches
have been made to the Minister for Education without
response.

Daryl Hedley Robert McClure
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
rise to pay tribute to the service of Daryl McClure, the
member for Bendigo from 1973 to 1982, who passed
away on 15 March this year. Daryl grew up in White
Hills and was only 21 when he was first elected as a
councillor to the then City of Bendigo. He was also still
quite young when he was elected to the Legislative
Assembly in 1973 at the age of 26, and he held the state
seat of Bendigo, representing the Liberal Party, until
1982 when he was defeated by David Kennedy at the
election that saw the election of the Cain Labor
government.
Many years after his time as a state member of
Parliament, Daryl again served the community, this
time as a councillor on the City of Greater Bendigo for
eight years, including a term as mayor. It was during
this time as councillor that I had the most to do with
Daryl, who was very clear in his views, his ability to
express them and his opinions. Training he had had
working in the television industry served him well, as
did his experience as a businessman.
Daryl was well known for being passionate about
preserving Bendigo’s history. He was a key driver of
the establishment of the Bendigo Trust and served as its
chair for 20 years. He was one of the group of rebels
that saved the iconic Bendigo trams from being sold off
in quite controversial circumstances. He was also
influential in securing the Central Deborah Gold Mine,
which was operated for the city by the Bendigo Trust.
Another Bendigo icon, the Hotel Shamrock, was also
saved, preserved and brought back to life with Daryl’s
support and advocacy. Daryl was well known as a
businessman and established the Bendigo Weekly in
1997. I pay my respects to Daryl’s wife, Elaine, and his
children and grandchildren.

Drug education funding
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — On Sunday, while judging a
talent show in Euroa as part of National Youth Week, I
met a young Yorta Yorta man from Shepparton named
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Brady Jones. For the past few years Brady has been
writing songs and performing under the name BricKy
B. Brady’s performance left a lasting impression on me.
He performed a song he wrote called Glass Pipes,
which tells a terrible story about the impact of ice on his
family, his mates and the Shepparton community.
Brady wrote the song to wake people up to the impact
of ice.
While support for addressing this issue is bipartisan, I
am concerned by Labor’s decision to cut $4.7 million
that the coalition allocated for community education
forums and grants programs. Youth organisations are
also disappointed by the Premier’s decision to cut this
funding. Recently I met with Jim Gow, the project
officer at Word and Mouth, which is a fantastic
youth-run organisation in Shepparton.
Jim has held a number of successful forums in
Shepparton to educate young people about the impact
of ice. By demonstrating the harmful impacts of
hydrochloric acid and other ingredients, Jim believes
the forums have helped to deter young people from
using the drug. Word and Mouth planned to apply to
the $2 million grants program for funding to put on a
part-time person to educate more young people. As Jim
said to me, ‘Ice is everyone’s problem. It’s a
community problem and the community needs to take a
stand’. Instead of cutting funding to community
education programs, I urge Labor to support the efforts
of young people like Brady and organisations such as
Word and Mouth.

Frank Cox
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — I rise to pay
tribute to the life of Francis George Cox, OAM, who
passed away on 20 March after 99 years of service to
the community and an extraordinary life. Frank Cox, as
he was known, was a pillar of the community in the
northern suburbs. He was a life member of the
Australian Labor Party, a Coburg councillor for
33 consecutive years, three times mayor of Coburg, a
member of the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of
Works and a member of just about every community
association in the East Coburg area; in fact he was often
the founder and long dedicated servant of those
community groups.
Frank Cox was a force of nature, a man of will who
shaped the world around him for the betterment of the
community. He was a person who served his country
during World War II and had a lifelong dedication to
the RSL, particularly to disabled veterans. His
extraordinary dedication to solving problems was
shown by his ability to get out of situations that he
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faced in his own life during World War II. Captured in
Greece, he was one of the few Allied servicemen who
successfully had themselves repatriated from a German
prisoner of war camp through bureaucratic means. It
was a quite extraordinary feat. Frank was an individual
who throughout his life sought to fight for those who
were disadvantaged, with a will and a refusal to accept
any bureaucratic obstacle to rectifying injustice he saw
about him. Vale Frank Cox.

Princes Highway, Colac
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — VicRoads is currently
in the process of undertaking tender evaluations for
stage 4 of the Princes Highway duplication from
Winchelsea to Colac, funded by the federal government
and the former state coalition government. It is
important with the evaluation of tenders that the
government take into consideration traders, retailers
and other businesses that rely on passing traffic for their
financial viability. There is concern that the duplication
works could have a substantial impact by restricting or
limiting vehicle access to the retail area resulting in
long-term and direct financial consequences for traders.
A project methodology which would cause the full
closure of the Princes Highway along Murray Street
East and Murray Street would have dire consequences
for these local businesses. The government needs to
ensure that the local community is consulted as to the
likely impacts of these works and to follow the standard
set out in its 2014 election platform — that is, that
decisions should not be made in the shadows, and that
communities should always be consulted. The
government needs to ensure that the construction
methodology ultimately employed for these works will
provide a balanced outcome for local residents,
businesses, traders and the Colac community.

Family violence
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — On Wednesday,
25 March, I joined my local community at Penleigh and
Essendon Grammar School in Keilor East for the ‘Say
No to Family Violence’ forum which was organised by
the Keilor East Airport West Uniting Church. The aim
of the forum was to raise awareness of family violence
issues which can affect people from all social levels and
walks of life. Family violence is a crime which must
not be tolerated. Indeed family violence is the most
significant problem confronting our community, with
widespread detrimental social, health, economic and
other effects. The forum was addressed by Fiona
McCormack, CEO of Domestic Violence Victoria; Tim
Cartwright, Acting Chief Commissioner of Police; and
Nathan DeGuara, manager, Men’s Referral Service. I
was also proud to hear the Minister for the Prevention
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of Family Violence explain the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to tackling this pervasive
issue, starting with the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, which was established within the first
100 days of this government.
I would like to thank the moderator, Reverend Jeanne
Beale, chaplain at Aitken College, who ensured that the
proceedings ran smoothly. It was also great to see
representatives from the City of Moonee Valley and the
City of Brimbank, as well as the Victoria Police
divisional commander, Superintendent Michael
Hermans. I am certain all those who attended the forum
gained an insight into the terrible impact family
violence has on the victims, especially children, and
will realise the importance of speaking out in support of
them. My heartfelt thanks go to the elders of the Keilor
East Airport West Uniting Church, in particular
Barbara Dorward and Maxine Knight, who put in a lot
of hard work to make the forum the outstanding success
that it was. The royal commission is due to deliver its
report and recommendations by 29 February 2016. I
have had initial discussions with Barbara Dorward on
doing a follow-up to this great initial forum. I am
certain that by working with the Keilor East Airport
West Uniting Church we can make positive progress.

Highvale Preschool
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I recently had the great
pleasure of visiting Highvale Preschool in my electorate
to present the kindergarten with the Victorian flag and
to meet the staff, some parents and of course the
children. I was also able to see the kindergarten in
action and to address the children. I thank the former
president for the invitation to see this local kinder in
operation and wish all of those involved in it well for
the future.

Lollipops Playland, Forest Hill
Mr ANGUS — On Good Friday I had the pleasure
of attending Lollipops Playland in Forest Hill to support
its annual fundraising event held for the Royal
Children’s Hospital Good Friday Appeal. Once again it
was a very successful day which raised over $12 000
for the appeal. I congratulate and thank the proprietors,
Tony and Cathy Maher, who donated the takings for
the day and also organised auction and raffle items to
raise funds. I thank and commend the staff at Lollipops
Forest Hill, who donated their time to work on the day.
Well done to all involved!
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Monash Men’s Shed
Mr ANGUS — Earlier this month I was very
pleased to visit the Monash Men’s Shed in Glen
Waverley to tour the facilities and join the men for
lunch. This shed services men in the southern end of
my electorate and has around 170 members. It was
great to view the projects being undertaken and see the
equipment available for the men to use. I congratulate
and thank the shed coordinator, Alan Silcock, the
committee members and the shed members for their
great work in the community, and I wish them well for
the future.

United Firefighters Union
Mr ANGUS — The revelations in today’s Herald
Sun regarding the pre-election deals done between the
Labor government and the United Firefighters Union
bode badly for Victorian taxpayers. The union is the
first of the unions putting its hand out for payback
following its extensive work against the then
government in last year’s state election campaign. I call
on the Premier to outline to all Victorians the deals
done with unions, the budget impacts and the
consequential payback required using taxpayers money
to fulfil these deals.

Anzac Day
Mr ANGUS — Last Sunday I was pleased to attend
the annual RSL Victorian Branch Inc. commemoration
service for Anzac Day at St Patrick’s Cathedral with
several of my parliamentary colleagues. As always, it
was a great gathering — —
The SPEAKER — Time!

Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I rise to
congratulate the government, particularly the Premier,
the Treasurer and the Minister for Public Transport for
the recent confirmation that this government will
remove nine level crossings along the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail line. This fantastic
announcement will see all local level crossings in the
electorate of Oakleigh removed in the next four years.
The level crossings to be removed will include
Murrumbeena Road, Koornang Road, Grange Road
and Poath Road. In addition, level crossings bordering
the Oakleigh electorate to be removed will include the
vitally important Clayton Road and Centre Road
crossing in Clayton, as well as the previously
announced North Road crossing in Ormond.
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My community has long fought for the removal of
these time-wasting and dangerous level crossings, and I
am delighted that they are finally being fixed. The
announcement stands in stark contrast to the previous
government’s sham process which resulted in delayed
contracts, hidden cancellations and tentative plans to
remove four crossings on this line. It was a completely
inadequate policy that was never delivered despite
numerous promises, bells and whistles, and media
stunts.
The Andrews government’s commitment will see four
railway stations rebuilt, including Carnegie,
Murrumbeena, Hughesdale and Clayton. The purchase
of 37 next generation, 50 per cent locally built
high-capacity trains, in conjunction with the removal of
level crossings, will result in a capacity boost on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham line of up to 42 per cent, or up
to 11 000 more passengers, during the morning peak
period. The Premier, the Minister for Public Transport
and the members for Bentleigh and Clarinda recently
joined me at the Carnegie railway station to announce
this new project. I look forward to welcoming them
again as this historic project progresses in the coming
years.

Yarrawonga–Mulwala bridge
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — The
Yarrawonga community eagerly awaits confirmation
from the Minister for Roads and Road Safety on the
route for the new bridge. After many years of
consultation the Yarrawonga and Mulwala
communities overwhelmingly chose the green route for
the future of this fantastic town. Moving traffic and
particularly trucks out of the main shopping area in
Belmore Street will be of huge benefit for at least 50
years. However, the community is now at a standstill,
as the new minister has indicated he needs time to
confirm the green route or, heaven forbid, consider
changing the route, against the wishes of the
community. I urge the minister to make the right
decision and do it quickly so this community can look
to the future and make adjustments where necessary.

Glenrowan-Whorouly football match
Mr McCURDY — I was delighted to attend the
Glenrowan versus Whorouly football match on
Saturday. Reigning premiers Glenrowan were too
strong on the day, but the Whorouly team showed that
it had some exciting talent this year. It was a fun family
day, and the Glenrowan community provided activities
around the edge of the field for all. It was a huge
success.
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Eldorado Museum
Mr McCURDY — El Dorado Museum recently
had its annual open day. This community is small in
population but large in spirit. I look forward to opening
the addition to the museum on Anzac Day. I encourage
anyone who visits Beechworth to take a peek at the
neighbouring town of Eldorado. They will be pleased
they did.

Cobram duck race
Mr McCURDY — The annual Cobram duck race
held on Easter Sunday was another outstanding success.
Full credit goes to Nicky Goldsworthy and crew, who
continue to make it a successful and enjoyable
afternoon for both visitors and locals. Hundreds of
rubber ducks were sold and set free on the mighty
Murray River.

North East Catchment Management Authority
Mr McCURDY — The North East Catchment
Management Authority continues to keep locals
informed. I recently attended a coffee and chat at
Moyhu, where Neil McCarthy and chair Lyn Coulston
met with a group of locals to discuss all things regional.
Congratulations to the authority, which is very good at
communicating with the catchment. I urge it to keep up
the good work!

One Girl project
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise today in my
Montmorency Secondary College dress to congratulate
students at this great school on their outstanding work
in raising money for the One Girl project in Sierra
Leone. The One Girl project calls on people to ‘do it in
a dress’ to raise money for girls education in Sierra
Leone. As we all know, one of the most important steps
in alleviating poverty is in making sure that young
people have access to education, especially girls.
In Sierra Leone, one in six girls is unable to attend high
school, seriously limiting their ability to find work and,
in many cases, condemning them to a life of poverty.
This situation was unacceptable to Monty’s Ruby
Panozzo, who dedicated her considerable skill and
energies towards raising money to help end this
problem. Ruby, along with her friends Tully Scales and
Zoe Liberona and with the assistance of their fantastic
teacher, Kim Faulkner, organised a day where
Montmorency Secondary College would ‘do it in a
dress’. I was delighted to join them, and last month I
toured the school with their fantastic principal, Allan
Robinson, both of us wearing school dresses. The day
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was an outstanding success, raising more than $2000,
with the grand total of Ruby’s efforts now more than
$3000. This is enough to educate at least 10 girls.
I look forward to visiting Montmorency Secondary
College this Friday to award Ruby the Pauline Toner
Prize, a prize awarded to a girl in my electorate who has
shown leadership in creating a better community
though promoting social justice, equality or an
environmentally sustainable future. The award is
named for Pauline Toner, the first female member of
the Victorian cabinet. I am sure that members will all
agree that Ruby is a thoroughly deserving winner of
this prize and a steward of Pauline’s legacy.

Parkhill Primary School
Mr WATT (Burwood) — It was great to tour
Parkhill Primary School with the shadow Minister for
Education, the member for Ferntree Gully, on
24 March to see firsthand the need for permanent
classrooms. The Parkhill Primary School community is
a great school community, and I have had much to do
with it over the last five years or so. Part of that contact
was to develop a plan for the future, a plan the former
Liberal-Nationals coalition government was committed
to fund. I know the current Minister for Education
knows the plight of this school, as he visited it last year.
I thank school principal Rod McKinlay for showing us
around and explaining the history and challenges the
school currently faces. I look forward to continuing to
work with Rod and the whole school community into
the future.

Ashburton Community Fun Day
Mr WATT — Congratulations to Rob Pettit and the
other organisers, including volunteers from Ashburton
soccer club and Ashburton Community Residents
Association on the success of the Ashburton
Community Fun Day. Held at Ashburton Park on
29 March, it included a soccer tournament and
performances on stage, which featured the band from
Canterbury Girls High School and a number of cultural
groups. It was an honour to be asked to officiate at the
closing of the fun day, and I look forward to the success
of future fun days in the years to come.

Ashwood School
Mr WATT — I recently visited Ashwood School
for a tour with the shadow Minister for Education.
Ashwood School is a special school in my electorate
and one which has become the school of choice for
many. Helen Hatherley, OAM, the school principal, is
highly regarded, and her passion shows. The students at
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Ashwood are a testament not only to their parents but
also to the great work of the school. Unfortunately the
school has grown to a level where it needs funding for
new and improved infrastructure, something that the
former government recognised. I would be happy to
introduce the current Minister for Education to
Ashwood School.

Alan Murphy
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
acknowledge the outstanding contribution Alan
Murphy has made as a weekly columnist in the Weekly
Review — Moonee Valley for the past 16 years. Sadly,
the new owners of the Weekly Review — Moonee
Valley have determined that Alan will produce his last
column on 29 April.
Alan’s column, titled Murphy’s Lore, has been
compulsory reading for the residents of Moonee Valley.
Alan has been a keen observer of the activities of the
City of Moonee Valley, as well as the state government
of Victoria, and he has been a staunch and steadfast
defender of the local public interest. The community
has been incredibly fortunate in having Alan clearly
outline the impact state or local government policies
have on the local community. Alan has never been
hesitant or reluctant when it comes to holding elected
officials to account. He has an incredible ability to distil
complex and detailed policies that emanate from either
state or local government and explain them in plain and
simple language. As members would know, these skills
are incredibly valuable.
One of the great features of Alan’s column has been his
standard sign-off ‘The final word …’, and I note that in
this week’s column Alan says:
A failure is not always a mistake. It may be the best that can
be done under the circumstances. The real mistake is to stop
trying.

One thing you could say about Alan is that he has never
stopped trying for our community. Alan has never
wavered in diligently discharging his responsibilities,
and his weekly contributions will be sorely missed. I
am sure the member for Niddrie would agree with me
that Alan has made a wonderful contribution to our
community and that we wish both Alan and his wife,
Jan, all the very best in the future.

East–west link
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — This is a dark day for the
Ripon electorate and for Victoria. The news that the
state is going to pay out $420 million but we will not
have a road means that my constituents will not get the
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second east–west crossing they need to get our truck
drivers to markets and our commuters and tourists
where they need to go. We need a second crossing.
I want to point out that we had begun to believe that no
compensation would be paid. In Ripon there is a long
list of things on which that money could be spent. I am
talking about $10 million for the Maryborough District
Hospital upgrade, $4 million for the Grampians
Community Health Centre in Ararat, $6 million for
Beaufort Secondary College and $2.5 million for
Active Ararat. All of these things cannot be paid for
because, although we are not getting the road, we are
paying compensation for the east–west link. It is a triple
pike with backflip.
This is a disgraceful decision by this government, and
my constituents will suffer because of it. None of these
things — the schools, the hospitals and the roads —
that we need in Ripon will be built now because the
government is going to give away $420 million to not
build a road.

Aged-care facilities
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — Members would
recall the shocking revelations of nearly two years ago
that the then Liberal-Nationals government had plans to
sell off 1000 aged-care beds across Melbourne. The
Napthine government planned to rip a total of
$75 million from public sector residential aged care,
with $25 million having been axed this financial year
and a further $50 million budgeted to be cut in
2015–16.
Under the former government public sector aged-care
facilities were being shut down. Facilities in Ballarat,
Castlemaine, Flemington, Kyneton, Kororoit,
Melbourne, Melton South and Williamstown were
closed. Rosebud Residential Aged Care Services was
sold off. A total of 410 public sector aged-care beds
were closed under the last government, and more
closures were on the way. On the hit list were facilities
such as the Merv Irvine and Ian Brand nursing homes,
both situated in my electorate.
As I have said in this chamber before, the Merv Irvine
Nursing Home plays a specialist role in caring for
residents who have psychogeriatric conditions, such as
people with severe dementia. Families and loved ones
of those in the care of these nursing homes contacted
me, extremely troubled about the possibility of these
facilities being sold off. They decided to take on the
government and became vocal in the campaign to halt
the process of privatisation.
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I would like to pay tribute to these people and in
particular to Jenny Mikakos, a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, for their vital
work in exposing the previous government’s plans. I
was delighted to meet again with these people in the
past few days to pass on the good news that the
Andrews Labor government has officially abandoned
the former government’s plans to sell off these
facilities. The news was met with a real sense of relief
by these people, who rely on these services.

Inverloch Primary School
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — On Easter Saturday I
attended the 39th Inverloch Primary School Easter fair,
and what an outstanding event it was. The sun was
shining, and the place was full of happy people. The
fair was a great example of what a strong, vibrant
community can achieve. Teachers, parents, students
and the community came together to share a wonderful
day of face painting, rides, talent quests, many stalls,
great food and fun all around. The fair raised in excess
of $35 000, which will go towards extending the bike
shed. More than 100 students currently ride their bikes
to the school every day. What a great thing to
encourage. It was certainly the way I got to school on a
daily basis.
I congratulate school principal Wendy Caple, fair
coordinator Jessica Finlay and the entire organising
committee for embracing and enhancing the school
culture, raising much-needed funds for the school and
bringing the community together. I look forward to
celebrating next year’s Easter fair, which will be the
school’s 40th.

Premier’s Spirit of Anzac Prize study tour
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — It was an absolute
privilege to accompany the 12 student recipients of the
Premier’s Spirit of Anzac Prize on their recent study
tour. There were many highlights of the trip, including
laying a wreath at Menin Gate and then singing the
national anthem. It was so lovely to hear the Australians
in the crowd joining in. Visiting Lemnos was also an
important part of the tour, not only to pay our respects
to those who died there but also to acknowledge the
bravery and courage of our nurses who served there.
I would like to personally, and on behalf of the
Victorian government, thank Lee Webb and John Lord,
our veteran representatives who were so generous in
sharing their experiences with the group and in reciting
the ode at the commemorations. Also a big thanks to
Julie Butt-Henley and Brendan Bawden, our teacher
chaperones who did an incredible job at supervising
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and guiding the students. Rowena Vagg from Veterans’
Affairs did an amazing job in putting it all together and
keeping it all together. I thank Rebecca Wheaton from
Monash University for sharing her knowledge in such a
skilful and accessible way. The stories she brought to
the group provided a much deeper and more complex
understanding of the lived experience of war.
Well done to all the students, and thanks to each and
every one of them for the research they undertook for
their adopted diggers and for engaging so fully in the
experience of the trip. To quote the Minister for
Veterans:
By walking in the footsteps of servicemen and women
100 years ago, these students live their memories. They will
return home with an intimate understanding of Australia’s
significant contribution to a war that touched every nation on
earth.

Luke Shambrook rescue
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — Luke Shambrook went
missing from the Candlebark campground at Lake
Eildon on Good Friday. Sergeant Greg Paul of the
Marysville police, who led the initial search effort, was
overwhelmed by the level of support from the wider
community to find Luke. Like me, all Victorians drew a
sigh of relief and comfort on hearing Luke had been
found and was healthy. It was an even more joyous
occasion for Luke’s family and the emergency services
workers and volunteers who were crucial in locating
Luke in the bush.
State Emergency Service units from Alexandra,
Marysville, Healesville, Nillumbik, Kinglake,
Mansfield and Benalla worked with local police, Parks
Victoria officers, Country Fire Authority members and
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
staff — all away from their own families over the
Easter break — to assist in the search. The terrain was
tough, the hours long and the work exhausting. What is
more, individual local community members and visitors
to the region gave their time and effort freely to assist
the search. The Eildon Boat Club had members on alert
on the water, with many assisting in the search. In total,
some 150 volunteers throughout the state rose to the
occasion, working towards a terrific outcome. It was
yet another insight into how community comes together
in a family’s moment of desperation.

Cheryl O’Halloran
Ms McLEISH — I want to acknowledge the
continued effort by Cheryl O’Halloran of Yea in raising
money for the Royal Children’s Hospital Good Friday
Appeal. Cheryl has been at it for almost as long as I can

Wednesday, 15 April 2015

remember, and every year she does a remarkable job.
What is also great is the support and involvement she
gets from her family and friends. This year I was
pleased to join Cheryl, her husband Rob, daughters
Lyndal and Rebecca, Lyndal’s husband Al, the Yea
Country Fire Authority, plus friends and helpers as they
shook tins and collected and counted money. All up
they raised approximately $42 000, which is a fabulous
effort. Well done Cheryl.

Southern Football Netball League
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — On Saturday I joined
the Premier and the members for Mordialloc and
Carrum at the season launch of the newly renamed
Southern Football Netball League. The Southern
Football Netball League has added ‘Netball’ to its name
in recognition of the growing local interest in the sport.
Since its beginning in 2012 the league netball
competition has grown to 51 teams. It is indeed going
to be a great year of netball. It is also going to be a great
year of football. I will be barracking for both the
Bentleigh Football Club and St Paul’s Football Club in
the division 1 competition, but in the division 3
competition my loyalties will not be so divided. Go
Moorabbin Kangaroos!

East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club
Mr STAIKOS — On Monday I had the pleasure of
hosting a Morning Melodies presentation at the East
Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club. It was a most enjoyable
morning attended by more than 200 local residents who
came to see a performance of three talented local
singers: Nita Buchanan, Lena Verne and Anita Kelly.
These artists have had long careers in opera and theatre,
both on the screen and stage. They performed classics
such as We’ll Gather Lilacs, Embraceable You and the
more contemporary Love Never Dies. The highlight for
many was the singalong to Irish Eyes Are Smiling,
Toora Loora Loora and Edelweiss.
We were joined by a number of representatives from
organisations at the morning tea, including Griefline,
Better Hearing Australia, Peninsula Community Legal
Service, Godfrey Street Community House Bentleigh
and Council of the Aged Victoria. The event also
generated great interest in joining the seniors club. This
is a fantastic seniors club, and I am proud to be its
youngest life member by a number of years! Thank you
to the people at the club who assisted my office in
organising the event, especially Nita Buchanan, Gwen
Brown, Margot James and Noel and Beryl Maguire.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF SECTION 19A) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

Geelong ambulance forum
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — Last Thursday
evening the member for Lara and I held a public forum
in Geelong with the Minister for Ambulance Services
to listen to community feedback on the Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee
interim report. Over 80 people attended, with many
expressing their thanks for the opportunity to put their
ideas and views forward. It was with great interest that
we heard from a number of retired ambulance members
who offered their views drawn from their experience. It
was clear that the audience was happy with the
Andrews government commitment to work with our
paramedics and our community to end the ambulance
crisis.
The interim report identifies problems with our
ambulance system, and unless we take action it will
only get worse. The views and ideas raised by
constituents will be included in a submission to the
committee. The feedback from the forum was that the
minister’s presentation was informative and many said
that she is doing a great job. When elected Labor
promised to end the war on paramedics. We did this,
and now we are fixing the ambulance crisis. We look
forward to submitting the views and suggestions of the
Geelong constituents to the committee.

Narre Warren South electorate cricket and
bowls clubs
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — We have
had an outstanding summer of cricket, from Australia’s
historic World Cup victory to nailbiting local cricket
grand finals. As the local cricket season wrapped up in
Narre Warren South, I was thrilled to see the Berwick
Springs junior and senior cricket teams stand up and
deliver. The Berwick Springs Cricket Club won three
junior premierships alone in the under-13 grade. The
club’s fourth team in the grade also made the semifinal.
Its under-15 division 1 side took out the season decider
and the seniors A grade side defeated the North
Dandenong side for the premiership. Congratulations to
the Narre South under-17 division 1 players for their
runners-up performance as well.
Recently I had the pleasure of attending the inaugural
presentation day for the Casey division of the Peninsula
Casey bowls region at the Narre Warren Bowls Club.
Reg Johnstone, Sandra Lapham and Peter Bowman
have done an exceptional job in getting this new
division up and running so successfully. Well done to
Geoff Ampt on winning the Casey over-60s singles
after a commanding performance in the final. In the
Casey Women’s Open pairs final it was an all-Hampton

953

Park Bowls Club affair, with Denise Eastick and Helen
Lambert defeating Christine Hendrie and Ellen Smith
by one point.
There is truly nothing quite like this time of year when
the days get shorter, the nights get colder and finally the
footy is back. Good luck to all my local footy clubs for
the upcoming season, especially our new under-12s
girls teams that will be playing for the first time. It is
fantastic to see so many young women getting involved
in our local game. There has been a 41 per cent jump in
female participation in footy.

Dale Morris
Ms GRALEY — Also, a big heartfelt thanks to
no. 38 from the Western Bulldogs, Dale Morris. He
was the perfect gentleman as well as being a
courageous and loyal player when he visited my Aunty
Peg to celebrate her 100th birthday. Go Dogs! What a
great victory over the Tigers it was on Saturday. It does
not get much better than being at the G on a Saturday
afternoon.

East–west link
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Today the
Andrews government officially condemned Geelong
commuters to being stuck in traffic indefinitely, with
the cancellation of the east–west link. The members for
Lara, Bellarine and Geelong should hang their heads in
shame. There is now no second West Gate crossing
over the Maribyrnong River, but 12 000 people a day
still commute to Melbourne. The east–west link would
have provided a second West Gate river crossing. This
money could also have been spent in my electorate. I
have plenty of projects to bring on, including sporting
projects. We could duplicate Barwon Heads Road for
$240 million and have some change, and schools and
surf lifesaving clubs could all be funded.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF
SECTION 19A) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) 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 Crimes
Amendment (Repeal of Section 19A) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Crimes Amendment (Repeal of Section
19A) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
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compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
The purpose of the bill is to repeal section 19A of the Crimes
Act 1958 which contains an offence that discriminates against
persons living with the human immunodeficiency virus
(HIV). By repealing section 19A, the bill promotes the right
to recognition and equality before the law in section 8 of the
charter. Section 8(3) states that every person is entitled to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination and has the
right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
Equal treatment requires that legislation should not
discriminate on the basis of certain personal attributes as set
out in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. Those attributes
include a disability, which is defined to cover the presence in
the body of organisms that may cause disease, such as HIV.
Section 19A applies a harsher penalty for transmission of
HIV compared with other similar offences. The maximum
penalty of 25 years imprisonment is higher than for offences
involving the intentional transmission of any other disease or
causation of any other serious injury. The maximum penalty
for these offences is 20 years imprisonment. By
disproportionately punishing the transmission of HIV, the
offence stigmatises people living with HIV. It reinforces the
misunderstanding that HIV infection is a ‘death sentence’.
This mischaracterisation has a particularly negative impact on
the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
communities.
This discrimination is not necessary to protect the health or
safety of Victorians. There are offences of general application
in the Crimes Act which capture the same conduct as
section 19A without singling out any particular group.
Following changes to the law, the Crimes Act defines an
‘injury’ to include infection with a disease. It is an offence,
punishable by a maximum of 20 years imprisonment to
intentionally cause a serious injury to another person. There
are also a range of non-criminal measures that allow the chief
health officer to manage the risk of infectious diseases in the
community.
Repealing this offence will reduce the stigma and
discrimination faced by people living with HIV, and promote
the equal protection by the law of all Victorians.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Section 19A of the Crimes Act 1958 contains an offence that
is discriminatory and outdated. It is the only offence of its
kind in Australia. By removing the discriminatory law in this
bill, the government is reducing the stigma and discrimination
faced by people living with HIV, and promoting the equal
treatment of all Victorians.
Section 19A makes it an offence for a person to intentionally
cause another person to be infected with a ‘very serious
disease’, which is defined exclusively to mean the human
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immunodeficiency virus (HIV). The penalty for the offence is
a maximum of 25 years imprisonment. This offence was
introduced in 1993 following a number of armed robberies
where victims were threatened with syringes containing
blood. At the time it was thought that any person infected
with HIV would inevitably die. Section 19A, however, has
not captured the criminal conduct it was intended to address.
There has been only one successful case involving conviction
of attempting to commit the offence based on the
transmission of HIV during sexual intercourse.
Since 1993 the law, medicine and society’s views of how
HIV should be addressed have rightly moved on. We no
longer think of HIV infection as a ‘death sentence’. Through
early medical intervention and proper treatment, death is no
longer the inevitable result of HIV infection. The best practice
approach advocated by Victorian and international
organisations such as the Joint United Nations Programme on
HIV/AIDS warns against the overly broad use of the criminal
law to address the risk of HIV infection. Inappropriate use of
the criminal law undermines public health efforts to address
HIV, for example, by discouraging HIV testing which is
critical to successful management of the risk of infection.
The Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 provide that there
should be equal treatment and protection of the law for people
living with HIV. Section 19A applies a harsher penalty for
transmission of HIV compared with offences involving the
intentional transmission of any other disease or causation of
any other serious injury. The maximum penalty for these
offences is 20 years imprisonment. There is no reason to
maintain these discrepancies in the law.
The government recognises that the intentional transmission
of any infectious disease is of serious concern to the
community and poses a public health issue. There are
offences of general application that can be used to capture
exactly the same conduct as in section 19A. For example, the
offence of intentionally causing a serious injury with a
maximum penalty of 20 years imprisonment could apply.
This is because the definition of ‘injury’ in the Crimes Act
now specifically includes infection with a disease. The term
disease is not limited to any specific type of disease.
In addition to criminal penalties, there are other mechanisms
for managing the public health risks arising from infectious
diseases. The Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 provides
the chief health officer with disease control powers including
the ability to place restrictions on certain behaviours or
movements and, in extreme circumstances, to detain or isolate
a person. The government has also put in place nationally
consistent guidelines (Guidelines for the Management of
People Living with HIV Who put Others at Risk, 2010) that
detail the increasingly coercive responses available to the
chief health officer to manage incidences of placing others at
risk.
Through this bill, the government will ensure the law no
longer reinforces negative stereotypes of people living with
HIV. The bill is also consistent with Labor’s commitment to
identify and remove provisions that unfairly discriminate
against the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
communities.
All Victorians are entitled to the equal protection of the law
and to live their lives free from discrimination. This bill
strikes a balance between appropriate criminal laws and
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achieving public health goals, and in doing so promotes
equality and human rights.
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determined by a competent, independent and impartial court.
Accordingly, the bill does not limit the right to a fair hearing
in section 24 of the charter.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 29 April.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(CORRECTION OF SENTENCING ERROR)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) 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 Sentencing
Amendment (Correction of Sentencing Error) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Sentencing Amendment (Correction of
Sentencing Error) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The Sentencing Amendment (Correction of Sentencing Error)
Bill 2015 (the bill) will expand and clarify the powers of
sentencing courts to correct errors in sentencing orders.
Specifically, the bill will:
remove the current 14-day time limit on the application
of section 104A of the Sentencing Act 1991, which
allows for the correction of clerical errors or omissions;
and
introduce a new power to enable a sentencing court to
reopen proceedings to correct a sentence that is ‘contrary
to law’, or to impose a sentence required to be imposed
by law.
Human rights issues
The bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’). The bill does not
limit any part of section 25 of the charter, which concerns
rights in criminal proceedings. Consistently with
section 25(4) of the charter, the bill does not affect any right
that a person convicted of a criminal offence has to have the
sentence imposed on that conviction reviewed by a higher
court in accordance with law.
The parties to the criminal proceeding in which the penalty
was imposed will have an opportunity to be heard when the
judicial officer is deciding whether to reopen the proceeding.
This extends to making submissions about whether the
discretion to reopen should be exercised having regard to the
length of time since the imposition of (or the failure to
impose) the original penalty. Further, the application will be

Nor does the bill limit the charter right not to be punished
more than once for an offence (section 26). In cases where the
reopening power is used to impose a new penalty where the
penalty first imposed was contrary to law, the bill requires
that the extent of the offender’s compliance with that penalty
be taken into account in fixing the new penalty. This acts as a
safeguard against double punishment. Further, in such a case,
the new penalty is effectively substituted for the previous,
contrary to law, penalty. It does not punish the offender again
for the same offending.
Finally, the bill will ensure that the parties to the criminal
proceeding are able to seek correction of penalties that are
‘contrary to law’, without the need to bring an appeal or seek
judicial review. This will reduce the cost burden on offenders
and the Crown. It will also promote the charter right to liberty
and security of the person (section 21) by ensuring that, if a
person is deprived of their liberty due to a court order made
beyond power, the order can be corrected promptly.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Sentencing is a complex and difficult exercise. It requires
judges to take into account not only the gravity of the offence
and the offender’s circumstances, but also a number of
prescriptive statutory rules.
From time to time, judges and magistrates make mistakes by
imposing a penalty that is contrary to law. At other times, a
judge may fail to impose a penalty which the law requires to
be imposed. Some such errors are corrected on appeal, and
some are corrected following judicial review proceedings.
Either way, this has potential to cause delay in finalising
criminal matters and add significantly to the costs borne by
the offender and the prosecution.
The case of DPP v. Edwards [2012] VSCA 293 highlighted
these issues. There, the sentencing judge had imposed a
suspended sentence on a charge of recklessly causing serious
injury. However, the power to suspend a sentence of
imprisonment for that offence had previously been abolished.
The Court of Appeal, by majority, held that the judge could
not recall that sentence and impose one that was in
accordance with the law because his role in the matter was
finished. This means that the parties must apply to a higher
court to correct such an error, no matter how clear it may be.
This bill will clarify and expand a sentencing court’s power to
correct errors in sentences it has imposed. The amendments
are in two parts.
First, the bill will remove the current 14-day time limit on the
application of section 104A of the Sentencing Act 1991,
which enables the correction of minor clerical errors,
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miscalculations and omissions. The current 14-day time limit
has proved unworkable in practice, as errors are sometimes
discovered well outside this period.
Secondly, the bill will add a new correction power to the
Sentencing Act 1991. This will allow a sentencing judge (or
another member of the same court) to reopen proceedings in
which a penalty contrary to law has been imposed, or where a
penalty required to be imposed by law has not been imposed.
Upon reopening, the judge may impose a penalty that is in
accordance with the law.
This new correction power is modelled upon section 43 of the
Crimes (Sentencing Procedure) Act 1999 (NSW). This
provision was the subject of the High Court’s decision in
Achurch v. The Queen (2014) 306 ALR 566. In that case, the
High Court interpreted the New South Wales provision on the
basis that it was not intended to act as a substitute for the
appeal process.
Consistently with the court’s observations in that case, this
bill will preserve the proper role of appeal in the criminal
justice system. The new provision allowing for the correction
of penalties that are ‘contrary to law’ will not apply in cases
involving only a process of erroneous reasoning or factual
error. Further, the existence of the correction power will not
take away from the parties’ rights of appeal.
There is a strong public interest in ensuring there is finality to
criminal proceedings. However, this finality needs to be
balanced against the need to ensure that penalties imposed are
within the court’s jurisdiction. To achieve the right balance,
the bill does not fix a time limit on the power to reopen a
proceeding. Rather, it will require courts to have regard to the
length of time that has elapsed since the original penalty was
imposed before exercising the power. This will not prevent a
proceeding being reopened after a significant amount of time
has elapsed where the need to correct the error warrants that
course, but directs attention to finality as a matter to be taken
into account in exercising the discretion to reopen.
Finally, sentencing orders have very significant consequences
for those subject to them, as well as the community as a
whole. It is critically important that those orders are valid, and
are not made in breach of a relevant legislative provision.
This bill will ensure that, in appropriate cases, errors can be
efficiently and promptly resolved by the sentencing court.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 29 April.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) 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
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statement of compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2015,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, 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 contains amendments to a number of pieces of
legislation relevant to the Victorian justice system. Many of
the amendments are of a minor or technical nature.
The bill includes the following amendments:
part 2 of the bill contains amendments to the
Confiscation Act 1997 to improve recognition of orders
made under corresponding legislation interstate, and to
improve the operation of the unexplained wealth
scheme;
part 3 of the bill contains amendments to the Control of
Weapons Act 1990 to remove the prohibition on selling
disposable knives designed for eating purposes to
children, and to allow for the published notice of the
declaration of a designated area for planned weapons
searches to include an internet website address link to a
map of the area designated;
part 4 of the bill contains amendments to the Emergency
Management Act 2013 to extend the regulation-making
powers in that act and to make a minor statute revision
amendment;
part 5 of the bill contains amendments to the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2004 to allow the Victoria
Police sex offender registry to be hosted by CrimTrac;
part 6 of the bill repeals the Magistrates’ Court
Amendment (Assessment and Referral Court List) Act
2010 to support the continued operation of the
assessment and referral court list.
part 7 of the bill contains amendments to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 to further
provide for regulation-making powers and powers of the
principal registrar in relation to fees;
part 8 of the bill contains amendments to the Crimes Act
1958 to ensure that persons who take vessels for
joyriding are subject to the same provisions, for the
purposes of the law of theft, as those who take motor
vehicles or aircraft for joyriding, and to correct an error
in the drafting of a provision creating an offence for a
person to assault a person assisting an emergency
worker;
part 9 of the bill contains amendments to the Working
with Children Act 2005 to ensure two recently created
offences are captured by that act;
part 10 of the bill contains amendments to the Family
Violence Protection Amendment Act 2014 to extend the
default commencement date of certain amendments
contained within that act;
part 11 of the bill contains amendments to the Crimes
(Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
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to correct errors in the provisions recently inserted in the
act to provide the Children’s Court with jurisdiction
under that act;
part 12 of the bill contains amendments to the
Corrections Act 1986 to clarify arrangements for the
transport of mentally ill patients;
part 13 of the bill contains amendments to the Working
with Children Amendment (Ministers of Religion and
Other Matters) Act 2014 to correct an error in that act;
part 14 of the bill contains amendments to the Road
Legislation Amendment Act 2013 to clarify transitional
arrangements for the new demerit point scheme to be
introduced by that act;
part 15 of the bill contains further miscellaneous and
statute law revision amendments to other acts.
Human rights issues
Repeal of the Magistrates’ Court Amendment (Assessment
and Referral Court List) Act
Part 6 of the bill will repeal the Magistrates’ Court
Amendment (Assessment and Referral Court List) Act (the
ARC list act) to avoid the operation of the August 2015
sunset date of the assessment and referral court (ARC) list
provisions in the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989. The ARC list
is a specialist Magistrates Court list, which was developed as
a pilot project to meet the needs of accused persons who have
a mental illness and/or a cognitive impairment. Court-based
interventions and support programs which target the complex
needs of mentally impaired persons have been shown to be
effective in reducing the risk factors associated with
reoffending. Repealing the ARC list act will ensure that the
provisions relating to the ARC list will remain in the
Magistrates’ Court Act without being automatically repealed
in August 2015 under the sunset provisions.
The consequence of repealing the sunset provisions is that the
ARC list provisions will remain in place, and so the bill
maintains the current legal position. The statements of
compatibility for previous bills, including the ARC list act,
the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 and the Courts
and Other Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2013,
considered the compatibility of the ARC list provisions with
charter rights (in particular, the right to recognition and
equality before the law, the right not to have one’s privacy
and reputation unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with, the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty and the right
not to be tried or punished more than once) and concluded
that the provisions do not limit any charter rights.
Amendments to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act
Part 7 of the bill amends the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (the VCAT act) to expand
the principal registrar’s powers in relation to fees, including to
reduce, waive, postpone, remit or refund a fee and enable the
making of regulations to prescribe fees with greater
flexibility, including to provide for different fees for different
classes of party.
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competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
It is not clear that the right to a fair hearing includes a right of
access to courts and tribunals or that the right restricts the
ability of courts or tribunals to set application fees. Even if the
right to a fair hearing did include these matters, part 7 of the
bill would be consistent with the right because by providing
the tribunal with greater flexibility to waive, reduce,
postpone, remit or refund a fee in appropriate circumstances
access to justice will be improved.
Amendments to the Working with Children Act
Part 9 of the bill expands the categories of offences by
making an offence against section 49C or 327 of the Crimes
Act (or an offence under a law of a jurisdiction other than
Victoria that, if it has been committed in Victoria, would have
constituted an offence against section 49C or 327) a
category B offence for the purposes of the Working with
Children Act.
This provision does not limit the rights set out in section 26 of
the charter (right not to be tried or punished more than once)
or section 27 (right not to have a penalty imposed for a
criminal offence, which is greater than that which applied at
the time of commission of the offence), because it does not
impose punishment or penalties on offenders for a criminal
offence. Preventing a person from engaging in child-related
work cannot properly be called a punishment or penalty for a
criminal offence as the purpose and effect of the working with
children provisions is to protect children from harm, not to
punish persons for a criminal offence.
The addition of these new offences ensures that the protection
of children remains paramount and is consistent with and
promotes the rights set out in section 17 of the charter
(protection of families and children).
Amendment to the Road Legislation Amendment Act
The amendment clarifies that demerit points incurred prior to
the commencement of the Road Legislation Amendment Act
can be counted for the purpose of administering the new
demerit point scheme introduced by that act is compatible
with the charter.
Counting demerit points incurred before 1 July 2015 is not
improperly retrospective because the result would not affect a
driver’s rights with effect prior to that date. In particular, the
amendment:
does not limit section 27(1) of the charter, as it would
not result in a driver being found guilty of a criminal
offence because of conduct that was not a criminal
offence when it was engaged in; the amendment does
not create any new criminal offences; and
does not limit section 27(2) of the charter because, while
it ensures that demerit points incurred prior to 1 July
2015 are counted for the purpose of administering the
strengthened demerit point system, the measures that
flow from exceeding the demerit point threshold are
administrative measures, rather than penalties.
Amendments to the Sex Offenders Registration Act

Section 24(1) of the charter provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a

Amendments in part 5 of the bill will allow the chief
commissioner to arrange for CrimTrac to host the Victorian
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Sex Offender Registry database within its National Child
Offender System. These amendments will allow Victoria
Police to manage registrants’ personal information more
securely, more effectively and more efficiently.
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with. This right is relevant to the amendments to the extent
that they relate to the sharing of information about persons
who are included on the sex offender register. The
amendment is compatible with the right to privacy. This is
because it is lawful as provided under the Sex Offenders
Registration Act, and it is not arbitrary as only authorised
persons have access to the sex offender register. Further, it is
an offence to unlawfully disclose personal information
contained in that register.
Other amendments contained in the bill
The other amendments contained in this bill do not raise
issues relevant to the charter, in most cases because they are
of a minor, technical nature.
For the reasons outlined above, the amendments contained in
this bill are compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 contains a
number of small, but important, amendments to legislation
supporting the Victorian justice system. The passage of these
measures will ensure the justice system continues to operate
efficiently.
Amendments to the Control of Weapons Act
The bill contains two amendments to the Control of Weapons
Act 1990. The first is to remove the ban on the sale to
children of disposable knives designed for eating.
The sale of knives — of any kind — to children has been
banned since amendments to the Control of Weapons Act
were made 2010. The ban prevents retailers from selling to
children disposable knives, such as the plastic knives that
might be used at a BBQ or to consume takeaway food.
The ban on plastic knives is a source of significant
inconvenience for both consumers and retailers. Victoria
Police has advised that there is no evidence that these knives
are being used to commit or threaten acts of violence.
The amendment is drafted in such a way as to ensure only
those plastic knives designed for eating — along with more
environmentally friendly disposable knives such as wood and
bamboo knives — can be sold to children.
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The bill’s other amendment to the Control of Weapons Act
relates to the chief commissioner’s power under that act to
designate an area to be subject to random weapon searches.
Currently, the act requires that when such a designation is
made, notice must be published both in the Government
Gazette and in a daily newspaper. The notice must include a
map of the designated area.
The requirement to include a map in the newspaper published
notice means that Victoria Police must purchase a significant
amount of advertising space, which can be costly and is not
the most effective use of Victoria Police’s limited resources.
Furthermore, as more people have greater access to the
internet on a number of devices, the information may be
better communicated to the public by publication of the map
online rather than in a newspaper.
Accordingly, this bill will vary the relevant provisions so that
Victoria Police will no longer be required to include a map in
the newspaper notice. Instead, Victoria Police will be able to
publish the map online, and include the online address in the
newspaper notice. The notice will still be required to contain a
written description of the area sufficient to alert people to the
designation of the area.
Amendments to the Sex Offenders Registration Act
The bill will amend the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004
to allow the chief commissioner to arrange for CrimTrac to
host the Victorian Sex Offender Registry database within the
National Child Offender System.
This amendment gives effect to a 2011 recommendation from
the Victorian Law Reform Commission that suggested
moving the existing Victorian sex offender database to the
National Child Offender System would allow police to
manage registrants’ personal information more securely,
more effectively and more efficiently. Moving the database to
CrimTrac will provide greater data security, stability and
functionality and reduce the need for costly maintenance to
the current database.
Assessment and referral court list amendment
The bill will repeal the Magistrates’ Court Amendment
(Assessment and Referral Court List) Act 2010 (the ARC list
act) to avoid the operation of the August 2015 sunset date of
the assessment and referral court (ARC) list provisions in the
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989. The bill will repeal the ARC list
act to ensure that the legislative basis for the ARC list in the
Magistrates’ Court Act remains in place.
The ARC list is a specialist court list developed by the
Department of Justice and Regulation and the Magistrates
Court of Victoria to meet the needs of accused persons who
have a mental illness and/or a cognitive impairment. The
ARC list has been in operation since 2010 and sits three days
a week at the Melbourne Magistrates Court.
The ARC list uses a problem-oriented approach to justice for
the appropriate consideration of mental health issues in
criminal proceedings, identifying the underlying causes of
offending for people with a mental illness and/or cognitive
impairment, reducing the need for expensive custodial
sentences and delivering better health outcomes for this
complex cohort.
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The government is advised by the Magistrates Court that the
ARC list is operating effectively and is improving outcomes
for participants.

persons who take vessels for joyrides, including jet skis, are
subject to the same rules as those who take motor vehicles or
aircraft.

Amendments to the VCAT act

Amendments to the Corrections Act

The bill amends the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act 1998 (the VCAT act) to expand the principal
registrar’s power to reduce, waive, postpone, remit or refund
a fee and to enable the making of regulations to prescribe fees
with greater flexibility, including to provide for different fees
for different classes of party.

The bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to correct an
unintended error arising from the Mental Health Act 2014,
which commenced on 1 July 2014.

The Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (Fees)
Regulations 2013 will expire on 30 June 2016, unless
extended. The tribunal is currently undertaking a substantial
review to inform the design of future tribunal fees. The
existing provisions regarding fee waiver are limited and
constrain the tribunal’s capacity to modernise its fee structure.
Part 7 of the bill will deliver greater flexibility to the tribunal
to waive, reduce, postpone, remit or refund a fee in
appropriate circumstances and therefore improve access to
justice.
Amendments to the Confiscation Act
The bill amends the Confiscation Act 1997 to improve the
ability of Victorian courts to recognise restraining and
forfeiture orders made under corresponding legislation
interstate.
Interstate recognition of restraining and forfeiture orders
ensures that persons cannot frustrate confiscation action by
holding assets in a jurisdiction outside the jurisdiction that
took confiscation action against them.
This amendment is consistent with the government’s efforts
to increase national cooperation on the issue of criminal asset
confiscation as a means of targeting organised crime.
Amendments to the Working with Children Act
The bill amends the Working with Children Act 2005 to
ensure the two recently created offences of ‘failure to protect
child from sexual offence’ and ‘failure to disclose sexual
offence committed against child’, under sections 49C and 327
of the Crimes Act 1958, are included as category B offences
for the purposes of working with children check assessments.
A person who has committed a category B offence is
presumed to pose an unjustifiable risk to the safety of children
and will be refused a working with children check unless the
Secretary to the Department of Justice and Regulation is
satisfied that the applicant or cardholder does not pose such a
risk.
Joyriding of jet skis and other marine vessels
The bill includes an amendment to the Crimes Act to ensure
that people who take jet skis or other vessels for joyrides
without the owner’s permission can be more effectively
prosecuted.
Currently, the Crimes Act provides that if a person uses a
motor vehicle or an aircraft without consent, that is taken to
be conclusive evidence that the person intended to
permanently deprive the owner of it for the purposes of the
law of theft. The provision does not currently extend to
marine vessels. The bill will remedy that omission so that

The Mental Health Act unintentionally limits the current
contract Victoria Police has with G4S Custodial Services Pty
Ltd (G4S) to transport mentally ill patients from Thomas
Embling Hospital to and from a court or a police jail. It
inadvertently only allows transportation of patients from a
mental health facility to court or a police jail, but not back.
The bill amends the Corrections Act to allow Victoria Police
to contract with bodies such as G4S to detain and conduct
two-way return transport of these patients for the period from
1 July 2014 to present. The bill also validates all detention
and return transports conducted during that period including
the exercise of any lawful function or power related to that
transport and detention (such as using reasonable force to
administer handcuffs). The amendment also validates
authorisations made by the chief commissioner of individuals
employed by the contractor or subcontractor to detain and
return transport these patients.
Amendment to the Road Legislation Amendment Act
The bill will make a small amendment to the Road
Legislation Amendment Act 2013. One of the primary
purposes of this act was to amend the Road Safety Act 1986
to introduce a new, strengthened demerit point scheme as of
1 July 2015. The amendment will ensure that there is a
seamless transition to this new scheme by making it clear that
demerit points incurred by drivers before the commencement
of the scheme (as well as points incurred after that
commencement) can be ‘counted’ for the purpose of
administering that scheme.
Amendments to the Family Violence Protection
Amendment Act
Amendments in the Family Violence Protection Amendment
Act 2014 will allow courts to include finalisation conditions
in interim family violence intervention orders. Where a
finalisation condition is included, the interim order will
automatically become a final order, unless contested by the
respondent. These amendments will commence on 18
September 2015, unless they are commenced earlier by
proclamation.
In light of the Royal Commission into Family Violence, the
default commencement date of these interim order
amendments is being extended to 1 July 2016, or after the
royal commission reports.
Amendments to Emergency Management Legislation
The amendments to the Emergency Management Act 2013
extend the current regulation-making powers in section 76 of
that act. In particular, the powers will enable the making of
regulations, for critical infrastructure resilience, that
incorporate relevant standards and handbooks for risk
management planning, auditing and exercising.
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Statute law revisions
In addition to the measures I have outlined, the bill contains a
number of other miscellaneous and statute law revision
amendments. These are minor technical amendments, some
of which correct drafting errors identified in recently passed
legislation.
Timing of measures
While the amendments contained in this bill do not make
significant legislative changes, in many cases they are of great
importance to the ongoing operation of existing legislative
schemes. It is important that these changes are made and
made in a timely manner. In particular, some of the proposed
changes are to fix errors identified in legislation passed in the
last session of Parliament but not yet commenced. It is
important that these changes be made before that legislation
does commence.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 29 April.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA
AMENDMENT (JOBS AND
INFRASTRUCTURE) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) 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 Regional
Development Victoria Amendment (Jobs and Infrastructure)
Bill 2015.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The purpose of this bill is to establish a new Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund. This delivers our commitment in
Labor’s Back to Work plan to establish the $500 million
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
In order to do this, the bill repeals the Regional Growth Fund
Act 2011 and amends the Regional Development Victoria
Act 2002 to enable transition from the Regional Growth Fund
to the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
In establishing the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund, the bill also consolidates the legislative basis for
government support for, and investment in, rural and regional
development into a single act, the Regional Development
Victoria Act.
Currently, Regional Development Victoria and its major
funding activities are established by two pieces of enabling
legislation.
The Regional Development Victoria Act 2002 sets out the
functions and activities of Regional Development Victoria in
facilitating economic and community development in rural
and regional Victoria and a Regional Policy Advisory
Committee.
The Regional Growth Fund Act 2011 established the
Regional Growth Fund of the previous coalition government
and sets out how grant funds may be provided to regional
organisations such as local government, community groups,
businesses and industry associations to support regional
development.
This bill simplifies and consolidates regional development
legislation by amending the Regional Development Victoria
Act to incorporate enabling provisions for regional
development funding previously covered under the Regional
Growth Fund Act. The bill also provides a small number of
amendments to reflect current government policy, which I
will outline.

There are no human rights protected under the charter that are
relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter.

As honourable members are aware, this bill continues an
established model for enabling government investment in
rural and regional infrastructure, economic development and
communities that has operated since 1999. The first Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund was established by Labor
and operated from 1999 to 2010 to deliver investment in rural
and regional Victoria. The Regional Growth Fund established
in 2011 by the previous coalition government also supported
projects and programs in rural and regional Victoria. It
adopted the key vehicles of Labor’s model — namely using
Regional Development Victoria, a dedicated trust fund for
regional investment and an independent advisory committee.

Hon. Jacinta Allan, MP
Minister for Public Transport
Minister for Employment

Looking forward, this bill ensures rural and regional
Victorians remain a focus for the Andrews government for
the next four years.

In my opinion, the Regional Development Victoria
Amendment (Jobs and Infrastructure) Bill 2015, as introduced
to the Legislative Assembly, 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

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

The bill consolidates regional development functions which
establish Regional Development Victoria as the lead agency
for economic and community development in rural and
regional Victoria, a regional development fund and an
advisory body.
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Replacing the Regional Growth Fund with this government’s
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, the bill contains
provisions to ensure the new fund can be used for:
providing better infrastructure, facilities or services;
strengthening the economic, social or environmental
base of communities;
creating jobs and improving career opportunities for
regional Victorians;
supporting local project development; or
any other project to support the economic or community
development of rural and regional Victoria as
determined by the minister.
The bill establishes a new Regional Development Advisory
Committee, to replace the Regional Policy Advisory
Committee, and sets out the broad functions of the committee.
These provisions provide flexibility in the way this committee
can be used to respond to opportunities and challenges as they
arise, while retaining the independent expertise-based
advisory structure that has operated effectively over the last
decade with successive regional advisory committees.
The bill incorporates general regulation-making powers
previously provided by the Regional Growth Fund Act to
enable peri-urban or interface municipal districts to be
included in regional Victoria for specific purposes, such as
disaster recovery or emergency management, and transitional
provisions to reflect the abolition of the Regional Growth
Fund and enable transition to the new Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund.
As these provisions demonstrate, the nature of the bill is
enabling, to provide the structure for investment in rural and
regional development in Victoria into the future.
Program design for the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund has commenced and will proceed through
administrative mechanisms, including published program
guidelines, and will continue to be publically accountable, as
demonstrated through the Auditor-General’s scheduled audit
of the Regional Growth Fund.
We have committed to establish a $250 million Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, a $200 million Regional
Jobs Fund and a $50 million Stronger Regional Communities
Plan within the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund
umbrella.
This government is keen to deliver some $220 million of
projects and programs we already have a mandate to deliver
from the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, and to have a
fund under which we can consider proposals that will deliver
sustained jobs and economic development across rural and
regional Victoria. We seek support for this enabling
legislation to ensure the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund is operating and delivering from 1 July 2015.
The government is pleased to advise the house that the current
independent Regional Economic Development and Services
Review engaging regional leaders across the state, which is
chaired by former Victorian Premier and Minister for
Regional Development, John Brumby, is considering the
policy directions and service delivery models needed to drive
jobs and growth in rural and regional Victoria.
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Their work will help shape a renewal of Regional
Development Victoria and the future focus of the Regional
Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
Rural and regional Victoria will also benefit from the work of
the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel and the
government’s $200 million Future Industries Fund to support
job creation in six high-growth industry sectors, which
include food and fibre.
These initiatives will ensure rural and regional Victoria
continues to be a core consideration in our economic
development agenda for Victoria, of which our Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund forms a central component.
We welcome support for the amendments in this bill, which
demonstrate the government’s commitment to rural and
regional Victoria and in particular, our commitment to invest
in projects, industry and communities to ensure that regional
Victorians, no matter where they live, have access to good
quality infrastructure, jobs and services.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 29 April.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water).
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I rise to speak about
the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. First of all, I put on the record the
opposition’s position, which is to oppose this bill. There
are a few reasons behind our opposition — some of
them are based on scientific evidence, some on research
and some on issues of culture and heritage — and I will
go through each point in turn.
There are many unanswered questions in relation to
cattle grazing in the high country. While the minister in
her second-reading speech for this bill said that
scientific research over the years has provided
conclusive evidence of the negative impact of cattle
grazing in the high country, we should consider the
research in relation to fires. The 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission said we should seek
every opportunity to prevent fires and reduce fuel in our
national and state parks, and one option that ought to be
on the table is cattle grazing.
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We have had a fantastic group of people working in the
high country, particularly the Mountain Cattlemens
Association of Victoria — which has been active for
more than 100 years — but it is important that we
continue the trial begun by the former government in
2013–14 and evaluate its outcomes. One year of
research was not enough to yield definitive
outcomes — a three to five-year trial is needed to
gather conclusive evidence as to whether cattle grazing
should or should not continue in the high country. That
is why we oppose this bill — because we do not have
the outcomes that are required.
It was interesting during the bill briefing when we were
discussing the bill and getting information from the
department to note some of the historical and scientific
research that was used. One of the particular pieces of
research that was used was from Williams. It was
interesting to note that this government wants to use
that research as evidence against having cattle in the
high country. The Williams research was never
published. It is sad to say that not even Wikipedia
would put that research onto its site and yet this
government wants to use that as conclusive evidence to
say that cattle should no longer remain in our high
country. It is very important. If you are going to use any
evidence from the past, it has to be published and go
through peer review. That is something that has not
gone through peer review.
The government also said that no scientist or professor
would want to put their name to anything to do with the
cattle in the high country. I find that really interesting.
Opposition members have spoken with many groups
out there, which is something that government
members have not done. David Packham, OAM, who
has a degree in applied science, has an amazing history
in research into fire prevention. He totally understands
the Australian landscape. He has written books, and he
has published theses. He has had all that work peer
reviewed, and on every occasion the review has
indicated that the information he has is correct and can
stand up to review. He is a very big supporter of
anything to do with fire prevention in the Victorian
landscape. He has written books on the Victorian
landscape going back to pre-European settlement. The
landscape is depicted in paintings done when white
settlement happened and in the descriptions of the
burning and grazing that went on in our forests before
Europeans had come through. That was before the
country cattlemen had gone up there and started their
own version of our culture and heritage for our future.
The minister is claiming that there exists extensive
scientific research and that the science is clear, but I can
quote David Packham, who has written:
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On the subject of grazing and fuel reduction, adequate
scientific work does not exist in any credible form.

As he said, it does not exist in any credible form. It is a
falsehood to pretend that it does. The minister’s
comments in Parliament implying that the scientific
work has been done is false; it is incorrect. David
Packham has done the research on it. He has looked for
the scientific work. As he said, the only theses he can
find are those that are not published and have not had
any peer review at all. It is a worry that this government
is going to use information, documents or scientific
reviews that have not stood up to the tests they should
stand up to.
I refer to the trial in the Wonnangatta area which, as
those who have visited it will know, is a very beautiful
area. We are very lucky in Victoria to have some of the
most beautiful alpine national parks. It is an area that
country cattlemen have been in for more than
100 years. If people go up there to look at it, they will
see one of the most stunning parts of Victoria to walk
through. It has some fantastic cultural and heritage
aspects, and it obviously has some fantastic
environmental overlays as well.
A lot of the damage done up there in the high country is
not done by the cattle or the horses going through it but
by deer. There are more than a quarter of a million deer
in our national parks. Much damage is done by pigs.
There are so many feral pigs in the national parks that it
is not funny. There are also wild goats in the area. All
of those are doing a lot more damage to our
environment up there than anything that the country
cattlemen were doing by having cattle in the high
country. Whilst bringing in legislation to prevent cattle
going into the high country, this government is failing
to produce a plan for how it will control the deer, pigs
and goats in our high country. That list does not even
include the brumbies. The figures suggest there are now
more than 15 000 and potentially up to
20 000 brumbies or wild horses spread through our
high country.
As opposition members have said, there does need to be
some protection of our high country; we do need to
look after the environment. But if the government
wants to look after the environment, it must put in
genuine and proper programs to eradicate the feral
animals that are causing more damage up there than our
country cattlemen and their cattle have ever caused. If
people look at the work that country cattlemen have
done over the past 100 years in the maintenance of our
alpine national parks and ensuring that they are
prepared for a fire season, they will not find many
people with better experience than those on the ground.
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We have some of the best people up there who have
worked on the ground for many years. There have been
generations and generations of families.
The history of the place goes back further than just the
country cattlemen up there. We also have a long history
in the Indigenous culture up there, with the local people
having been very much involved. What is sad about the
contracts and everything else the former government
had in place up there is that there was a contract with
the Gunaikurnai people in the Wonnangatta. The
Gunaikurnai people were more than happy and were
actually pleased to be involved in the negotiations and
in working with the country cattlemen to ensure that we
had the best practice in place.
People in other places in the world do this; over in
America they actually work with their traditional
owners. Instead of country cattlemen they have
cowboys, and they work with the government. They
have a fantastic combination of parties to work on the
national parks, and they have some fantastic outcomes.
As we know, America also has very similar problems
to us in terms of fires. America has a potential for huge
fires in its national parks, and it is hugely important that
the country make preparations that include fuel
reduction. I believe that the bill in front of us today is
nothing more than a stunt.
Mr Tilley — Stuntocracy!
Mr BATTIN — Stuntocracy at its best! Thank you
very much, member for Benambra.
Something you can look at to prove it is a stunt is that
the minister could have simply signed off and said, ‘No,
we’re not doing it any more’. The minister could have
just ended this. But no, he had to bring in legislation
and take it through the Parliament to make the changes.
He could have done it without changing legislation at
all. One thing you do before you bring in legislation,
Acting Speaker — and I know you do this down in
your electorate — is consult, particularly with those
involved in the proposed legislation. You should make
sure that you speak to those people who are involved in
any of the trials and you should make sure that you
speak to people who live in the area and who will be
affected most by the outcomes.
That is one thing this government has not done. It has
not spoken to the Mountain Cattlemens Association of
Victoria. The only communication the association had
was a letter, which went out after a media release, and a
very quick phone call to say, ‘We will catch up with
you in future’. The bill is in the house being debated,
and in a couple of weeks it will go through the upper
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house, but the association has had no further contact
from the government. It has not had one other call.
Another person I think I would definitely call would be
Mark Adams, who is dean of the faculty of forestry at
the University of Sydney. He has done a lot of research
with Professor Attiwill. Mark Adams has done a lot of
research in particular in relation to burns across the
whole of Victoria. He is still doing research with cattle
up in the high country of New South Wales. It is really
important that we review our legislation with him, so I
have given him a call. It was very interesting to me that
he has still not had a call from the government. This
person is a leading expert on anything to do with fires
throughout the Australian landscape, and he has not had
a phone call about what this state is going to do going
forward.
There is one argument I have heard quite regularly from
the government that I find interesting. It is in relation to
having a mandate. Government members say they have
a mandate to deliver this piece of legislation because
they took it to the election. We on this side all
acknowledge that we lost the election and that the
Labor Party won the election — —
Mr Walsh — The Labor Party and the Greens won
the election.
Mr BATTIN — That is right, the Labor Party and
the Greens won it, and I am sure the Greens will be
siding with the Labor Party on this particular bill. We
have no doubt about that.
If you go through the areas this legislation will affect —
the areas within Victoria that have the country
cattlemen, the areas that have the highest rate of fire
danger — it is interesting to note that all of those areas
happen to fall in Nationals and Liberal seats. These
areas all fall within coalition seats. We need to listen to
those regional communities. Regional communities
need to have a voice — they must have a voice —
particularly on legislation like this. They are the people
who are going to be affected. It will not be the people in
Brunswick, Carlton or Richmond who are actually
going to be affected by this legislation. It is the country
cattlemen, the people who get out there and work on
our land, and the Gunaikurnai people, who are more
than happy to have us on their land seeing the process
and the progress that has been happening and making
sure that the scientific research is being done.
In relation to fires, I find it very surprising that the
Andrews government is going back on its word from
2009. I will quote from 2009, when Gavin Jennings, the
Leader of the Government in the upper house, said:
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These terrible fires have shown once again that we need to
take every precaution against bushfire no matter where you
live in Victoria.

I wish to emphasise that he said, ‘we need to take every
precaution against bushfire, no matter where you live in
Victoria’. I would say that taking every precaution
against bushfire would mean letting this research
continue. The government should let scientific trials
continue through the Wonnangatta and make sure we
measure the outcomes. If it has positive results, and we
can actually reduce the impacts of bushfire through the
Wonnangatta, then why would we not look at having
cattle in the high country? Why would we not look at
using this as a tool to make up for the inaction of the
last Labor government, and to build on the work of the
last government to continue fire prevention strategies
across Victoria? We are all after this, and we are after
reduction in the fuel through these places, and I think it
is important we get these things done.
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evidence for it now — that have assisted in the
prevention of fires. The land there has been maintained,
and the environmental outcomes have been a lot better I
think than in a lot of the other parts of the national park.
A lot of the tracks through that area are still open.
We all talk regularly about healthy parks, healthy
people. We should have access to a national parks. We
should have walking trails through our national parks,
and I think we have seen the results in some of the other
national parks in Victoria of making them a closed
shop. There are places you cannot access or get into at
all anymore. The landscape combination we have up
there at the moment, with there being a high number of
visitors through certain areas, I think is characteristic of
the area — and the area faces many high fire danger
challenges. That is why it is important we have an
organisation out there which wants to go out and ensure
that this area is protected for the future.

One of the other interesting quotes is in relation to what
the minister brought up in her second-reading speech.
She also spoke about it in either a members statement
or an answer to a question. She referred to the scientific
research that was conducted in the 1860s. The
opposition had to go and look up the research from the
1860s in relation to cattle in the high country. We found
it very interesting that from looking this up we
discovered that the cattlemen were not in this region
until 1892. It was in 1892 that legislation in relation to
this area began to be introduced. In the 1860s, however,
no research was conducted at all. There was no research
done in relation to the impacts of cattle in the high
country back in the 1860s.

This was a controlled, sound, scientific trial. It enabled
us to measure the results of areas that were in the trial
against those that were not. We had never had that
testing ground in any of the past trials. That is why the
previous scientific research would never stand up to
peer review today: there was never anything to base it
on; it was basically just done in one area.

I think it is very important that we have on the record
that the two documents that this government is using to
bring in legislation to prohibit cattle in the high county,
and to stop us working up there and preventing fires,
are both untested and untried. Even Mark Adams, with
all his research, is having trouble finding any
documentation or anything in the history that has been
assessed or peer assessed to ensure that it is rigorous.

Recommendation 2 was:

To go into some Wonnangatta Valley background, as I
said before, trials have been conducted on the historic
Wonnangatta station site. This is a significant and
iconic former cattle grazing property which was first
settled in the 1860s, and I was astounded after looking
at evidence from that time. The site was purchased by
the Victorian government in 1988 and subsequently
added to the Alpine National Park in 1990. That was
when it became a national park. There have been
grazing licences up there since then, though with small
gaps in between, and it is the grazing licences I
believe — and we are looking for the scientific

A past Labor government conducted a review of cattle
grazing, and its task force made five recommendations.
Recommendation 1 was:
Grazing should not be returned to the high elevation areas (i.e.
above 1200 metres) of the Alpine National Park for at least
10 years …

Grazing should not be returned to the severely burnt montane
and other lower elevation areas (i.e. below 1200 metres) of
the Alpine National Park for at least 10 years (i.e. at least until
the summer of 2014–15).

The coalition would have been following the Labor
Party’s report of 10 years earlier when it reintroduced
cattle grazing into the high country in 2014 — as per
the recommendations of the Labor Party’s task force
report back in 2004–05.
The Labor Party’s task force recommended the
reintroduction of cattle grazing in 2014–15. We
reintroduced cattle grazing then. Not only that but we
put some safeguards in place to ensure that the decision
made was the correct one for the future of the area. We
put the scientific research around it so we could see
some real outcomes for the Victorian people to rely on.
We put things in there to safeguard the area so we
would not end up with the same issues we had had in
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the past. We worked with the Mountain Cattlemens
Association of Victoria and the country men and
women up there to make sure that all the reports would
be coming back when they were working in the area.
We engaged with the Indigenous people, the Gunai
Kurnai people, throughout the area, and we followed a
Labor report which said in 2004–05 that the
reintroduction of cattle grazing after 10 years was
actually a positive. It is important that we have that on
the record.
Another recommendations was:
Weed control post fire must be a very high priority.

One of the examples around that recommendation is
that it was shown that one of the greatest impacts on
weeds in the area was cattle grazing. If we had the
cattle up there eradicating the weeds, there would be
more opportunity for native plants to grow throughout
the area, rather than the natives being taken over. Then
we would see a holistic outcome for the environment,
which would be a positive thing going forward.
While at the moment the Labor Party would have us
believe that all its members are onside, that there are
definitely no changes and that they all believe in exactly
the same philosophy, I believe a few of them may
support the return of cattle to the high country, and I
think someone else may even agree with me on that.
When cattle grazing was debated in Parliament around
the time the report was produced, John Brumby was
loaded up with reasons it should be allowed. It
eventually fell to one person to make a decision. That
indicates to me that cabinet would have been very
much split, if it came to one person to make the final
decision. And this person wrote in his book:
I went with John Thwaites and banned cattle grazing in the
high country.

That comment was made by Steve Bracks in his book.
So cabinet was split on this issue. The report said cattle
grazing should be reintroduced in 10 years time. I am
sure many would still support that. What has changed
between the time when 50 per cent — or just under,
obviously — of cabinet supported the idea and now? I
put it to the house that the Greens have a bigger vote in
areas like Prahran, Richmond, Brunswick and
Melbourne and that that has put pressure on Labor.
Mr Walsh — How many seats did they win?
Mr BATTIN — They won two. I would say the
Greens have put pressure on the Labor Party to fold on
this as they want to see a ban on cattle grazing in the
high country. It is not just the seats that the Greens won.

965

Without the Greens, the member for Monbulk would be
gone, as would the member for Eltham. Labor needs
the support of the Greens. They know they will not get
all the support, so the way to do it is to start bringing in
Greens policy and philosophy, and they are leaning
very much to the left to satisfy the centre of Melbourne.
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I note the member for Melbourne
is making comment from behind me, but I can tell the
house now that it is all about the centre of Melbourne.
Those in Melbourne do not understand the outcomes
and the consequences that the country cattlemen
understand. They have been on that land for more than
100 years and have lived and breathed what goes on in
the high country. There are men and women out there
who have farmed for us for years. They still farm for
us. They still farm the produce for us. I get more and
more frustrated when we go into schools these days,
when we talk about even fruit and vegetables, at how
often we hear from some of the kids that they come
from Woolworths or from Coles. We need to
understand that the people who have maintained our
land for nearly 200 years since European settlement and
before are not city-centric people but people who
understand exactly what maintaining our environment
is about.
One of the biggest things to consider when you are
looking at environmental outcomes is that on many
occasions in the last 40 000 years we have interfered
with the natural cycle of our environment. You can go
to some of these national parks now and walk away
saying, ‘It will take care of itself’, but I am sure it will
not. The weeds that have been introduced over those
years will take over. The way to maintain them is to
ensure that we have weed reduction programs in place,
and one of the great programs for doing so was
enabling cattle grazing in the high country.
One of the big issues in Victoria is fire. We had fires
that were absolutely tragic in 2009, 1983, 2006 and
2007, and many of them have been in or around my
electorate. We have had many fires, even recently, in
various areas of the high country. In the past, the men
and women working in the high country would prepare
that land by burning it. They would have the cattle there
and would create firebreaks. We are now going to put
through legislation to stop that practice. This
government wants to bring in legislation that will
increase the fire risk in Australia and particularly in
Victoria. It is looking to bring in legislation to remove
the rights of locals up in those areas to defend their own
properties. The government does not understand what is
going on.
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Ms McLeish — Read the royal commission
recommendations.
Mr BATTIN — That is exactly right; you have only
to read the royal commission recommendations. You
need read no further than the royal commission report,
which quite regularly says we must take every
opportunity we can for fire prevention and fuel
reduction. One thing we heard so much about before
the 2009 bushfires was the increase in the tonnes of fuel
on the ground per hectare in all our national parks but
particularly up through the high country. When those
fires came through, the fuel up there was at levels that
had never been seen before. The reality is we are on our
way back there, and this government has no plan for
planned burning. This government is taking away the
rights of our local country people and not listening to
the voices of those out there who have been through
fires over and over again and have seen what works and
what does not work.
A lot of the science in Australia at the moment goes
through peer review, but the sad thing is that there is
not much consideration of what happens on the ground.
There is not much consideration of input from locals,
and that is sad. In Canada and America they now have a
weighted system and take into consideration historical
measures taken by locals, who can also have input.
They take into consideration photos from the past. They
look at the history of an area and not just at the potential
going forward. They do not do a desktop study. They
do not just use a program — even a good program like
Phoenix, which can predict the pattern and path of
fires — but they also take into consideration the people
who have lived in those areas for many years and
passed on knowledge through the generations.
The farmers in the high country have passed on their
skills through generation after generation of their
families. I may stand corrected, but bushfire prevention
skills must have been passed on by five, six or more
generations, yet this government wants to stop these
skills from being passed on. When you strip away these
skills, they will never be found again. Victoria cannot
afford to lose them. It is very important that we move
forward with them.
I am a big believer in the importance of culture and
heritage. While we have fantastic arguments in relation
to bushfire prevention and environmental outcomes,
one of the things we need to have on the record is our
culture and history. Several authors have written about
the likely results of taking away our cultural heritage
values associated with grazing cattle in the high
country. In 1992 Taylor argued that ‘without tradition,
cultural artefacts become curios, static remains without
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meaning’. I quoted this simple philosophy in a
members statement. Whilst those on the other side
continue to talk about protecting our cultural heritage
and about protecting Craig’s Hut, I will stand by our
regional brothers and sisters in the high country to
protect Craig’s Hut.
This legislation takes away the rights and ability of our
country cattlemen to continue doing what they have
been doing for generations. Worse than that, it takes
away an agreement with the Gunaikurnai people. They
agree, after 40 000 years of working in that area, that it
takes away their rights and ability to gain work and to
have an opportunity to be involved in land
management. It is a good land management contract —
another contract ripped up by those opposite. It is
another contract that had good positive outcomes for
Victoria.
I look forward to hearing some of the contributions to
the debate from members on this side. There is some
very interesting information coming out, particularly
from America, and I will leave some of that open for
others to mention. The member for Gippsland East has
a fantastic contribution coming up later in the day about
some research done overseas, and I strongly support
that. I will finish by making the point that the banning
of cattle makes no sense to the mountain cattlemen. The
cattlemen have said:
For more than 30 years the cattlemen have kept promoting the
value of alpine grazing and the value of their culture and
heritage to Australia, and yet Labor has been determined to
destroy both. It is political payback, writ large.

It is political payback from the government. It has not
consulted with the Mountain Cattlemens Association. It
has not consulted with those who understand. It has no
scientific backing, no evidence that has been assessed
or peer assessed anywhere in this country, and the
government wants to come out and make a decision
based on false accusations. It wants to make a decision
that is solely political. I will stand to oppose this bill,
and the coalition will continue to oppose it. I trust that
some members on the other side might get the picture
and realise that they cannot continue to side with the
Greens. They cannot continue to work with groups like
the Victorian National Parks Association, which is
giving them information about this issue but is not
researching it correctly. Members opposite cannot work
with the member for Brunswick or the member for
Richmond just to protect their seats. They have got to
go out into the regions. They have to go out and listen
to the people in the country.
Mr Eren — I thought there was an election last
November.
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Mr BATTIN — Exactly; I heard it again. The
member for Lara, typically, totally ignores the people in
the regions. This is the problem with Labor Party
members. They are ignoring regional Victoria. If they
would go up and have a chat with the people in
Benambra, they would understand. If they spoke to the
people in Eildon, they would totally understand. The
people we are talking about are in the regions, not just
in the city.
We represent the whole of Victoria when we are in
government, not just the city. We listen to the
communities out there. When you make a decision in
government you should be making a decision for
Victoria, firstly, but you should refer to the regions that
are involved. You should go back, listen to them and
see how you can work with them. You should go and
look at the people who have been involved with the
land, who have done the work over hundreds of years
and who have passed it on through generation after
generation. At the very least, if you still think the
mandate is there and that it is the right thing to do, why
would you not go and consult them? Why would the
government not go out and meet with them? Why
would it not go and speak to the cattlemen from whom
it is taking away the ability to run cattle in our national
parks? Why would the government take away the
livelihoods of these fantastic people who have done so
much work up there in the high country?
As I said, I oppose the bill, and I am proud of opposing
it. I hope we have the pleasure of seeing this bill end
here. I doubt it will, because the arguments of those on
the other side are more ideologically and politically
based than factually based, their having absolutely zero
scientific evidence.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. On
24 May 2005 it was reported that:
Cattle grazing will no longer be permitted in Victoria’s
Alpine National Park, but will continue elsewhere in the high
country, Premier Steve Bracks said today.

Here we are, almost 10 years ago to the day, with the
Labor Party in government again reaffirming its
commitment to the environment and alpine national
parks by legislating to prohibit cattle grazing in national
parks. This is another election commitment fulfilled by
the Andrews Labor government. Premier Steve Bracks
and his deputy and Minister for Environment, John
Thwaites, were right in their policy decision then, just
as this government is right now. Labor’s record on the
environment stands the test of time. When it was last in
government it created some 13 marine national parks
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and 11 marine sanctuaries. Another point in relation to
this matter is the expansion of the parks system in the
box-ironbark and Otways regions. It is the Labor Party,
returned to government by the Victorian people, that is
reaffirming its commitment to the environment. Clearly
legislating for national parks is very important, but the
role of government is not just about doing that; it is also
about ensuring that our national parks are properly
managed and protected. Labor is stepping up to the
plate and doing that on behalf of all current and future
generations of Victorians.
The creation of the Alpine National Park in 1989 by the
Cain Labor government was a major step in achieving
the goal of a world-class national parks environment in
the Victorian Alps. That was a quarter of a century ago.
With Labor again in office we will continue to build on
those reforms in the protection of our national parks.
Our alpine national parks are not a primary producer’s
resource. Alpine national parks are a resource for all
Victorians to share, but we have an obligation to protect
and advance their interests for future generations.
In his second-reading speech for the National Parks
(Alpine National Park Grazing) Bill 2005 the then
Minister for Environment said:
The Alpine National Park is the only high country national
park in Australia where livestock grazing is permitted. It
ended above the snow line in Kosciuszko National Park
nearly 50 years ago and in the whole of that park (except for
some stock routes) more than 30 years ago.
Furthermore, cattle grazing is currently allowed in five of the
Alpine National Park’s six wilderness zones. It is
incompatible with wilderness objectives, which aim to
maximise the extent to which these areas are undisturbed by
such activities. Ceasing grazing will give additional protection
to these important areas of the park.

The previous Liberal government used a loophole in the
legislation that was passed by that Labor government to
launch a new three-year alpine grazing trial in the
Wonnangatta Valley from March 2014. I note in
relation to that that the current Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water said in the
Border Mail of 25 March 2015:
… based on robust scientific evidence (cattle) cause
ecological harm and do not reduce the risk of high-intensity
fires.

She went on to say there is a body of research ‘which
tells us that cattle damage fragile alpine ecosystems
without assisting in mitigating fire risk’. The minister
also told Parliament in the last sitting week that more
than 100 papers published over 50 years had found
cattle grazing caused environmental damage.
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Darren Gray wrote an interesting article in the Sunday
Age of 5 April under the headline ‘High country
dilemma’. It was a very nice article. If members were
patient enough to read through the whole article, they
would have seen in the last paragraph that:
Scientific research over 50 years has shown cattle grazing
destroys alpine bogs and other pristine natural attributes of the
bushland, contributing to reduced water quality, erosion,
threatened species and the spread of weeds. A state
government inquiry into the 2003 bushfires, which burnt
60 per cent of the national park and 77 per cent of the grazed
area, found there was no evidence grazing prevented
bushfires.
NSW banned cattle grazing in parks in the 1960s.

The Liberal Party used scientific studies as a stalking
horse to satisfy The Nationals MPs, without whose
support it would not have been able to form
government in Victoria. We know the Liberal Party in
government, and the previous Minister for Environment
and Climate Change, the member for Warrandyte,
subcontracted out environment policy to The Nationals
when in government. We have already seen a number
of prompts from the Leader of The Nationals to the
member for Gembrook in the course of his
contribution, because we know who is still writing the
environment policy on the opposition benches. It is The
Nationals.
In his contribution the member for Gembrook said the
Williams papers were not published, but they were —
in Austral Ecology in 2006 and 2014.
I turn now to some of the scientific studies that have
been undertaken. One published by D. H. Ashton and
R. J. Williams in 1989 says that ‘the data collected over
four decades of research show quite clearly that cattle
grazing and nature conservation are incompatible land
uses’.
Another, published by R. H. Groves in 1998 says:
Results of scientific research assessed in this study on the
effects of excluding grazing on vegetation composition in the
high country of both New South Wales and Victoria, without
exception, reveal the deleterious effect of grazing on native
plant biodiversity and, to a lesser extent, on water yield. The
constancy of the message from previous research conducted
by different research scientists in different regions is
unquestionable in my opinion and forms an adequate basis on
which to make management decisions.

The La Trobe University Research Centre for Applied
Alpine Ecology was quoted in Hansard of 14 June
2005 as having said:
We … believe that the scientific evidence clearly shows that
cattle grazing is an unsustainable activity in this
environment …
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On fire, the Ecological Society of Australia in its
position statement on alpine grazing in 2006 said,
‘There is no scientific evidence to support the claim that
grazing in alpine and subalpine zones plays any role in
mitigating the effects of wildfire’. The report on the
inquiry into the 2002–03 Victorian bushfires said:
… there is currently no scientific support for the view that
“grazing prevents blazing” in the high country.

A study by G. J. Williamson et al of 2014 said, ‘Our
study did not support the view that’ cattle ‘grazing’ in
the Australian Alps ‘reduces fire severity’ in eucalypt
forests and woodlands. A further study in 2006 by
R. J. Williams et al said:
The use of livestock grazing in Australian alpine
environments as a fire abatement practice is not justified on
scientific grounds.

And the list goes on.
I note that regional communities are well represented in
the Andrews Labor government, with members from
Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong and across regional
Victoria in the other place. If the opposition wants to
draw some conclusions about how policy is set by the
Andrews Labor government, can I just say that the best
form of consultation is a state election which allows
every Victorian to cast their vote and have their say. I
know cattlemen absolutely care for the high country,
but their cattle do not. Every Victorian had a vote in the
state election, and they were very clear about Labor’s
policy in relation to restoring the alpine and red gum
national parks and making sure that that did not include
fuel reduction units, or cattle grazing, as the opposition
chose to implement.
It is a bit rich coming from The Nationals, who do not
even have party status in this Parliament and represent
about 5.5 per cent of the vote in Victoria. Every vote
matters and everyone can have a say, but let us be very
clear about the election result and what people voted
for. The Premier has been clear that we will deliver on
every commitment we made, and we were clear about
delivering on this commitment to the Victorian
community.
I agreed with the member for Gembrook when he said
that healthy parks and healthy people are about letting
people into our parks. When the opposition was in
government it jacked up fees and introduced new fees
to exclude people from our national parks. It is another
example of how the Labor government, in scrapping
those fees just before Easter, is all about making
sure —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr CARBINES — Of course there would be
difficulties in the financial arrangements Parks Victoria
faces in managing these issues if the previous
government were still sitting on the Treasury bench,
because it cut the guts out of Parks Victoria’s budget
and sacked most of the people who worked there —
and members opposite wonder why they are sitting on
the opposition benches.
We want every Victorian to use our national parks
because we want them all to understand that they have
a role in advocating to protect those alpine national
parks for all Victorians. Those parks belong to all
Victorians, both now and in the future. It is absolutely
clear, as it was a decade ago when the Labor
government sought to remove cattle from the high
country, that it is the right decision. The Victorian
people have reaffirmed that policy decision in 2014.
Every Victorian has had their say, has had an
opportunity to put their case on this matter and has cast
their vote.
We will continue not only to deliver on the election
commitments we made to the Victorian people but also,
as the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water said in her second-reading speech for this bill,
we are putting the care and protection of our
environment back on the agenda. We are proud of
Labor’s record of protecting our natural environment
and our national parks. The bill will further that legacy
for the benefit of all Victorians and, as the minister said,
we will continue to deliver on the Andrews
government’s commitments to the Victorian people and
our environment policy. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I join the debate on
the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. I support the member for
Gembrook who said in his contribution that the
coalition will be opposing this piece of legislation. As
the member for Gembrook said, this legislation is
driven by ideology. It does not need to be brought into
this house. The Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water has the power to do these things, but
those on the other side of the house — the Melbourne
Labor government — choose to introduce this
legislation so they can grandstand and say they are
actually doing something when the minister already has
the power to do it. The minister has taken the cattle out
of the alpine and red gum national parks, as is her right
as the minister. She does not need this piece of
legislation to do that.
In the minister’s second-reading speech she talks about
our great national parks, our landscapes, our high
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country, our red gum parks and what great places they
are. I put it to the house that they are great places
because people over the generations, our forefathers
and mothers, looked after them well. That is why they
are there to be preserved — because previous
generations did a very good job of managing them. The
mountain cattlemen did a very good job of managing
the high country. If members visit the river red gum
parks in my electorate and the member for Mildura’s
electorate, they will see they were managed very well
by the previous custodians of that place; that is why
they are there to be preserved for future generations.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is now time for
questions. The member for Murray Plains will resume
his contribution when this debate is next before the
house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. Given the Premier this
morning refused to reveal details of sunk costs to scrap
the 3700 jobs from the biggest road project in the
fastest growing city in Australia, can he now confirm
that the costs incurred to date also include $176 million
for project development and planning, $200 million for
land acquisition and $24 million for unsuccessful
bidders, making the real cost of this reckless political
decision at least $800 to $900 million to the Victorian
taxpayer?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The Leader of the
Opposition is wrong, and I simply say to him that
no-one in this government or in this state will be taking
lectures on numbers from someone who told us we
would have to pay out $1.2 billion in compensation.
Wrong!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
was wrong in that claim. Nor will be taking
lectures — —
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn.
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Mr GUY — Premier, why have you paid over
$420 million plus some costs as the price of your
east–west link deceit?

Mr ANDREWS — Nor will be taking lectures from
the Leader of the Opposition on numbers and figures
with his wild assertions when he told us for so long that
this project cost $6.8 billion when the contracts today
establish that this dog of a project was in fact
$10.7 billion. What is more, I would simply say that the
contract has not been used, not a line in the contract has
been used, to arrive at a good-faith settlement with the
east–west consortium. They are the facts of the matter.
The Leader of the Opposition is wrong in his figures, he
is wrong in his question and he is most definitely wrong
in his conduct as a member of a former government
whose members were nothing more than vandals.

Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
getting more and more concerned with the
supplementary questions that are being asked. They are
turning into first questions. They are not supplementary
questions and they are not referring to the questions as
they were asked.

They are very disappointed today because the contracts
they signed with all the booby traps in them have not
worked. They are very disappointed today that the side
letter they signed in unprecedented terms has not
worked. Instead this government has delivered on all of
its commitments with no compensation paid — not one
dollar.

Ms Thomson — I have been a receiver of questions
and supplementary questions in the upper house.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will come to
order. The Premier is entitled to be heard in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — Not one dollar. What is more,
this government is getting on with delivering
Melbourne Metro rail, a project that stacks up and a
project that Victorians voted for. The Leader of the
Opposition in his question, in his logic and most
definitely in his conduct, is wrong.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — By way of a
supplementary question, if the Premier as
promised — —
Ms Green interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Yan Yean.
Mr GUY — Premier, if as you promised, this
contract was not worth the paper it was written on, why
have you today paid over $420 million plus some costs
as the price of your east–west link deceit? You paid it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the
Attorney-General. I will not warn him again. When the
Chair is on his feet, members are to remain silent. I also
warn the Minister for Sport.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
and the member for Ringwood will come to order. The
member for Footscray will come to her point of order.

The SPEAKER — Order! What is the member’s
point of order? The member for Footscray should make
her point of order.
Ms Thomson — The supplementary question needs
to reflect the question that was asked. These
supplementary questions do not reflect the questions
that were asked as a first question, and they need to
reflect that.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am genuinely
grateful to the Leader of the Opposition for asking this
question because it allows me to remind him and all
Victorians that these moneys have not been paid by this
government. These moneys were paid by the previous
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue
in silence. Government members will allow the Premier
to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — These moneys went out the
door in one hand with a side letter in the other. The only
money being paid to the east–west consortium by this
government is one single dollar. Those opposite are
again wrong in their assertions, wrong in their questions
and most definitely wrong in their conduct. The banks
were happy to settle these matters on 5 December, but
that was not good enough for those opposite. They
rushed to settle this before Victorians voted. These
moneys, all of them, were paid by the previous
government.
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Ministers statements: east–west link
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I have already
alluded to, I want to go into further detail about the
good-faith agreement that we reached with the
east–west link consortium today, a good-faith
negotiated outcome which includes the following key
features: the east–west link, which Victorians rejected
at the ballot box, will not proceed.
What is more, no compensation will be paid to the
consortium. No compensation whatsoever will be paid
to the consortium. Up to $3 billion in a credit facility
will instead be allocated to delivering the Melbourne
Metro rail project, the most significant improvement to
our public transport system since the original city loop,
which will deliver five new underground stations,
9 kilometres of track, a train system where no timetable
is needed, 3500 jobs and a massive and significant
improvement to our public transport system, as
promised by the alternative government — us — in the
lead-up to the election and delivered under this
government.
Those opposite, when in government, paid out
$339 million. Those costs have been incurred and that
money has been spent. With a side letter and with a
contract full of incendiary devices, those opposite have
made sure that those moneys cannot be retrieved. Some
$110 million in cash that has not been spent but was
paid out by the previous government will be refunded
as part of this agreement.
This is in full delivery of our election commitment.
There is no compensation. That is what we said we
would do, and that is what we are doing. There will be
no east–west link. It was a dud project, and we are not
proceeding with it. We will proceed with the
Melbourne Metro rail project, which we are committed
to. We are delivering the projects Victorians voted for.
Honourable members interjecting.

East–west link
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I might have been
wrong, Speaker — the drama training is working! My
question is to the Premier. Can he confirm that with the
Labor government paying $420 million, plus sunk
costs, to scrap the biggest road project in Australia this
money could have supplied more than 19 new suburban
trains, 28 new trams and 30 country rail cars?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The Deputy Leader
of the Parliamentary Liberal Party, the member for
Croydon, is wrong in his assertion. No trams, trains or
any other infrastructure or projects could have been
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supported by this money because the previous
government rushed it out the door before the election.
There is a fundamental problem in the logic of those
opposite. This money is not available for those
purposes because the previous government paid it out
to the east–west consortium before the change of
government.
To put that another way, the banks were happy to wait
until after the election. The opposition of the day, the
Labor Party, was happy to wait until after the election.
The only people who refused to wait until after the
election and who instead sought to punish the people of
Victoria if they dared not re-elect them for more of the
same dross administration they had provided for four
long years, were those opposite. I am very
pleased — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Hawthorn and Ivanhoe
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the members for Hawthorn and
Ivanhoe to withdraw from the chamber for half an hour.
Honourable members for Hawthorn and Ivanhoe
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — As I was noting for
the record and for the benefit of the questioner and all
those opposite, those moneys are not available for those
projects because they were spent and were pushed out
the door with the side letter by those opposite. These
are costs that have been incurred, and that was the
choice those opposite made with supreme arrogance.
They were unwilling to subject themselves to the
verdict of the Victorian community. They were wrong
in their logic and wrong in their conduct. It is as simple
as that.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Can the Premier also
confirm that his reckless decision to pay more than
$400 million plus sunk costs to end the east–west link
could have built the Cranbourne East railway extension,
paid one and a half times over the Murray Basin rail
project or built the Mernda railway extension?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am not sure whether
the honourable member was listening to my answer to
his substantive question. Let me repeat myself for his
benefit. You would think that having been a senior
member in a government that signed side letters and
drafted contracts full of these incendiary devices, which
are unprecedented, he would remember and know only
too well that this money was not available for those
projects because it was rushed out the door by members
of the failed former government, who are on that side of
the house because the Victorian community rejected
their administration, rejected their priorities and
rejected them — and with logic like that advanced by
the questioner, is it any wonder? This money was spent
by the previous government. It is as simple as that.

Ministers statements: east–west link
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about a new government initiative to do what the
previous government was too cowardly and
underhanded to do. We have fulfilled our election
commitment and have released today the so-called
contracts of the east–west link.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the minister to make a statement.
Mr PALLAS — I seek leave to table the two
volumes of those contracts to this house.
Leave granted.
Mr PALLAS — These documents are the longest
quasi-contractual suicide note in Victoria’s history.
They demonstrate the contempt those opposite had for
Victorians.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern.
Mr PALLAS — The contracts reveal the extent of
the member for Malvern’s betrayal of the very people
he was sworn to serve.
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Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer used the word ‘suicidal’. I think in today’s
climate I would argue that it is important that we are
careful when we use words loosely. I ask that he be
asked to withdraw that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer to
withdraw.
Mr PALLAS — I withdraw. The contract reveals
the punishment that those opposite sought to inflict
upon Victorians. The price tag the contract seeks to
inflict upon Victorians is $1.2 billion, together with a
side letter.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
sessional order 7, which talks about new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. If I am correct, I
went to an election hearing that this information was
going to be given in the first week, so it cannot possibly
be new.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr PALLAS — This so-called contract is an
exercise in mendacity aimed at the people of Victoria.
The side letter was basically about a thirst for revenge if
the election did not go the way those opposite wanted it
to go and indeed sought to inflict upon Victorians a
price. In releasing the contracts we have demonstrated
that we are undoing the damage that those opposite
inflicted upon Victorians. The question is: how much
longer can the Leader of the Opposition have
confidence in the member for Malvern and his tawdry
ways?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister has
concluded his statement.

East–west link
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — My question
is to the Premier. Can the Premier confirm that with
Labor paying at least $420 million, plus sunk costs, to
scrap the biggest road project in Australia, that this
money could have built at least 25 new government
schools?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — The member is
simply wrong. These moneys were not available for
investments in schools because the previous
government paid these moneys out in absolute haste
and spectacular arrogance, accompanied by a side
letter. It could not wait, as the banks were prepared to
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do. It could not wait as the then opposition was
prepared to do. Having ruled this project out in 2010,
the previous government could not wait just a few
weeks until after the 2014 election. It could not wait; it
refused to wait. This money was never going to be
available for schools because this lot opposite spent it
on a dud road.

incorrect to try to assert that it is any more than
$339 million — that is the first point — and, secondly,
that it is anything more than money that was pushed out
the door by the previous government and is now gone
in costs incurred.

There are two further points to make here. If the
argument from those opposite is that because
$339 million was spent by them on this project we
should then spend $10.7 billion delivering this project,
that is logic that is as flawed as their characters, that is
logic as flawed as their conduct.

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to inform the
house about a new initiative to inform the Victorian
public of the true cost of the east–west link project, and
in so doing I seek leave to table advice from the
Secretary of the Department of Treasury and Finance
that confirms these matters.

The final point that I will make to the honourable
member is that no-one on this side of the house is going
to be lectured about school construction, not from him
or anyone on that side of the house — those who cut in
half the capital works budget available for the
construction of schools and spent every dollar of this
$339 million on a road they were too afraid to take to
the Victorian community, with a side letter of
unprecedented arrogance. It was an act of vandalism.
We will not be lectured by those opposite. They sit on
that side of the house for good reason: warped priorities
and a complete failure to keep faith with the Victorian
community. We made commitments, and we are
honouring each and every one of them.

Leave granted.

Supplementary question
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Can the
Premier confirm that with Labor paying at least
$420 million, plus sunk costs, to scrap the biggest road
project in Australia, this money could have supplied a
brand new iPad for every single state school student in
Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again I thank the
honourable member for his question. I think he is in
need of an iPad. He should get himself one, and he
should find the commentary that has been made by the
east–west consortium today. These are costs incurred
because of payments made by the previous
government.
We will not be lectured to by a person who sat round
the cabinet table happy to administer the most savage
cutbacks to TAFE in the history of this state; someone
who would not know how to speak up for public
education let alone deliver for it. We will not be
lectured to by the honourable member who asked the
question. Again I just make the point that he is wrong in
his logic, he is wrong in his conduct and he is simply
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Mr PALLAS — What this tells us is that for seven
months, and even for years, the opposition knowingly
and wilfully misled the Victorian people. The former
government went to the last election saying that this
road was worth $6.8 billion. The Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance has stated
emphatically that this is a $10.7 billion project —
almost $4 billion more. I do not know how many iPads
that buys, I do not know how many schools that might
buy, and I do not know how much more rolling stock,
but let me tell members that it is a lot.
Let us not forget also that this project returned 45 cents
in every dollar invested. That means close to $5 billion
was about to be ripped off Victorian people. Talk about
a rip-off, talk about a sunk cost; that is why the
Victorian people sunk your mob, because you were
hopeless — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will speak
through the Chair.
Mr PALLAS — Because you fitted Victorians up,
or sought to, to an enormous one, and ultimately the
people of Victoria had the choice. We provided them
with the choice, and we have been able to demonstrate
that the cost — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
expired. The Treasurer will resume his seat.

Barmah National Park
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — On an entirely
different note, my question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. Following
meetings last week with community representatives,
will the minister extend the firewood collection in
Barmah National Park past 30 June this year, given the
level of angst in the community about how people will
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heat their homes as there are no alternatives such as
natural gas in those communities?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for
Shepparton for her question. I also thank her for
coordinating my visit to Shepparton last week. One of
the important meetings that the member for Shepparton
organised was with the Moira Shire Council, the
Barmah Forest Preservation League and the Barmah
Brumby Preservation Group. Their representatives have
all written to me about the issue of firewood over a
period of time, and the member for Shepparton put that
meeting together for me.
This is a very difficult issue. I understand from those
meetings that there are some very vulnerable residents
who rely completely on firewood for heating and
cooking. As the member knows, and as this house
knows, the government has committed to providing
compressed natural gas to Nathalia, which will provide
some long-term solution for residents in that area.
Many in this house — not everyone — will recall that
back in 2010 this Parliament voted for the Barmah
National Park. As part of that, in the creation of the
national park we enabled firewood collection for
domestic use for a three-year period of time as there
had been some residual timber left over from
commercial logging. That was further extended by this
Parliament back in 2011 due to the fact that there had
been floods which prevented a range of collection of
that firewood, so that firewood still remained in the
national park. Parliament granted an extension to June
of this year.
No firewood collection is allowed in any national park
in Victoria. However, I am concerned about ensuring
that there is a solution for vulnerable people — many of
whom are in their 80s and 90s — who rely completely
on firewood for heating and cooking. I have asked my
department to have a look at options in relation to how
we can support those people in relation to firewood
supply.
I would say that the removal of firewood permits by the
former government did not help because it led to
pilfering of firewood, with Melbourne firms going there
for commercial purposes with large trailers. The locals
reminded me of this just last week in the meeting I had
with them. That has meant that a lot of the firewood
that had been there has been removed not by locals but
by Melbourne commercial providers. I will keep the
member up to date with the discussions on how we can
support the community before we get gas into the area,
particularly those most vulnerable residents.
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Supplementary question
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Will the minister take
steps to ensure that the Barmah National Park is
managed, taking into account the wishes and the
knowledge of residents in the local communities
particularly in relation to fire risk caused by the lack of
proper maintenance that takes place in those parts.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for
Shepparton for her supplementary question, and can I
say that when we established the national park back in
2010 there was to be a management plan put in place.
However, those opposite cut Parks Victoria funding by
30 per cent — $88 million was cut from Parks
Victoria — so unfortunately there is not an appropriate
management plan in place to either promote tourism,
which was a promise for the area, or to look at fire risk
and to look at the issue of firewood and how we
improve the environmental values of that national park.
I give a commitment, as I did last week to the local
community, that we will get that management plan
back on track. We will get Parks Victoria back on track,
and we will make sure that the community and all the
parties — the people I met with last week, the local
councils and the Yorta Yorta people — are all involved
in developing that management plan. I am sure the
member for Shepparton will be a part of that as well.

Ministers statements: east–west link
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — Today
new information has come to light that reveals the
former Treasurer, the member for Malvern, sold out
Victorians to the tune of $339 million. Those opposite
need to listen carefully to this. Those funds had already
been spent under the previous government and cannot
be retrieved. They were already spent in October last
year. For the benefit — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, pursuant
to sessional order 7, ministers statements are supposed
to be about informing the house of new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. While, as you
have previously ruled, the minister is entitled to spend a
few moments setting the scene, the minister has not yet
gone to any new government initiative, project or
achievement, and he is not allowed to spend the time
making false statements about the previous
government.
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Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
the new information is clearly the $339 million that the
Treasurer allowed out the door last October.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order. The Deputy Premier will resume his seat. There
is no point of order.
Mr MERLINO — For the benefit of the member
for Ferntree Gully, if the former government had agreed
to wait until 5 December, as the banks were prepared to
do, $339 million could have been used to build
28 primary schools. Three hundred and thirty-nine
million dollars could have been used to build
13 secondary schools in our growth areas where we
currently have kids being forced to learn in canteens.
Three hundred and thirty-nine million dollars — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
been listening intently for 2½ minutes. I refer to
sessional order 7, where it says ‘new government
initiatives, projects and achievements’. I have not heard
one new government initiative, project or achievement
from this minister about his portfolio. I fail to see how
his ministerial statement could have anything to do with
sessional order 7.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
as per the member for Croydon’s question and as per
the member for Ferntree Gully’s question, I am talking
about the impact of the former Treasurer selling out
Victoria — the impact on Victorian education.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
resume his seat. There is no point of order.
Mr MERLINO — That $339 million would
purchase 1200 new relocatables; $339 million would
pay for 2800 teachers — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood is entitled to make a point of order. He has
been elected by the people of Burwood to come into
this place for that purpose, amongst others.
Mr Watt — On a further point of order, Speaker, I
have just listened. The minister has said that he is
particularly talking about the previous government.
That is not new, so it is therefore clearly not in order
and clearly not in keeping with sessional order 7. New
information should — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will resume his seat. The Deputy Premier, to
continue.
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Mr MERLINO — That $339 million would pay for
3700 primary welfare officers, speech pathologists,
psychologists and other allied health staff to support our
kids — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — On a further point of order — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have not called the
member for Burwood yet. However, I caution the
member for Burwood not to make frivolous points of
order and to disrupt proceedings. The member for
Burwood will come to making the point of order.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I did not
make these sessional orders, but clearly I think we
should adhere to them. The minister is not in any way
referring to new government business, initiatives or
projects — not in any way. I do not understand how he
could possibly be in order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr MERLINO — In one term those opposite
halved the capital budget, but in the weeks before the
election they allowed $339 million to walk out the
door.
Ms Ryall interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Ringwood!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Deputy
Premier, I warn the member for Yuroke and I further
warn the member for Yan Yean. That will be the last
warning.

United Firefighters Union
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Given the demands
made upon the minister by the United Firefighters
Union (UFU), demands she says were inappropriate,
can the minister inform the house if she has taken any
advice as to whether these demands should be referred
to the anti-corruption commission, and if not, why not?
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. Requests were made of me to intervene in an
individual disciplinary proceeding. I rejected that
request, and that is the end of the matter.
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Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — That is not the end of the
matter. Given the demands by the United Firefighters
Union that ‘names of suitable consultants’ be
exchanged, can the minister guarantee that she will not
allow any union to hand-pick who will represent the
government in negotiating an enterprise bargaining
agreement?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was unable
to hear the question. Would the member please submit
the question to the house again?
Mr CLARK — Certainly, Speaker. Given the
demands by the United Firefighters Union that names
of suitable consultants be exchanged, can the minister
guarantee that she will not allow any union to
hand-pick who will represent the government in
negotiating an enterprise bargaining agreement?
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
the point of order raised earlier by the member for
Footscray. The supplementary question that has been
asked by the manager of opposition business bears very
little resemblance to the question that was asked. A
supplementary question by its definition expands on the
basis of the original question. I ask that you rule the
question out of order.
Mr CLARK — On the point of order, Speaker, my
original question related to demands made by the UFU.
The minister in her answer said that she had rejected
demands and that that was the end of the matter. I am
asking her about further demands made by the UFU
and as to whether she is rejecting those demands also.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition and the member for Footscray! The house
will pause for a second. I will give the member for Box
Hill the opportunity to rephrase his question.
Mr CLARK — In order to make it clear for those
opposite, I will ask: given the demand by the United
Firefighters Union that the names of suitable
consultants be exchanged, can the minister guarantee
that she has also not given in to that demand so as to
allow the union to hand-pick who will represent the
government in negotiating an enterprise bargaining
agreement?
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I think if one thing has been made clear
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today it is that I make the decisions in this portfolio —
and I will do so without fear or favour and in the best
interests of the state.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to provide new information to the house
on how today’s announcement that the government has
reached agreement with the east–west link consortium
honours the will of the Victorian people and is great
news for public transport users. Tony Abbott said that
the November 2014 election was a referendum on the
east–west link — and he was dead right. The Andrews
Labor government took to the last election an
alternative transport project, the Melbourne Metro rail
project. The Victorian people rejected the east–west
project; they rejected the failed former Liberal
government and voted for Melbourne Metro.
Today’s announcement represents a critical milestone
for Melbourne Metro: $3 billion will be repurposed
towards this transformational project. The Andrews
Labor government has achieved more in four months to
get Melbourne Metro moving than the failed former
Liberal government did in four years. This is a project
that will transform Melbourne’s and Victoria’s public
transport system. It will benefit every Victorian
travelling on public transport. Whether you are from
Ballarat or Bentleigh, everyone will benefit from this
project. There will be more services, fewer delays, less
congestion, more trains on every line and 3500 jobs
created right across this state. We are well and truly
getting on with Melbourne Metro.
I note that in a press release today from Infrastructure
Partnerships Australia Brendan Lyon says:
It’s more than five years since Melbourne successfully began
a major transport project, even though crowding and
congestion have been getting … worse.

We are well and truly getting on with it. We are well
and truly getting on with the Melbourne Metro project,
a project that is going to deliver more services for every
Victorian who travels on public transport in this state.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice and ministers statements has expired.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Bayswater electorate
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — (Question 146) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
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Education. One of my constituents has come to me with
concerns about the future technological needs of his
children. He has been looking at enrolling his son into
foundation year at various schools in my electorate next
year, and most of the schools require the purchase of an
iPad for the child. My constituent, who has worked in
the information technology sector for 15 years, feels
there is no case for principals and schools to be pushing
the purchase of a $900 Apple iPad when there are
similar Android or Windows products on the market for
about $300. He believes the forced use of an Apple
product is a restriction of trade and that software that
runs on other tablets is compatible with teacher and
school programs.
I ask the minister to review the education department
policy which oversees the necessity for tablet purchases
for schools and to ensure that schools allow Android or
Windows tablets to be used by students and teachers. I
also ask the minister to look at funding for tablets and
computers in schools in my electorate to minimise the
cost outlay for parents.

Oakleigh electorate
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — (Question 147)
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. I ask the minister if he can
provide information and advice regarding any
investigations into the unsafe traffic conditions along
Grange Road, Carnegie, specifically the section
between Oakleigh Road and Leila Road, and their
related intersections. The very busy Grange Road caters
to both locals and others travelling between North Road
and Dandenong Road. Whilst a similar road nearby,
Koornang Road, has roundabouts at the intersections of
Oakleigh and Leila roads, Grange Road has not.
Numerous accidents have occurred at these
intersections on Grange Road. Oakleigh Road is home
to the Ormond Community Kindergarten, and
Kilvington Grammar — a school of some
700 students — is located on Leila Road. Both roads
are also used by train patrons on the Frankston line.
They therefore attract a significant number of
pedestrians, as well as vehicle traffic. I believe these
intersections to be significant black spots in need of
urgent action, potentially the installation of traffic
signals or roundabouts. I would welcome a visit by the
minister to these sites.

Murray Plains electorate
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — (Question 148) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport and is on behalf of Kevin Simpson of Echuca
and other constituents who use the V/Line service to
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connect with Bendigo and Melbourne. Will the minister
commit to delivering the planned upgrades for the
Echuca rail line and services, which include $1 million
of line upgrade works as well as the addition of an extra
weekday return service between Echuca and Bendigo,
that were due to start in 2016? Some 20 000 passengers
a year are estimated to use the V/Line Echuca line. The
plans announced last year were widely welcomed by
Echuca residents and businesses alike, and my
constituents are very keen to know if the Labor
government will continue the upgrade.

Kororoit electorate
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — (Question 149) My
constituency question is for the Minister for Public
Transport. It relates to the many petitions, letters,
emails, phone calls and visits to my electorate office in
relation to the removal of bus route 451 by the coalition
government. For many decades this bus route was the
only means for many of my constituents to conduct
their local shopping, attend medical appointments and
remain socially connected. Under what could only be
described as a poor process, the previous government
scrapped this bus route, replacing it with services that
simply do not provide the same level of direct access to
local facilities. My question is: will the minister squash
the decision taken under the previous government and
reinstate this vital bus route in my electorate?

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — (Question
150) My constituency question is directed to the
Minister for Public Transport. On or around
12 November last year the Labor Party announced that
grade separations would take place in Mentone and in
Cheltenham, and more specifically that there would be
separations of road and rail proximate to the Mentone
and Cheltenham railway stations. This is an important
factor in the minds of numbers of my constituents in
terms of potentially alleviating gridlock and the
build-up of traffic in that precinct, and I ask: when will
the works commence and when will the works be
completed? This was an important election
commitment made by the Labor Party prior to the last
election, and many constituents are keen to ascertain
when these works will be completed.

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (Question 151) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. Given that the June 2014 local
government panel report on Sunbury separating from
Hume City Council acknowledged that
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‘de-amalgamations are complex processes that can
cause disruption not only to council administration but
also to local communities’, can the minister provide an
update as to what the impact of Sunbury separating
from Hume City Council would be on constituents in
Yuroke? As the minister is no doubt aware, there is a
considerable amount of uncertainty and concern in the
community as to what effect the separation would have
on residents remaining with Hume City Council. In
particular, residents are concerned about the potential
disruption referred to in the report as well as the impact
on rates and services and the provision of community
infrastructure. The minister’s advice on this impact
would be appreciated.

Melbourne electorate
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — (Question 152) My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. Will the Labor government commit funding
for the Venny adventure playground in Kensington?
The Venny-Kensington Adventure Playground
provides much-needed services for local kids,
especially those in public housing who have no
backyards, few places to go before and after school and
who suffer various forms of disadvantage. The Venny
lost its funding due to the former government’s cuts. It
is only open due to the generosity of the local
community and Melbourne City Council, but it
urgently needs a relatively small injection of funds from
the state government to support it and to ensure that it
can keep its doors open.

St Albans electorate
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — (Question 153)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I ask the minister to inform me of plans to
reinstate bus route 418 in St Albans. Lately local
residents have raised with me the issue of the route 418
bus service that was removed by the previous
government. This bus service operated for more than
30 years, providing reliable transport to local residents,
including to a primary school and a number of childcare
centres along its path. St Albans pensioner Rita used
this bus route as her only means of transport to and
from St Albans. Like Rita, many others are suffering
from the removal of this bus route. Eight months later
bus shelters remain in place along the axed bus route. I
ask again the Minister for Public Transport to inform
me of the plans to reinstate the 418 bus service — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.
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Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (Question 154) Can the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety provide me with
the number of cars per day that cross the Heatherdale
Road, Mitcham, level crossing, the Blackburn Road,
Blackburn, level crossing, and prior to its removal the
Mitcham Road, Mitcham level crossing so that I can
inform my constituents?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 155) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Strathmore Primary School turned 70 years of age last
year, and is really showing its age. The roof leaks, the
window frames are rotting, and the buildings are in a
general state of disrepair. At the 2010 state election
Labor promised to spend $5.7 million on rebuilding the
school. After the election the coalition government
refused to rebuild the school. As a consequence of this
neglect, the school is now in an even worse state. The
Premier and the minister have both visited the school in
the past 12 months and have seen for themselves the
need for this school to be rebuilt. Can the minister
therefore advise when Strathmore Primary School will
be rebuilt?

GRIEVANCES
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That grievances be noted.

I call on the member for Gippsland South, and I caution
the house that this is the member’s inaugural speech
and therefore the member will be heard in absolute
silence.

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Today I rise
to bring forward the grievances of the people of
Gippsland South. The first of course is that I am their
elected member! Bad jokes aside, it is an honour and a
privilege to stand here today and deliver my inaugural
speech as the new Nationals member for Gippsland
South. It was only just over 12 months that I uttered
similar words, but as the new Nationals member for
Eastern Victoria Region in the other place. Much has
happened in that year, but fundamentally I have not
changed as a person, so for those who sat through my
first inaugural speech, I apologise in advance because
there has been a fair bit of cutting and pasting.
Firstly, I want to thank the people who brought me
here, the people of Gippsland South. Make no mistake,
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the recent by-election was a hard-fought affair, and I
am honoured and humbled to have been selected by the
people of the electorate as their representative. I
appreciate the faith that has been placed in me, and I
intend to ensure that faith is repaid in the next three and
a half years.
Gippsland South is a wonderful electorate. In my totally
unbiased opinion it is clearly the best and most
beautiful in the state. It is home to warm, welcoming
and hardworking people. It is the traditional land of the
Gunaikurnai and Bunurong people. My home town of
Sale was one of the first European settlements in
Gippsland and remains an important regional centre
and home to most of the offshore oil and gas industry in
Bass Strait. The nearby Macalister irrigation district
(MID), which I share with the member for Gippsland
East, contributes $500 million to the local economy
annually and supports hundreds of farms and hundreds
of jobs off-farm.
It is important that we keep co-founding the MID 2030
project, which is upgrading the system to improve
water use efficiency and delivering the savings back
into production. The upgrade of the MID would be
great news for the Gippsland Lakes, a natural marvel
and a great tourism attraction for our region. Loch
Sport, Golden and Paradise beaches, Seaspray and the
Ninety Mile Beach are likewise magnets for tourists.
Inland we have some of the best and most fertile
farming land in the country. Dairy and beef farms
dominate the beautiful green rolling hills of South
Gippsland, and high regular rainfall makes it a land of
plenty and a good place for plantations in the
Strzeleckis. The farming zone is serviced by the
regional service centres of Leongatha and Korumburra,
homes to Murray Goulburn and Burra Foods
respectively, two important dairy plants providing jobs
in the region.
The Gippsland South electorate is also blessed by
having within it many great small country towns which
are home to both generations of local families and the
many newcomers who have come to enjoy the views
and the clean, green lifestyle that the region offers in
places like Foster, Meeniyan, Mirboo North, Rosedale,
Toora, Welshpool, Yarram, Loch, the fabulously
named Poowong, Fish Creek and Venus Bay, as well as
hamlets like Nyora, Tarwin Lower, Gormandale,
Koonwarra, Alberton, Dumbalk, Yanakie, Sandy Point,
Walkerville, Waratah Bay and Woodside; and the ports,
Welshpool, Albert and Franklin.
The jewel in the crown of our natural attractions is
undoubtedly Wilsons Promontory. I have camped and
hiked at the Prom many times, and it is truly a special
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place, and one that makes it just that little bit more
special to be the member for Gippsland South. Then
there is Corner Inlet, Waratah and Venus bays, Cape
Liptrap, Agnes Falls, Tarra-Bulga National Park, the
Ninety Mile Beach, the lakes which I have already
mentioned, and the games reserves, making the Heart
Morass and Jack Smith Lake havens for wildlife and
destinations for hunters from across the state and indeed
around the world.
Our region has many great natural resources. It should
be a wealthier place. I believe we should develop our
natural assets while protecting the local environment to
ensure a strong local economy for the future. On one
issue, though, that of natural gas development, I am
very supportive of a cautious and conservative
approach. There is no need to rush this, and the
protection of our land and water resources must be
paramount in any future decisions.
Fundamentally a seat in this place is about service of
the people. We are not here for our own
self-aggrandisement but to serve our constituents to the
best of their ability. I will not always win, but the
promise I make is that I will always have a go for my
electorate. My predecessor always had a go, and more
often than not he won. Peter Julian Ryan served as the
member for Gippsland South for 22½ years, and he did
it with distinction. I have no doubt that my own
by-election victory was built on the back of the vast
reserves of goodwill that Peter accumulated over his
years of service. I do not need any more reminding that
I have big shoes to fill. I have to say that during the
by-election campaign Peter was something like an
expectant father, pacing up and down the hospital
corridor. His elation when the baby was born, so to
speak, was palpable, and I thank Peter and his wife
Trish for their strong support.
The other reason I believe I was elected is the strong
desire of country people to still be represented by a
country-based party. The by-election result bears this
out. There were seven other candidates, including a
strong challenge from the Liberals and the Greens, plus
four Independents, but nearly one in two people voted
for the only party wholly and solely focused on country
people. The Nationals have long championed a simple
premise: that country Victorians deserve their fair
share. I joined The Nationals because I have always felt
that country people get a raw deal and are often taken
for granted, or at best misunderstood by our city
brethren. It is a sense that I felt most acutely when
previously serving as CEO of the National Irrigators
Council at the height of the Murray-Darling Basin plan
debate. There was a sense then that the lives of
thousands of people were being dictated to by people
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with little or no connection to the land and the rivers
themselves: bureaucrats, activists, scientists,
economists and politicians with grand paternalistic
plans for their home but with little care or thought of
what the people most impacted by it might want. It is a
sense I continue to feel as city-based parties and activist
groups try to inflict their view of the world on our
communities, most recently with calls to close
Hazelwood power station in my neighbouring
electorate and in past debates on forestry in Gippsland.
As part of a strong Nationals team I want to do my part
to stand up for country people. I stand here today as a
proud and passionate Gippslander. My family has
Gippsland blood coursing through its veins. Mum’s
ancestors came across into Gippsland from the Monaro
at about the same time as John Batman set foot in
Melbourne. Dad’s great-grandparents settled Begowra
Station at Swifts Creek in 1877. I was born and raised
in Traralgon, the youngest of seven children. I said last
year in my first speech that I am very confident that if
ever there is the slightest whiff that I am getting too big
for my boots, my siblings will bring me back to earth
with a thud. Having served a year with my Nationals
party room colleagues, I have no doubt they would get
to me before my family. Indeed, they already do.
Mum was a schoolteacher and Dad a shearer and
farmhand turned political activist. Dad worked for the
National Civic Council for many years and was a
member of the DLP for some time. He later joined the
National Party and stood for the federal seat of
McMillan in 1987 before standing for preselection in
the Victorian seat of Gippsland Province, a preselection
won by Peter Hall, whom I would replace 26 years later
in a twist of familial fate.
I went to school in Traralgon before taking up a
journalism cadetship at the Gippsland Times newspaper
in Sale. I spent time in TV news for Southern Cross and
later WIN TV, notwithstanding the advice of some of
my newspaper colleagues that they thought I had a
good head for radio. I never really had political
ambitions, but politics was always a topic of
conversation in our household. I used to sit next to Dad
as he watched the nightly news and railed at
Communists or at Bob Hawke, John Cain, Norm
Gallagher and — I am sorry to say for the member for
Thomastown — John Halfpenny. In year 10 a teacher,
infuriated at some transgression of mine from the back
row, called out, ‘Okay, O’Brien, you think you are so
good, why don’t you tell us who the leader of the Polish
Solidarity movement is’. I naturally replied, ‘Lec
Walensa’. Of all the 15-year-olds he could have asked
and of all the questions he could have asked to try to
embarrass me, that was not it! His enraged response
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was to kick me out. I am surely the only student ever to
be kicked out of class for getting a question right.
With that background and with a passion for country
people, it was no surprise, I guess, that after my time as
a journalist I went to work for Peter Ryan and The
Nationals 15 years ago. The injustice faced by our
farmers in a distorted and subsidised global trading
system led me to work for Mark Vaille when he was
trade minister and later as a senior adviser when he was
Deputy Prime Minister. And for a brief period before
coming to Parliament I was Barnaby Joyce’s chief of
staff — and, yes, that was interesting.
I have learnt a lot from each of those leaders, but I am
not Peter Ryan or Mark Vaille or Barnaby Joyce or
Peter Walsh. I am my own man with my own
convictions and values. I believe in free enterprise, in
governments getting out of the way of the private
sector, in cutting red and green tape, and in the power
of markets to deliver better standards of living. But I
also believe it is the role of government to step in where
markets fail, and they often do when it comes to
regional Australia. I believe in the family as the core
and fundamentally important unit of our society. It
provides the bedrock in its various forms and should be
supported as best as possible by all of us here as
lawmakers.
In my first year in Parliament I have learnt that so many
of the social problems we face in our community can be
traced back to children not having a loving family
upbringing, of never knowing good role models, never
seeing parents who go out to work each day, never
really being loved, nurtured and encouraged. There are
horrific stories of abuse and neglect that traumatise little
minds and make later life as solid adult citizens almost
impossible.
My own upbringing in a large and happy family was
perfect, and for that I have to thank my mum and dad
who unfortunately cannot be here today. They taught
me about respect, about doing the right thing because it
is the right thing to do and about the importance of
personal responsibility. Too often in recent times our
society has demanded rights without any thought about
responsibility. I am concerned too at a growing
tendency of our society to want governments to fix
everything. Of course governments should provide a
social safety net for the vulnerable and address market
failure where it occurs, but we cannot and should not
expect government to fix everything. Recently we had a
few hazy days in Gippsland, as we do at this time of
year when burn-offs occur. This led to a call that was
given airplay by local media for SMS message alerts to
be sent to the community on days of poor air quality.
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The reality is that anyone who looked or stepped
outside on those days could clearly see that the air
quality was not great, so why would we need a
government department to tell us so? This nanny state
mentality has to stop. We have to be encouraged to
think and act for ourselves, take responsibility for our
own actions and work as best we can to solve our own
problems.
I believe in the rule of law, in individual liberty and that
communities are best placed to determine their futures,
not politicians or bureaucrats in some distant capital. I
believe each and every person should be afforded the
opportunity to make the best of themselves and their
community through a good education and an honest
day’s work. I believe all Australian’s deserve a fair go
and that rural Australians should have access to the
same opportunities, services and standards of living as
those in the city. This is a fundamental tenet of my
party and one that has served it well for many decades.
There are plenty of complaints about politicians,
bureaucrats and our system of government generally,
but for all its faults Australia’s system works pretty
well. I have lived and travelled extensively overseas
and strongly believe we stack up well. Our system has
delivered a stable government, steady economic growth
and a good standard of living. Winston Churchill once
said that democracy is the worst form of government,
except for every other form that has ever been tried.
Our system is a bit the same, so I say to Victorians and
to my constituents, by all means come to me and
complain — that is what I get paid for — but have a
little perspective and remember how good we have it in
this great land and great state.
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I also need to thank our state director, Jenny Hammett;
Katie, Clare and Tim at head office; my party room
colleagues who all did their bit to help — and I thank
you guys; my federal colleagues and friends, Darren
Chester and Senator Bridget McKenzie; Ben Bulmer as
my driver and right-hand man; and the wider family of
The Nationals, including many staff who gave up their
own time to come and help me campaign. I thank my
family, and particularly my parents, Anne and Pat, for
giving me such a good upbringing, along with my
brother, Leo, and sisters, Julie, Clare, Mary, Monica
and Jacinta, and their families, for their love and
support over the years and during the campaign.
Finally, to my beautiful wife, Vicki, thank you from the
bottom of my heart. You have put your career on hold
for me, and after two elections in succession you
probably deserve a sainthood. You are my soulmate,
my confidant and my best friend. Our four-year-old
twins, Harvey and Millie, do not quite understand why
daddy always has to go to the office, but I hope for all
of us I will be able to get the work-life balance right in
this difficult job. Sadly, our other little boys, Finn and
Riley, will never grow up to see me in this place; but I
know they will be keeping a watchful eye on us from
above.
I am humbled to be an MP, and now to be a member of
the Legislative Assembly. It is an honour and a
privilege bestowed on few, and I shall be ever mindful
of the responsibility it brings. I am passionate about
Gippsland and Gippsland South, and I will do
everything in my power to serve the people of the
region fully and faithfully.

Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade
At this point I must thank the many members and
supporters of The Nationals who helped to get me
elected. Manning polling booths, stuffing envelopes
and putting up corflutes is normally something they do
only every few years, but for me they had to back up
again in a matter of months and did a sterling job. There
are too many people to name individually, but I will
single out one as an example of them all. Fred Crook is
a long-time Nat from Loch Sport and a great bloke.
Freddie is a pensioner, has some serious health issues
and, by his own admission, will not be long for this
place. But after having let his membership lapse in
protest at a price rise a few years back, Fred drove to
Sale and paid his money, just so he could sign my
nomination form. Fred, I hope you are around for a few
more elections yet. This was emblematic of the sort of
support I had from our membership base, and I cannot
thank them enough.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
With your indulgence, Deputy Speaker, before I
commence my grievance contribution, I congratulate
the new member for Gippsland South on his
contribution. I wish him and his family all the very best.
It is a bit unfair that I am going to find it a challenge to
get stuck into the opposition during this grievance
debate with a tear in my eye. So I thank the member for
adding to the complexities of the day, but I congratulate
him on his election and look forward to our exchanges
across the chamber.
I rise today to grieve for the passengers on the
Cranbourne passenger line who were totally and
absolutely misled by the failed former Liberal
government when it came to what was known as the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade, an unsolicited bid
proposal that was being considered by the former
government. It became incumbent upon the newly
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elected Andrews Labor government to get in there,
unravel the mess it had been left with this proposal and
get on with implementing a proper program of works
that delivers the services and the level crossing
removals that the passengers on the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines need and deserve.
This is Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor. The
commuters on these rail lines were absolutely misled by
the former Liberal government when it announced in
March 2014 that this project was going ahead. That
claim was made over and over again. That government
put up big flashy billboards along the rail corridor,
telling passengers in this community that the upgrade
was happening, that 25 new trains were coming, that
four level crossing removals were coming and that high
capacity signalling along the line was coming. None of
this was true because in no way had any agreements
been reached or a project finalised by the former
government. Not only that, changes were made to the
original proposal that passengers on the Cranbourne
and Pakenham lines were not even told about.
Whether it is in public transport or in other areas across
government, this is another example of how we are
working hard to address the problems that have been
left to us by the failed former Liberal government.
When it came to this Cranbourne-Pakenham unsolicited
bid proposal, that government was quite prepared to let
the private sector go out and do the heavy lifting on the
policy work — the work that it should have been doing
as a government. Ultimately what it was prepared to put
in place was a package of works that would not have
delivered the upgrade in services that this community
needed.
Let me start with the problems with this proposal. The
former government claimed it was delivering
25 high-capacity trains for passengers along this
corridor. That was not enough trains. The former
government knew that 25 trains would not address the
congestion issues on this line. As I said earlier, this is
Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor. Twenty-five was just
not a large enough number of trains to address the
congestion issues; 37 high-capacity trains was the
number that was needed to meet future passenger
demand. To make matters worse, the former
government was prepared to have these trains built
overseas. There were no local content requirements in
place. The former government was quite prepared to
have proposals come in that would have seen jobs in
Victoria placed at risk in favour of seeing work done
overseas. That is just disgraceful.
Given the challenges to our economy, for four years the
former opposition and the Victorian community were
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pleading with the previous government to put a jobs
plan in place, but it ignored those calls. It ignored those
demands. We can now see that the former government
was quite prepared to sit back and allow work to go
overseas when we have a rail manufacturing industry
here in Victoria that could have supported the work.
The former government turned its back on the local rail
industry in favour of supporting the work going
overseas.
Another failure of the former government was to not
recognise that removing four level crossings was not
enough to address the congestion and capacity needs of
the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor. There are nine
level crossings between Dandenong and the city. The
failed former government was prepared to remove only
four of those level crossings. What that would have
meant for the community along this line was that it
would have continued to experience congestion on
local roads around level crossings. The boom gates at
some of these level crossings would have continued to
stay down for 80 minutes in every 2-hour morning peak
period. Level crossings cause congestion. They are a
safety risk, and they stop us from being able to run
more train services. Removing four level crossings just
was not enough.
A further concern with the proposal that the former
failed Liberal government was prepared to foist on
passengers on the Dandenong line was that it would
have effectively privatised this section of Melbourne’s
rail network. It would have isolated this line from the
rest of the system for the next 20 years, making an
already complex rail network even more complex and
not putting in place the solutions that were needed. If all
of this was not enough, what we did we discover as we
were picking our way through the mess that was left for
us by the former Liberal government? We found that
their claims about high-capacity signalling were just
false.
Time and again the failed former Liberal government
told the community along this corridor that
high-capacity signalling was part of this project, that
there was going to be high-capacity signalling along the
line. What it did not tell the community was that in the
week before the 2014 state election it secretly shelved
the high-capacity signalling trial it had proposed as part
of this line. The former government was quite happy to
continue to talk about it. Indeed the failed former
Treasurer did so in this house on 11 February 2015,
saying that high-capacity signalling was part of the
Cranbourne-Pakenham upgrade even though he knew
that he was part of a government that had signed an
agreement with the consortium to remove the
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high-capacity signalling project that had originally been
proposed and put to the local community.
It is disgraceful treatment of passengers on this line. We
have seen time and again from this failed former
government that it was prepared to do side deals and
keep them secret from the Victorian community. It was
prepared to do whatever it took and put the Victorian
taxpayers and Victorian public transport users at risk
when it came to the former government’s dodgy
dealings in public transport. It is another example of the
challenges we face.
What do we see when we put all this together? The
budget for this project, we were told repeatedly by the
former government, was $2.5 billion. Even though it
had reduced the scope by removing the high-capacity
signalling component from the line, an independent
assessment of this proposal found that it would have
blown the budget by at least $500 million. And it was
about a year behind schedule. It was a massively
delayed project. As I said, in March last year the
government announced that this was happening. It was
coming. It put up the fancy billboards and handed out
the glossy pamphlets at train stations but did not tell
those passengers that the government had not reached
an agreement, that the budget had been blown and that
it was a massively delayed project. It was not a project
about making sure that the congestion issues, whether
road or rail, were addressed. All up, this was a project
that just did not stack up.
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the corridor, and it will relieve road congestion around
those intersections. We will be upgrading four train
stations as we remove the level crossings, and we have
also announced that we will purchasing
37 high-capacity trains, the number that the former
government was told it should have been ordering but
did not. We will be ordering 37 high-capacity trains and
these trains will be built here in Victoria.
We do not want to see taxpayer funds that are being
spent on improving public transport in Victoria not
being used to maximise every job opportunity for this
state, and that is why the tender for this proposal will
have a minimum of 50 per cent local content
requirements. Bombardier Transportation in
Dandenong proves that when you have a local contract
requirement you can get it right. The former
government failed to understand this. You can support
Victorian jobs and get a great product, and that is what
we want to do by including those local content
requirements.
We will be doing a proper high-capacity signalling trial,
as well as upgrading the conventional signalling on the
line between Caulfield and Dandenong. We will be
undertaking a trial of high-capacity signalling on the
Sandringham line. Again, this is work that the former
government was advised on. It was advised that the best
place for the high-capacity signalling trial to be rolled
out and tested was on the Sandringham line, as it is a
separate part of the network. The former government
thought it made sense to test the high-capacity
signalling on the busiest line in Melbourne. It did not
make sense. The former government ignored the
advice, and indeed it scrapped the work that had
already been done on the business case in favour of its
failed proposal for the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor.

That is why the Andrews Labor government has had to
work incredibly hard to unpick the mess that was left
by the former failed Liberal government and go through
the components of this project. Under this plan if
someone wanted to get to work by train or bus or car it
would have taken them longer to get there and to get
home. It would not have relieved the congestion for the
around 1 million people living in the south-east of
Melbourne. That is why in working through this issue
the Andrews Labor government has put in place a
program of works that is about delivering what the
passengers of the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor
need and deserve. It is one that has been carefully
planned. It has been worked through in the appropriate
way. The proper processes within government have
been followed.

Labor’s program of works will dramatically increase
the number of people who can travel on the Dandenong
line. It will increase by around 11 000 the number of
people who can travel during the peak period, which
represents a 42 per cent increase. As I said, this is
Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor. What was needed
was a program of works that addressed the problem, not
one that went only part of the way and led to budget
blowouts and massive delays.

That is why we were very pleased to announce, with
the Premier and Treasurer, that we will transform
Melbourne’s busiest train line. We will be removing
every one of those nine level crossings between
Dandenong and the centre of Melbourne, meaning that
there will be no level crossings from Dandenong into
the city. It will allow us to run more train services along

The program of works that we have announced will
address the problem. Labor has been up-front with the
community about its proposals. We have told them
what we intend to do. We did not keep secrets like the
former failed Liberal Treasurer did in not telling the
community that he had secretly shelved the
high-capacity signalling trial that was proposed for the

GRIEVANCES
984

ASSEMBLY

line. We have revealed to the Victorian community
exactly what we intend to do along the Dandenong
corridor and with the high-capacity signal testing on the
Sandringham line.
In finishing my contribution, I want to emphasise that
this government has a very strong focus when it comes
to supporting public transport in this state. We want to
make sure that we are looking at the right solution,
whether it is pursuing the Melbourne Metro rail project,
which is about unlocking congestion in the centre of
Melbourne and putting on extra services, or the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor. It is about making
sure that we have the program of works that is needed.
Our program is carefully planned. It has been done in
the appropriate way.
We have been honest in informing the Victorian
community about what we want to do along this
corridor, which stands in stark contrast to what the
failed former Liberal government was prepared to foist
on the community — a program that was badly
over-budget, massively delayed and which had had its
scope significantly reduced. Labor has rejected that
approach. We will take a very different approach in
supporting increased passenger movements on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor by boosting the
capacity of the line by 42 per cent and creating local
jobs which support the Victorian rail industry.

East–west link
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I grieve for all
Victorians. I grieve for them because the Andrews
Labor government governs for the Greens only. Make
no mistake! It is all about saving Labor’s inner-city
seats and preventing them going the way of the seat of
Melbourne.
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this contract. We know that those opposite have no idea
about the needs of Victoria and put politics first,
because on 19 August 2008 the Attorney-General, then
a member for Western Metropolitan Region in the
Legislative Council, said:
But the Greens have told motorists in the middle and outer
west to ‘stick it’ — no new river crossings and no new roads
for them. Car drivers in the west are to be punished, sacrificed
on the altar of green ideology.
In the inner west a consequence of the Greens’ position
would be that the trucks remain on local roads. We expect all
that from the Greens.

We expect that from Labor because we see it now. That
is its position, and the problem with Labor’s position is
it swings on the breeze of the political moment.
On 8 June 2010 the member for Williamstown, now the
Minister for Police, made comments in this house about
Colleen Hartland, a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the Council. He said:
Recent comments by a member for Western Metropolitan
Region in the Council, Colleen Hartland, opposing the
WestLink road tunnel project conveniently ignores
independent reports by Sir Rod Eddington and the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission. These reports made
it clear that Melbourne’s dependency on the West Gate
Bridge cannot be sustained over the longer term. Sir Rod
Eddington indicated in his east–west link needs assessment
that reducing Melbourne’s reliance on the West Gate Bridge
and increasing road capacity across the Maribyrnong River
were critical for Melbourne’s west.

That is what the member for Williamstown said in this
house. He went on to say that tackling this matter
would increase capacity for new business opportunities
and generate employment growth. But not now. What
has changed? Politics has changed this. It is not about
good policy. The same member said on 2 September
2009:

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYALL — Those opposite might laugh but
they would not be in government without the Greens,
let us face it. They want to stop the inner-city seats of
Brunswick, Richmond and Northcote from going the
way Melbourne did. It is not about setting up Victoria
for a future and it is not about the needs of business.
The cancellation of the east–west link is all about
politics and not about policy. This Labor government is
paying $420 million plus sunk costs to not build a road
that Victoria desperately needs. How do we know it is
all about politics and not about good policy or what
Victoria needs? Because Victoria needs to be able to
grow businesses and jobs, grow our economy and build
prosperity. We know this is all about politics because if
Labor had had that in mind, it would not have cancelled

Clearly a second major river crossing is needed … while
improving cross-city travel for all Melburnians.

The Treasurer said on 31 July 2008:
In the land occupied by those opposite —

and at the time that was the coalition —
there is no plan to improve our east–west connections.

Hello! There is no plan now to improve our east–west
connections because the government has cancelled it.
On 8 April 2008 the Treasurer said:
Sir Rod Eddington in his report identifies the challenges that
confront the state of Victoria, but he describes them as the
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symptoms of success. They are symptoms that this
government —

the then Labor government —
is well equipped to deal with. They are symptoms those
opposite —

being the coalition —
would not be particularly well acquainted with.

The Treasurer said that in 2008 about the then Labor
government, and it is interesting that this government,
the Andrews Labor government, has no idea how to
deal with the issue at hand. I suggest that this
government and its team of economic illiterates, even
having been told the situation by Sir Rod Eddington,
still do not get it. The challenges that confront this state
are symptoms of success. So unacquainted is the
Treasurer with that idea that he and his economic
vandals want to stop success. They want to stop
economic growth. They want to stop business success
by disadvantaging the necessary movement of business
around our state. We know that at the heart of this
government is a failure to understand business and what
needs to be done to grow our economy and grow jobs
for Victorians. We might ask why.
It is interesting to look at the parliamentary website to
see that the Premier’s work experience was as an
electorate officer and a Labor Party assistant secretary;
the Treasurer’s was in a union and electorate offices;
the Minister for Finance, who is in the house now, was
an electorate officer; the Minister for Employment was
an electorate officer; the Minister for Industry worked
for unions and was an electorate officer; and the
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade was
an electorate officer. There we have it: the economic
A team of the Andrews government is a group of
people without a single element of experience outside
of unions and electorate offices. They have no
experience in business. The Minister for Sport has more
experience in business and the outside world than all
the members of the economic ministry team put
together — and that is saying something.
This is classic evidence of the fact that this government
fails to recognise that productivity is one of our greatest
challenges in this state. Yet productivity is crucial to
our state’s businesses and to jobs. It is crucial to
Victoria’s capacity to make sure that it can afford its
public services and public servants. It is therefore
unthinkable that the last time the Premier of this state
uttered that word in this house was on 4 September
2013, when he was Leader of the Opposition. He only
ever said it in the context of the Productivity
Commission, and he only used the word back then
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because I pointed out to the house that it was not part of
his vocabulary and as Leader of the Opposition at the
time it should have been. Interestingly, at the very next
question time his advisers gave the word ‘productivity’
to him to use in a question, and he used it then three
times. The problem was that he did not understand it;
he did not know what it meant.
The point is, given his inexperience, the Premier has no
idea how important that word is to our state, and he
therefore puts politics before good policy and cancels
the biggest productivity improver on the agenda in this
state: the east–west link. He will not listen to industry
groups. In fact members of industry groups have been
at lunches with him, and he has refused to take
questions.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms RYALL — Indeed it is a fact, member for
Mount Martha. No wonder he ignored their pleas. He
just does not get it. In May 2014 the then
Treasurer — —
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the honourable member should refer to other members
by their correct titles.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I agree with
that, but the honourable member should continue.
Ms RYALL — The Treasurer in May 2014 used the
term ‘productivity’ once, and that was in relation to
quoting someone on this side of the house and saying
that we on this side of the house like to talk about
productivity. That is the only reason he used that word.
We do talk about productivity because it is vitally
important for our state. The only thing that reflects any
insight is that he does not know why we are talking
about productivity. The Treasurer makes an Easter
Island statue look active.
The Treasurer last raised the issue of productivity in
2012, and it is now 2015. That is a disgrace. The
Minister for Finance, who is at the table, has only used
the word ‘productivity’ once in this house, and he did
not use it when referring to an organisation such as the
Productivity Commission. He used it once, and that was
in October 2012. If the member would like to look up
Hansard, he might find the same information.
The Minister for Employment last used the word
‘productivity’ in November 2012; the Minister for
Industry used it in 2013. Is there a pattern of behaviour
here? This government does not understand how
critical productivity is to this state and why it needs
projects like the east–west link. Productivity is a major
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challenge we face in this state, and those opposite do
not know what it is. It is like children looking into the
Myer windows. They are all excited about what is
happening but have no idea what is going on behind it.
They are fascinated by the spectacle. They have no
personal experience in how to drive productivity and
what to do about it, how to manage a commercial
budget, how to drive operations and how to drive a
budget to outcomes.
All we are left with by this Labor government is a
discredited ideology in which the people of Victoria are
an experiment in its socialist laboratory. It treats the
Victorian economy as an ideological experiment. This
state is an experiment. Those opposite might like to
know that the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing is actually a member of the Fabian Society.
That is well declared on the Parliament’s website.
Honourable members applauding.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! It is
disorderly for honourable members to clap.
Mr Hodgett — They should do it at the end.
Ms RYALL — Yes, at the end! The Fabian Society
is an ideological organisation that promotes socialism,
and, make no mistake, the government is treating
Victoria and its economy as an ideological experiment.
Government members have never done any learning;
they are learning on the job. In fact I would say they are
not even learning — that is the problem — and we are
guinea pigs in their socialist laboratory. It is an
experiment in socialism, and I never thought I would
see it in my lifetime — something as discredited as this
leftist movement and this leftist experiment in this state.
As Tom Elliott likes to say, the population growth in
this state increases by about an MCG-full per year. It is
interesting that those opposite are all ears to unions and
no ears to business. They are not listening to business.
There have been changes in business and innovation
and in the way businesses work, and there have been
changes in consumers’ buying behaviour. People buy
so much online these days, and those products do not
get to consumers by train carriage or bus; they get to
them via the roads. Changing behaviours within our
society mean that businesses need those roads.
Appropriate roads can save businesses time, and saving
time is money, money businesses can use to put people
in jobs.
The Andrews government has shut the door on business
by cancelling this contract. In my electorate
300 independent contractors now have no work ahead
of them. Many of these contractors are migrants who
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have worked very hard to buy their own trucks, and
they have no work ahead of them. What were they told
when I raised a constituency question with the
government in relation to this problem? ‘We are doing
level crossing removals’. There is only eight days work
per level crossing removal. That is what will be given
to the earthmoving sector. Compare that to the three
years solid work they would have received with the
construction of the east–west link and the continuation
of the pipeline of projects that was in place.
We need to hear about productivity from those
opposite, but we have not heard a murmur. In the
2013–14 budget, when money was set aside for the
east–west link, we did not hear anything from the now
Premier, the then opposition leader, nor did we hear
anything from the Labor Party. In fact members
opposite approved that budget. Now they have the
audacity to say to members of the coalition, ‘You
delivered on your budget’, something they approved.
At the time there was no response, just silence.
Labor has now cancelled the east–west link project. It
has said to the coalition, ‘You shouldn’t have spent that
money’, and yet it approved it in the budget. Melbourne
is Australia’s fastest growing city. We need this project,
and Labor knows it. For every day this project is
delayed there are costs. Those opposite have said time
and again that a second river crossing is vital. Labor has
trashed Victoria’s international reputation. The process
went ahead according to schedule, and this is why this
decision of Labor is all about politics and the Greens,
and it stinks that the Andrews Labor government chose
to put politics over the needs of Victorians.

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I grieve for the
consequences for communities and families of the lack
of leadership, vision and a coordinated plan from the
Australian government and the former Victorian
government, which has led to cruel neglect, political
bias and dire consequences. Nowhere are such
consequences more acutely felt than in Broadmeadows,
the proud and resilient community that has underwritten
Victoria’s prosperity for generations with its muscle,
sweat and nous.
Through you, Speaker, I want to send a message to
Australia’s Treasurer, Joe Hockey: ‘Say it ain’t so, Joe!
Say it ain’t so!’. Surely the Treasurer is not rejecting an
invitation to come to an economic and cultural
development planning session and summit in
Broadmeadows, because this is the community that was
most harshly dealt with under his first budget. The
unfairness of his first budget led to the
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near-political-death experience of the Prime Minister.
This is where the Treasurer needs to come. He needs to
meet the heavy lifters. He needs to forget the class war
rhetoric of lifters and leaners that dates back to the Cold
War. He should come to Broadmeadows and meet the
people who want to build a future.
There is a one-off chance in Broadmeadows to create
opportunity out of adversity. We are witnessing the
demise of the once-proud Australian automotive
industry. One of the opportunities here relates to the
question of what is going to happen with the Ford land.
What will happen with this opportunity — land that is
so close to the city, has Sydney Road in front of it, has a
rail line running into it and has Melbourne Airport
behind it? I would like to see Broadmeadows being
remembered in the future for the rise of CSL rather than
the demise of Ford. We have an opportunity to say,
‘What do we need to do to bring more medical research
or more companies into this area?’.
The City of Hume does not want to look at subdividing
the Ford land for more housing, and I support that
proposition. We should look at where the new
industries and the new jobs are going to come from. I
asked the Treasurer of the country to come and be part
of a strategy to try to work out how we can coordinate,
because the coordination is critical. Historically it is
what has been neglected. We can now bring together
the two tiers of government. We can bring civil society
into this. Large, medium and small businesses want to
be part of it. However, when I wrote to the federal
Treasurer, the answer I got from Grant Lovett, Chief of
Staff of the Treasurer of Australia, was:
Thank you for your letter of 13 February 2015, inviting the
Treasurer to be the keynote speaker at an economic and
cultural development summit you are proposing in
Broadmeadows, in case the Prime Minister was unable to
attend.
Unfortunately, the Treasurer is unable to commit to such an
event, given competing portfolio commitments over the
coming months. I wish your summit well, and hope that it is
successful in building new partnerships for your community
and Victoria as a whole.
I have copied this letter to the Prime Minister’s office for
information.

The issue is that the Treasurer’s office will not send a
representative, a public servant or even a functionary to
be part of this important summit. The response of the
Treasurer’s office confirms yet again that under
coalition governments Australians are on their own.
This was the critical point revealed to the broader
community in last year’s Victorian state election — we
are on our own. The Treasurer is saying, ‘Goodbye and
good luck. I hope you can get your own partners’.
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We have worked on this strategy since 1999 to develop
partnerships. We have been able to coordinate with
Labor governments. We had a period of enlightenment
under the Bracks and Brumby governments and then
later under the Rudd and Gillard federal governments
when there were school regeneration projects and when
we built libraries, global learning villages and
multiversities. We coordinated a strategy for lifelong
learning from preschool to the postgraduate level in
Broadmeadows. Broadmeadows is the only place in the
country that this has happened, and we did it proudly
through a coordinated strategy. The only critical
organisations that do not want to be part of this are
coalition governments, and that indicates that they do
not actually care. That is the critical point. Even now,
after the Prime Minister has had his near-political-death
experience, the Treasurer is still saying, ‘Goodbye and
good luck. You are on your own’.
I find it remarkable that this has been the response. I
want to emphasise the things we have done in the
community, including coordinating with the
multiversity, an Australian first, and having Kangan
Institute be a part of that to provide training for
blue-collar jobs. What happened under the coalition
governments, the Napthine and Baillieu
administrations? They cut $25 million from Kangan
Institute’s budget. Then what did they do? They wanted
to merge Kangan with Bendigo TAFE. Because there
are so many likenesses between the communities of
Broadmeadows and Bendigo! What was that about? It
was about marginal seats. That is what it has always
been about.
The former Minister for Planning, now the Leader of
the Opposition in this house, axed nearly $100 million
in shovel-ready projects that had already been funded
by Labor to help economic development. He
transported them down the train line to sandbag
marginal seats. That is what happened under the
coalition government because it looks at the community
in that way.
Then we had the Sunbury out of Hume proposition. I
am thankful that the new Minister for Local
Government is conducting an investigation into the
facts. Was this just a set-up and a stitch-up of a
community in order to redistribute resources from the
people of Broadmeadows and the rest of the Hume
municipality to Sunbury? What will that money be used
for? Will it be used to build a new town hall? Will it be
used to start a new bureaucracy? Where will that
money go? It is being taken from the poorest
community in the state. From the outset I said this
proposal was unprecedented and unfair and would be
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unsustainable. We will see what comes from this
inquiry.
The response we have had from coalition governments,
state and federal, goes to a proposition about fairness. It
contrasts directly with the response I got from the
Treasurer of Victoria when I asked him a constituency
question on behalf of the people of Broadmeadows. He
wrote:
… the Labor government is committed to fixing the jobs
crisis through our Back to Work plan which includes:
$100 million (over two years) for incentive payments
targeting young, long-term unemployed and retrenched
workers
$500 million for the ‘Premier’s jobs and investment
panel’; and
$200 million for future industries: medical, new energy
tech, food and fibre, transport, defence and construction
technology, international education and professional
services.
I look forward to working with you to help the
Broadmeadows community find more opportunities.
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that can be found with the name of a Liberal Prime
Minister or a Liberal Premier for a Liberal-funded
project. That is a stark symbol for a community that has
underwritten the prosperity of this state for generations.
My plea is that it is time to put politics aside because
this matter is too important. We cannot allow
communities to continually deal with an increasingly
difficult level of complexity, of unemployment at
perilously high rates, of a disconnect between the
federal government’s agenda and the state’s because the
federal government has not partnered directly with the
Victorian government. At the recent ALP conference I
put forward a strategy that has been adopted — namely,
that there should be a task force to try to bring together
these different power structures, including business, the
union movement and the Victorian government, and to
coordinate the three tiers of government. Such a
coordinated strategy would actually save money, and
this is the folly of it not being adopted. It goes to the
point of governments not caring and not taking up what
needs to be done in critical electorates. That is why I
am arguing that the situation can no longer be ignored.

This response goes to the heart of the matter. The
critical point is to coordinate a strategy to help create
opportunities instead of being bystanders. This is the
way the world turns now: if you stand still, you get run
over. It is pretty clear cut: if you are not investing in
skills and jobs and growth, you cannot build prosperity.
This is the proposition we are now trying to deliver
under an Andrews Labor government in Victoria. It
stands in stark contrast to what happened under the
former Baillieu and Napthine regimes and to the current
Australian government’s approach.

The evidence is incontrovertible: this is about political
bias. The former coalition regime in Victoria and the
current federal government looked at the
Broadmeadows electorate and asked, ‘Will they vote
for us or not?’, rather than asking what is in the best
interests of the community. This situation is
becomingly complex, particularly when we come to the
next federal election. I do not want to see the chain
reaction of race, rights and taxes played out again. They
are the divisive red button issues that have been used in
the past.

The important issue here is that Broadmeadows matters
because it symbolises hope. Twice as many Muslim
families in any other state electorate live side-by-side
with Christian refugees from Iraq and Syria seeking a
better life beyond the burden of history. One of
Australia’s greatest gifts to the world has always been
to give families a second chance to make a start beyond
the burden of history; it gives them the chance to come
to this country with the promise of regular work, the
sun on your back and a fair go. It is the classic
Australian dream. This is why my family and wave
upon wave of other migrant families came here.

It is the playbook out of the US Republican Party under
Ronald Reagan, or Reagan’s Democrats, as they were
known. How do you divide people to get them to come
and vote for you? You push red button issues. It was
the strategy underlying John Howard’s pitch to the
so-called Howard’s battlers. It has also been adopted by
the current Prime Minister, who is looking to get the
vote of the so-called blue-collars. This tension is real
and alive in Broadmeadows and in other communities.

My family arrived in Broadmeadows in 1959 when it
was a raw fringe at the end of the line. It was the same
year that the then Premier, Henry Bolte, opened the
Ford Motor Company’s Broadmeadows assembly plant
with an orchestra and dancing girls. But that was the
last Liberal fanfare. I do not say that lightly, but in all of
the Broadmeadows electorate there is not one plaque

One of the critical issues we face is that people from
my community do not need another hierarchy of
knights and dames because they already struggle to see
where they fit and belong in so-called Team Australia.
They want to be able to back governments that have
their best interests at heart, and this is a historic point
that we have to deal with. We use immigration to
promote productivity and economic development. But
you cannot keep asking people who have the
imagination to dream of a better future and the courage
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to cross the world to pursue it, to arrive and not know
what is next. What happens next? It is clear cut that the
best response to radicalisation is a job. That is what we
need to provide.
Members of my community look at what is happening
and ask, ‘What are we as a nation doing? What is the
federal government going to do?’. Former US President
John F. Kennedy declared:
All of us do not have equal talent, but all of us should have an
equal opportunity to develop our talents.

That is all the people of Broadmeadows have ever
asked for. It is about a fair go and a fair chance. We
have developed by investing in attitude, education and
opportunity, which are the attributes that largely
determine where everybody ends up in life; not just by
investing in bigger police stations, grander courthouses
and more prisons, because that is the road to perdition.
We have to make a chance available. I am offering
Prime Minister Tony Abbott and Treasurer Joe Hockey,
whose latest motto is ‘re:think’, to rethink. And if the
Treasurer will not turn up, I am asking the Prime
Minister to do the right thing and build a future in
Broadmeadows.

Irene Alter
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
grievance debate, and I note at the start that I intend to
be a little indulgent and the form that I take in
delivering my grievance will not be similar to the others
who have made contributions before me. I grieve for
Irene Alter, a former staff member of mine who passed
away 38 days ago. I grieve for Brendan, her loving
husband. I grieve for her four sisters, Lydia, Vicki,
Elizabeth and Ruth, and for her brother, Paul. I grieve
for her 14 nieces and nephews, including a great-niece.
I grieve for my other staff members, Sarah and Ralph. I
grieve for anybody who knew Irene because, as
Brendan described her to me, ‘Irene’s enthusiasm and
love for life was infectious and positively affected
everyone who came into contact with her’. Most of all I
just grieve.
I thank certain members in this house and particularly
the Deputy Speaker. I thank the Deputy Speaker
because a few weeks ago, when I knew that Irene’s
time was up, the Deputy Speaker, among a number of
other people in this place, reached out to me. I thank
him for his efforts.
Irene was born on 12 May 1964. In four weeks she
would have been 5l. She was the daughter of Greek
migrants, and she loved her Greek heritage. This was
best reflected in her cooking and her love of baking.
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Irene knew how to warm a person’s heart and stomach,
something that those of us who had the pleasure of
working with her were blessed to be the beneficiaries
of. Irene grew up in a loving family whose lives were
touched, shaped and influenced by a rich evangelical
Christian faith, which was something she maintained to
the end. Irene’s vivacious character and personality
were a result of the two most important loves and
influences in her life: firstly Jesus, and then her mother
Sotiria, who influenced and shaped Irene into the
person she was.
Irene went to Lakeside High School in Reservoir, a
school that no longer exists after being closed down by
the last Labor government we had in Victoria. It was
probably not a place she visited too often in recent
years given that it is now a Buddhist temple and Irene
was extremely strong about her Christian faith in Jesus
Christ right to the end. Irene was proud to be from the
northern suburbs, and so much so that the only time I
can remember Irene being visibly frustrated with a
constituent was when she received a call at the office
complaining that there was a problem with the 903 bus.
Now the problem was that the 903 bus — with
apologies to the member for Preston — travels through
Preston, which meant that those people from the
northern suburbs were able to come to our area. But
Irene would not be deterred; she never discriminated,
she never judged and she would always look for the
best in people regardless of who they were. I think on
that occasion I had to ring the constituent and tell her
that I thought it was quite inappropriate. Irene did not
really get upset in the office, but on that day she was
frustrated — that is probably an understatement of her
feelings towards this particular constituent, given her
love of Melbourne and in particular her love of
Reservoir, where she grew up.
Irene met Brendan at South Yarra Presbyterian Church
in 1999. In 2001 they married on AFL Grand Final day.
Their reception was in a hall, and I have been told by
fairly reliable sources that it was grand final day. My
sources cannot confirm what happened during the
speeches or how good the food was, as most of them
were closeted away in a storeroom with a portable
television watching the Brisbane Lions win their first
premiership against Essendon — the first of three. That
was something my source was quite happy about, given
the rivalry between Essendon and his beloved
Hawthorn. Luckily for Brendan, Irene was also a
supporter of the Hawthorn Football Club. They lived
together in Forest Hill until she passed away. I know
Irene also had great affection for the member for Forest
Hill and his staff.
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Irene was not a political apparatchik; she was a
hairdresser for 15 years. In that position she was able to
use her amazing personal skills and bubbly personality,
which was something I was drawn to and one the
reasons she was given work in my office. The fact that
she had cancer mattered little to me. The fact that she
was a Hawthorn supporter was far more important.
Ultimately Irene’s death was the result of a
three-and-a-half-year battle with ovarian cancer, which
was first diagnosed in July 2011 — as I say, before she
started in my office. Irene understood cancer before she
was personally afflicted. Not only had her mother,
Sotiria, passed away due to cancer in 1998 but she
spent years working in hospitals with oncologists, so it
is quite ironic that she ended up passing away from
ovarian cancer. From 1999 to 2007 she worked on
ward 7 east at the Alfred, then moved on to the day
oncology unit; she spent eight and a half years at the
Alfred. From 2007 to 2011 she was personal assistant
to an oncologist specialising in breast and lung cancer
at Warringal Private Hospital. From 2012 to 2013 she
was personal assistant to an oncologist in East
Melbourne specialising in breast cancer. She started
with me in June 2013.
It is quite amazing to me, but I am sure not to her
family, that someone who worked with me for only
20 months could have had such a profound impact on
me and my office. Irene was infectious in her
enthusiasm and love for life, as Brendan described. She
pleasantly affected everybody in my office and all the
constituents she came in contact with. She was famous
for her massages — something everyone in my office
came to appreciate, as I am sure a number of her family
members did also. I know Brendan has a reputation for
massages, but I am sure his are nowhere near as good
as Irene’s were.
Irene celebrated her 50th birthday in May last year. She
dyed her hair orange, which was her favourite colour —
hence the orange tie I wear. I noted a number of people
wearing orange at her funeral, and I see orange in the
gallery today. It was a great night at the Burwood
District Bowls Club. One of Irene’s friends thanked me
for employing her. I could not understand why anybody
would thank me when I was privileged to have Irene as
a staff member. In her short time in my office she
enhanced my reputation remarkably. During the
election period she perked up a bit. You could see she
was struggling, but she was enthusiastic about coming
back in and making sure she did everything she could
for me and my office. I really appreciated that.
Irene was treated at the Mercy Hospital for Women for
around three and a half years and was in Wantirna
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Health palliative care at the end. I know her family was
happy with the care that was given. Those institutions
did everything they could for Irene, and I thank them
for all the work they did. Irene developed a great
relationship with doctors and nurses alike.
The Mercy Hospital for Women provides both public
and private patient care and is highly regarded. With
that in mind, it is disappointing that the government has
recently announced the cutting of 42 beds from the new
Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre. This decision
means cancer patients like Irene will have less access to
some of the world’s best cancer treatments —
treatments that give them the best chance of survival.
Irene was on trials for her cancer. Her will to live was
not based on a fear of what was coming next — her
faith was deep — but she wanted to stick around and
spend time with the people she loved, like Brendan and
her family. I was disappointed to hear recently that
there are people who pretend to have cancer and seek
financial gain from that lie by advocating treatments —
something that should be left to the medical profession.
Irene would often come to work bouncing off the walls
after a great result from her latest test. If her markers
were down, she could not wait to tell us the news.
When they were up, the mood in the office was
certainly down. I am ashamed to say I really did not
know much about ovarian cancer before Irene started
working with me. The five-year survival rate is about
43 per cent, and I do not think that is good enough. It is
something we need to work on. To my knowledge there
is no screening test, and what is available is quite
unreliable. That is something we need to focus on to
make sure we help people who are affected by this
condition.
Regardless of how Irene felt or how harsh her
treatments were, she always put the needs of others
before her own. I talked about November last year, how
she always wanted to get up and come into the office
even though at times she could not sleep due to pain.
When we returned from the Christmas break she told
me the devastating news — the doctors had given her
an outlook of 8 to 12 months. It was tough news, and
eight weeks later we had a funeral. Over Christmas I
started growing a beard. Irene told me she liked it, so
here we are 38 days after her passing and I am almost
ready to trim it.
Mr Paynter — Off?
Mr WATT — Trim it — I did not say I would get
rid of it. Irene’s death was dignified, peaceful,
comfortable and comforting, and that was certainly due
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in part to her strong faith. Irene’s funeral was a
celebration of her life — a life worth living. The
memorial service was held at Epping Presbyterian
Church on Friday, 13 March. The church was full to the
brim, standing room only. At the cemetery I was upset
and Brendan came to comfort me. He said that it was
okay because Irene was in a better place now. I
remember looking at Brendan and saying, ‘I know she
is. It’s not about her; it’s about me. I’m upset I won’t
see her again’. Brendan gave a little bit of a smile.
During the service I was again thanked by a family
member for employing Irene. I say thank you to
Brendan and to all of Irene’s family for allowing her to
work with me and allowing me to take up so much of
her time and energy. There is a discussion about dying
with dignity and euthanasia coming up. I know
Brendan had a discussion with someone in my office —
not a constituent of mine but someone who wanted to
ring and speak about euthanasia — and I think Brendan
might have given them a piece of his mind. The fact
that Irene was able to die with dignity without having to
resort to euthanasia was a testament to her. It affirms
my view on that particular issue.
In doing research, I discovered that Irene is a name
derived from εἰρήνη, something I always called her. It
is Greek and means ‘peace’. I am sure that when Irene’s
parents, Sotiria and Jim, arrived in a swathe of Greek
migrants post-World War II they could not have known
how appropriate a name they would choose for their
daughter. Irene was peaceful, graceful and universally
loved. She is now at peace.
I will finish by saying: Δώστε ανάπαυση, Χριστέ, στις
ψυχές του κεκοιμημένου δούλου σου, Ειρήνη, όπου δεν
υπάρχει ούτε ασθένεια ούτε θλίψη, ούτε ο στεναγμός,
αλλά ζωή αιώνια. Αmen.

Former government performance
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I commend the member
for Burwood for his contribution. I think that the late
Irene would say ‘Efcharistó’ to her former boss. I know
that we all realise how important those who support us
are. I cannot imagine what it must have been like for
him to lose someone so close that he relied on. I am
glad that the house has given him the opportunity to
speak of his love for her and her contribution to his
community.
In this grievance debate today I grieve about the
massive hit to the productive capacity of our great state
that was delivered by an indolent coalition outfit.
Members of the former government squandered the
great resources of our state by undervaluing our people
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and by failing to invest in the services and infrastructure
needed to support our great people, who are our
greatest resource.
With deference to you, Acting Speaker, I refer to your
contribution earlier in this grievance debate when you
delivered a wild rant, lecturing members on this side of
the house on productivity. I closed my eyes and thought
that it was a rant reminiscent of those of the former
member for Bass, Ken Smith. When I closed my eyes I
felt that Ken Smith was still here in this chamber.
Those of us who served with the previous member for
Bass will recall those rants, with references to reds
under the bed and communism. The rant we heard this
morning seemed to compare the trade union movement
and anyone associated with it — in fact anyone in the
labour movement — to be up there with those who are
under demonic possession.
I remind members on the other side of the house that
the period in this country when we saw the greatest
uplift in productivity was when we had a great reign
with cooperation. That was under the Hawke-Keating
government, when a Labor government looked at the
economy and brought it into the modern era. It did
things that the conservatives in coalition governments
at either a federal or state level never had the courage to
do. The leaders of that government did their work in
cooperation with business and the trade union
movement. Modern democracies show that they value
their people and work for really good economic
outcomes and an uplift to productivity by working
collaboratively. Increases in productivity are not
delivered by failing to support people and by gutting
things like TAFE.
Mr Katos — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms GREEN — I thank the member for South
Barwon for offering me a little bit more preparation
time.
When members of the previous government entered
office the unemployment rate in Victoria was one of the
lowest in the country, at 4.9 per cent. When they left
office it was 6.8 per cent and underemployment was the
worst on record. That happened in just four years. Even
Tasmania is now having massive improvements in its
unemployment and underemployment. There is an
impact on productivity when you have members of a
good quality, well-trained workforce out of jobs. What
do members of a reasonable government who are
concerned about productivity do when youth
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unemployment is at more than 20 per cent? The answer
is that they do not cut funding to or gut TAFE. They do
not take away those opportunities for our young people.
That is what the indolent lot on the other side did —
and they have the temerity to lecture people on this side
of the house about productivity.
If members of a government cut the roads budget and
fail to invest in outer suburban roads, the great
productivity drivers of the economy, our tradespeople,
are locked up in traffic and losing valuable billing
hours. The result is that businesses that rely on quality
tradesmen to work in their businesses and to maintain
their equipment — to use their plumbing, electrical and
other skills — do not have those tradesmen. If they are
stuck in traffic, that is not a good thing for productivity,
but that is what we saw.
During the period in office of those opposite my
electorate was the fastest growing electorate;
postcode 3754 had the highest growth in the country.
Travel times from the electorate to the city doubled
from 1 hour to 2 hours. From my electorate to
Melbourne is a distance of not much more than that
from Warrnambool to Port Fairy, a bit over
30 kilometres, and that took 2 hours to travel.
In their final year in office those opposite realised that
they ought to do something, and they came up with a
dud of a project, the east–west link. They did not think
about a great trunk route such as Yan Yean Road that is
carrying massive capacity. Tradies are stuck on Yan
Yean Road, people are being injured and sadly there
have been fatalities on that road. I tabled in the house a
petition signed by 6000 people, and those on the other
side thought it was a joke.
Another thing that my community and I do not think
was a joke was the blow-out in ambulance response
times. Not only was there a failure to invest in our
health and our health services so that we had
ambulances banked up in our emergency departments,
but ambulance response times in every postcode in the
state blew out. In every single postcode in the state
there was a blow-out in ambulance response times,
impacting on the health of Victorians. Ambulances
were sitting on clogged and congested roads.
Ambulances were stuck in productivity-killing
congestion. Ambulances were banked up at emergency
departments because of the failure to invest in our
hospitals and services, including breaking the promise
on hospital beds made by those opposite, and others
were stuck in traffic.
I take great pride in the fact that over the next two
weeks I will be consulting my community about the
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report into ambulance services that the Minister for
Ambulance Services and the member for Macedon
have taken great care in producing. We will consult the
community, and we will listen to paramedics. We will
not demonise them. We will not demonise that great
trade union movement and that workforce for actually
speaking out. We will listen to them and say, ‘How can
we do this better? How can we return the standards to
our ambulance services and make sure that particularly
code 1 ambulances are going to reach their benchmarks
again?’.
We are also going to invest in outer suburban roads.
Part of the cleaning up of the mess was in investing in
outer suburban roads. We have dedicated funds of
$1 billion for outer suburban roads, such as Yan Yean
Road and the Hume Freeway–O’Herns Road
interchange. Opposition members were not interested in
those things at all. We have a massive capacity for jobs
and possibilities in that northern growth corridor next to
the wholesale fruit and vegetable market, but the pleas
of the business community to build that freeway
interchange fell on deaf ears on those on the other side.
The $1 billion of road development is going to
contribute to our productivity. It is the same in our
regions, where we are going to have a dedicated fund of
$1 billion to work on regional roads to help get
products to market.
We have a TAFE rescue plan that will get our young
people back into employment. It will address the more
than 20 per cent unemployment rate and the tragedy of
that generation of young people. It is a tragedy,
particularly in our regions. I cannot believe that
Nationals members can actually venture out into the
streets in their electorates when time and again, decade
after decade, the worst outcomes in school retention
and youth unemployment are in those very Nationals
heartland seats. How can they answer for their failure in
government and their contributions to making those
things worse? They cut health services; they cut health
promotion. The increases in teen pregnancy that have
happened under their watch have been because of those
cuts and because of the loss of faith of young people in
our economy and in our community. Nationals
members continued to drive around in those white cars
in government, and they turned a blind eye to those
young people. We will not do that. We have a TAFE
rescue plan that will ensure that young people have
hope again, whether it is in those regions or the outer
suburbs.
We are going to reopen the Greensborough TAFE, and
we are going to open the Lilydale TAFE. Outer
suburban areas like Lilydale and up into the Upper
Yarra have some of the highest unemployment rates
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and reliance on benefits in the country in some cases.
What did the previous government do in response to
that? It closed Lilydale TAFE. What did it do in
response to the issues faced by one of the biggest
growth corridors in the country? Did it support the
needs of the young people in this area? No, it closed the
Greensborough TAFE. It actually cut bus services that
transported students to that TAFE, and then said, ‘Oh,
students cannot get there, so we will close it’. Five
hundred bus services per week were cut to the
Greensborough postcode; you then have an increase in
congestion and an inability of young people to access
education that they need. Then the government ripped
that opportunity away altogether.
In order to have decent productive capacity and
investment in our young people, you also need to invest
in the building of schools. We saw a 50 per cent
reduction in school capital expenditure under the
previous government. There are numerous primary
schools in growth areas across Melbourne, particularly
in the north, that have more than 1000 students. It is an
absolute disgrace. You have postcodes the size of
Shepparton — like 3754 — that did not have a
secondary college built for them. The Hazel Glen
College should be fully operational now, and it would
have been, had the Labor Party still been in office over
those four years, because we listen to that community.
If those opposite were still on government benches,
they would not have. They did not commit to building
the amended P–12. They were going to build another
school which was not needed down in South Morang. It
would have gutted the enrolment of the Lakes school
nearby. Meanwhile, a community with a population the
size of Shepparton has to bus students out of the area,
sometimes up to 30 or 40 kilometres away. At the same
time, those opposite cut school bus services in addition
to the over $60 million worth of route bus service cuts
that they had imposed.
It is now a task for us in government to fix the mess
that was left. I am so relieved to be still serving in this
place and still fighting for my community and fighting
for regional Victoria, which I have parliamentary
secretary responsibility for. This state, particularly the
outer suburbs and our regions, could not have borne
another four years of the previous government. Its
members were so conceited. Just ask them: they tell
you how good they were. They lectured us about our
dreadful trade union connections whilst ignoring the
more than one in five young people in Victoria who are
unemployed and have no hope for the future. In
government we will give our young people back their
hope. We will invest in education, including TAFE, that
will support those young people. We will support the
productive capacity of our economy by investing in
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outer suburban roads and regional roads that will allow
people to get to work and spend less time commuting
and more time with their families. We will invest in a
21st century public transport system, and I will grieve if
those opposite ever get back on these government
benches in my lifetime.

Government performance
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Today I rise to grieve for
the people of the state of Victoria, in particular the
people and businesses in the seat of Bass. On Easter
Sunday, not less than three cafes in the town of
Wonthaggi did not open their doors. Why was that?
Because this government declared a public holiday on
Easter Sunday, forcing businesses to make the decision
to either pay penalty rates or to shut their doors. What
did they do? They shut their doors. What government
purports to support business and then deliberately adds
to the cost of doing business with no corresponding
increase in revenue? What government would do that?
What a crazy decision to make.
This government has declared not only Easter Sunday
but also grand final eve public holidays. In the great
Victorian tradition, grand final eve has now been
declared a public holiday. Everybody, all the
employees, can go along with their bosses, shut down
the businesses and attend the grand final parade. What a
great Victorian tradition that is. Is there any logical
reason for the government to declare two additional
public holidays, Easter Sunday and grand final eve?
Does it not realise Victoria now has the greatest number
of public holidays in Australia? For what reason?
Victoria has 13 public holidays, more than any other
state.
Does the government realise that the people pulling
beers in our pubs on these public holidays are earning
$55 an hour? Does the government realise that people
selling shoes in retail outlets are earning $50 an hour?
What an absolute crime it is that this government would
declare two additional public holidays, forcing
businesses to close their doors. This is a great
government that purports to support employees, but the
employees were put off work for the day; they did not
get work for the day. Not only did the government not
support employees but employees did not have work
for the day. The government has declared two
additional public holidays, making Victoria the great
public holiday state — perhaps we could put that on the
numberplates — and yet it goes on with this nonsense
about supporting small business.
The other thing I have heard from many of these
members of Parliament is that they are great supporters
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of small business because their families have been in
small business and they have grown up in small
business. Let me tell the house: unless you own the
business, you do not know what it is like to be in small
business. I ask the members who purport to be so
supportive of small business whether they have ever
lain awake at night concerned about paying a long
outstanding invoice to a creditor who is demanding
payment? Have they ever lain awake at night thinking
about that? I do not think so. Have they ever lain awake
at night thinking about the phone call they were about
to make to an outstanding debtor so they could collect
money to pay their wages? I do not think so. The other
question is: have you ever lain awake at night
wondering whether the cheque you have written is
about to be bounced by the bank? I do not think so. Do
not tell me that you know about small business unless
you have actually been in business.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
the member must make his comments through the
Chair.
Mr PAYNTER — Have you ever lain awake,
concerned about the conversation that you have to have
to put off an employee the next day? I do not think they
have, Acting Speaker. Do not purport to be great
supporters of, understand and have an empathy for
small business unless you have actually been in small
business.
It was blatantly obvious that members opposite do not
know about small business when they introduced the
Back to Work Bill 2014. No business — I repeat, no
business — will be creating new positions to receive a
$1000 payment from the government. It is ridiculous to
suggest that a small business will create a job, put on a
new employee, fit them out with protective clothing and
train them up to get $1000. It is an absolute joke. It will
not happen. I have spoken to many small businesses
and I know not one additional job will be created as a
result of that legislation. The system will be open to
rorting; that is what it will do. It will be another waste
of money.
What is even more ridiculous is that this state
government has allocated $100 million through its
Back to Work legislation. That is $100 million of
taxable income to the recipients. What does that mean?
It means $30 million is paid to the commonwealth
government in income tax. So of that $100 million in
state funds, $30 million is paid to the commonwealth
government in income tax. What nonsense is this?
What nonsense is it for a government to hand a cheque
for $30 million in income tax to the commonwealth
government? What is this state government thinking?
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What we need is a buoyant economy, and that means
getting on with infrastructure projects. The government
should honour the east–west link project. What a joke
that it is not prepared to do so. We know it needs to be
built; it is just a matter of time. I say to the government:
honour the contract, and let us get on with building
some big infrastructure projects for the state of Victoria.
The flow-on effects to small business around the state
would be enormous. Contractors involved in
earthmoving, drainage, extractive industries and
landscaping would all benefit as a result of the
east–west link project. It would mean thousands of
direct jobs and many more thousands of indirect jobs in
our local areas because by having the big infrastructure
projects we keep the big contractors out of the local
areas, which means jobs for local people. It would have
a flow-on effect which would be felt right throughout
the state of Victoria. But this government is not
honouring the contract.
I grieve for the state of Victoria because of the lack of
leadership shown. I am sick of hearing catchy phrases
like things being ‘shovel ready’. I am not sure members
opposite have held a shovel, Acting Speaker. We need
infrastructure projects and we need to build according
to a long-term strategy for the state of Victoria. There is
a Greek proverb that members may not have heard. It
goes like this: a society grows great when old men plant
trees whose shade they know they will never sit in. I am
saying to the government: get on with planting trees. I
have not seen anything being planted. It should stop
blaming the former government. It might be news to
you, but you were in government for 11 years prior to
the last four years.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
the member for Bass will refrain from using the word
‘you’ and direct his comments through the Chair.
Mr PAYNTER — They are quick to blame the
government of the last four years. They are quick to
forget that they were in government for the 11 years
prior to that. But all I hear about is the last four years.
Where are the trees they have planted? Perhaps the
desalination plant was the great tree. Was that it? Sorry,
it was not the desalination plant, so it must have been
the north–south pipeline — another great tree that they
can sit under for years to come in the perfect shade that
that tree will create.
I also grieve for the state of Victoria because we have
now allowed mixed martial arts (MMA) to be fought in
a cage. What a legacy we have built here. Do not listen
to the advice that MMA in a cage is safer than boxing.
Have you ever been to a match? Are you kidding? It is
not safe at all. I have been to a number of MMA fights.
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I have seen people being knocked out from kicks to the
head and elbows to the face, and I have seen people
being choked nearly to death. And this government is
now going to allow it to occur in a cage and bring in the
big players like the Ultimate Fighting Championship
(UFC). Haven’t you seen enough violence on the
streets and in homes — —

I have not heard one legitimate answer. Questions to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, for example,
are replied to with, ‘Let me be clear. Let me be clear’.
Then he proceeds to say nothing with any clarity; I
have not understood one answer.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
ask the member for Bass to refrain from using the word
‘you’ because when he does so he is actually directing
his remarks to me as the Chair. He will need to use a
different term and direct his comments through the
Chair.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Footscray is out of her place and out of
order.

Ms Thomson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
do not need assistance from the member for Footscray.
Mr PAYNTER — The government needs to focus
on reducing violence in our community. Encouraging
mixed martial arts to be fought in a cage and promoted
by entertainers like the UFC will do nothing for
violence on our streets. Open your eyes, get out there
and understand that violence is a real issue, and what
you have done is encourage it.
Mr Richardson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc used unparliamentary
language, and it was absolutely audible. I ask him to
refrain from doing it again.
Mr PAYNTER — I grieve for the people of
Victoria because of the nonsense that this government
is going to implement called rate capping. What an
absolute nonsense. I heard the Minister for Local
Government say that rates are the second-largest cost a
family faces. Is that right? I would like to see the
mansion the minister lives in, because where I live
people are battling with the cost of school fees,
electricity, the cost of petrol and grocery bills, just to
name a few things. This rate capping system will harm
and hurt the very people that you are trying to
protect — the people in the growth areas and regional
areas who will see their local council services cut.
These are the people who will be damaged as a result of
this rate capping nonsense.
I grieve for the people who tune in to question time on a
daily basis to hear their great members of Parliament
answer questions on behalf of the state of Victoria. I
grieve for them because when they tune in — what a
great disappointment. There have been 12 question
times now. I have listened to every single question, and

Ms Thomson interjected.

Mr PAYNTER — Questions to the Minister for
Industry, who is also the Minister for Energy and
Resources, are met with such anger and vitriol that no
answer is audible. I feel for the people from Hansard,
with their headsets on, having to hear that. I would not
like that job at all. The Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water got the easiest question of
all yesterday. She said she was going to extract water
from the desalination plant to fill the recreational lakes,
but she was not able to name one lake. The Minister for
Sport takes the cake. He claims to ‘reject the premise of
the question’, and then he sits down.
The people of Victoria expect more from their
members of Parliament, and they expect the democratic
process of our Parliament to be upheld. I ask only two
things of this government in its four years of office: that
it does not stuff things up too much and that it delivers
on the promises that got it into government.

Former government performance
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Before I start, I wish
to acknowledge the contribution made by the
honourable member for Burwood. It was a very
heartfelt contribution and one of the best speeches I
have heard in this house. His grief and the grief of his
electorate officer’s family was I think felt by everybody
in the house. I really do want to acknowledge the
honourable member for Burwood.
An honourable member — Having said that.
Mr NARDELLA — Having said that, that is
correct — and I expect the same protection as I gave to
others.
We are about cleaning up the mess of the last four long
dark years of the Liberal government. It was four long
dark years where they went to sleep literally and
figuratively. Now Victoria is again going to be the best
place to live, work and raise a family. Not like the last
four years, where we had the Captain Snoozers on the
other side of the house who did not do one thing other
than make sure that after they left office the people of
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Victoria became responsible for a bucketload of
money — $337 million — that went down the drain
because of the actions of the previous state Treasurer.
The last state election was an absolute watershed for
Victoria. We had that lost opportunity. We had four
long dark years of lost opportunity, where the
cowardice was about not standing up for Victorians
against the Abbott federal Liberal government. Let us
give the example of the loss of the Victorian car
industry by the Liberals being Liberals first and
Victorians last. There was an absolute lack of
leadership by both Premier Baillieu and Premier
Napthine, and the fraud and treachery of the east–west
dud tunnel with its corrupt and appalling side letter
written by the companies themselves.
The previous Treasurer was not even smart enough to
pen his own letter. He said to the companies, ‘We want
to make sure that we punish Victorians if they make the
wrong decision. We want to make sure that Victorians
pay and keep on paying. You write me a letter, and I
will sign it on behalf of the government. Then whether
it goes to court or whether it goes through the
Parliament and is knocked off, we are still going to
make the taxpayers of Victoria pay for the folly of an
east–west dud tunnel that in essence means that
55 cents in every dollar will be wasted’. That is the
economic report that came out, and it would have made
the journey longer for 5 out of every 10 motorists who
use the Eastern Freeway.
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
my understanding that when a member is called to
speak he rises in his place to speak in his place. The
member for Melton is clearly heading into the
aisle — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The member for Bass will resume his seat.
Mr NARDELLA — They wanted to punish us.
They wanted to make sure that Victorian taxpayers
were punished. Then you have the disunity, the
dysfunction, the chaos of the previous Liberal-National
party government. You could see that dysfunction day
after day. This is the same mob that spawned the
previous honourable member for Frankston. Who can
forget Geoff Shaw or the protection racket run by the
previous government to protect the member for
Frankston at every opportunity? Not only was he
suspended for only the amount of time that meant the
government would not fall, but when that time was
over, the then Premier went out of his way to try to
expel him from the house. The Premier did not do that
beforehand, when a by-election could have been called
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and when the government could have fallen because of
its own incompetence. No, he waited until the end, and
that shows the dysfunction and chaos of the previous
government.
We have seen the scandals and corruption under the
previous Liberal-National party government. Who can
forget Ventnor and the dealings around the kitchen
table? I am still waiting for the six documents that were
not released by the previous minister. Who can forget
The Nationals having their snouts in the trough at the
Office of Living Victoria? If you wanted to make a
packet, you knocked on the door of The Nationals and
said, ‘How much money can you give us now? Is it
$1 million?’. The response was, ‘Of course. We’ll give
you $1 million. Are you shonky enough?’.
‘Absolutely’. ‘We’ll appoint you to the Office of Living
Victoria, and we’ll give you buckets of money’.
Buckets of money were wasted at that time. It was an
absolute disgrace.
Who can forget Midfield Meat? How about Colin
McKenna and Spin the Bottle? That was another of the
great things the member for South-West Coast did for
the state in his period of time in government — the
Liberals’ betrayal. They promised — what was the
2010 slogan, can anybody remember?
Mr Richardson — Sign a side letter?
Mr NARDELLA — No, it was not ‘Sign a side
letter’; good choice, though. It was ‘Fix the problems.
Build the future’. Do members remember? None of
them over there want to remember, because they
became the problem. They did not know how to build
any future. All they knew was how to be incompetent
and run a government of chaos. Where were The
Nationals in all this? Never get between a National
party MP and a white car with a driver. If you do, you
will get bowled over and run over faster than anything
in the world. And never get between a National party
MP, either when they are a minister or after they have
been a minister, and a higher duties allowance. Near the
end of the last term of government every single
National party MP had a higher duties allowance.
But they were punished, because they did not look
after — as they have never looked after — country and
rural Victoria. Not once have they ever looked after
country and rural Victoria, because they only look after
themselves. They want only the white cars. They want
only the prestige. When they were closing schools
during the Kennett years and when they closed the six
railway lines during the Kennett years, did we hear a
word? We heard not one hoot when they closed the six
country hospitals, not one peep — —
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Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, I am
concerned for the health of the member for Melton. If
he suffers a heart attack and falls down — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. I warn the member for Bass.
Mr NARDELLA — Then you had The Nationals
defunding the National Centre for Farmer Health. Of all
the things to defund! It was not the Office of Living
Victoria, where all The Nationals’ snouts were in the
trough, but the National Centre for Farmer Health.
Then there was the destruction of the country TAFE
system and allowing the shonks and charlatans to take
over.
Who can forget The Nationals minister using his
ministerial office to get rid of the Victorian Chief
Commissioner of Police? What a disgrace! Let me put
on the record that the only person with integrity, the
only person who gave evidence under oath and the only
person who could be believed is the honourable
member for Benambra. He took the bullet, he lost his
position but he has kept his integrity because of the
actions he took at the time. That is the type of chaos
that the government was embroiled in. Country people
recognise this betrayal. They recognise it, and that is
why The Nationals have lost their party status. They
recognise it because the honourable Independent
member for Shepparton is sitting in this house. The seat
was taken from The Nationals because they are never
going to be believed again.
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800 hospital beds’. How many did they provide?
Forty-three; and then they closed 1400 other hospital
beds that they defunded. It is just a disgrace. There is a
litany of these disgraceful actions of the previous
government.
The previous government ran down state schools. Our
schools and teachers were let down. The budget
decreased and the Reading Recovery program for kids
was defunded by the Liberals and The Nationals. Of all
the things that needed to be funded, they defunded our
kids’ Reading Recovery program. That is how pathetic
they were. They increased class sizes and introduced
portables. The previous government took the initiative.
It was trail blazing on an international scale in
education. It was ahead of every other country and
every jurisdiction in Australia. It designed,
commissioned, constructed and then had installed —
what was the initiative? — double-decker portable
classrooms!
That was the previous government’s great initiative: not
to build schools. Not one school is going to be opened
next year, when we have such numbers of people
coming into Victoria every single year that they would
fill the MCG. Not one school is going to be opened
because that mob over there, the Liberal Party and The
Nationals, were never committed to state education, but
they were world leaders on double-decker portables.
And over their four long dark years in government, they
built 43 hospital beds. What about public transport?
Mr Dimopoulos — Don’t go there!

We should remember John Cleese in Fawlty Towers.
‘Don’t talk about the war’. He took a number of steps
with that as well. For two years there was a war of
attrition with the ambulance officers. Who won?
Unfortunately — —
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Warrandyte. I caution him not to reflect on the Chair or
the conduct of the Chair.
Mr NARDELLA — Unfortunately the lost lives
were an absolute tragedy. I went to a funeral because of
that war. That was one of the saddest things I have ever
done. It was for a young man who died after waiting
27 minutes for an ambulance. That is what these people
opposite are about. They closed the emergency
departments, which led to ramping. Every single day if
you wanted an ambulance, the best place to get it was at
an accident and emergency department at a hospital.
That is where they were stuck. How many hospitals
were they going to build? It was a solid promise. They
said it with hand on their heart, ‘We’re going to provide

Mr NARDELLA — Don’t go there, absolutely! It
was a raffle. You could get a train, but would it stop at
your station? It was like bingo — ‘It’s stopped. No, it
didn’t stop!’. Yet we had a government which at every
opportunity supported the awful situation of trains
skipping stations and which lowered the measures and
penalty thresholds for those companies.
Let us look at some other examples of the chaos. For
example, let us look at the Tristan Weston affair or the
undermining of the police commissioner in the Sir Ken
Jones affair. These are the highlights of the previous
government. There was also the disgraceful resignation
of a minister of the Crown, the Minister responsible for
IBAC. He gave away privileged information because, I
think, he was protecting someone else.
Question agreed to.
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NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to continue
the debate on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. Before we broke
for question time I was talking about the fact that
having great national parks in the high country and
along the Murray River is a credit to all those previous
generations who looked after them. There seems to be a
view on the other side of the house that if you introduce
legislation and change the sign on the gate, you will
magically protect something and it will be looked after,
but it is about how you look after that land that is
important, not what the legislation or the sign on the
gate says. There is a misguided view that if we put up a
national parks sign, it will fix everything. That is
absolutely not the case.
If we look at the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water’s second-reading speech for this bill,
we see it talks about the damage cattle do to the high
country. I remember that infamous incident in 2004
with the photo of a particular waterhole which had been
photoshopped to make it look like it had been damaged
by cattle. It was actually a man-made dam at the bottom
of a four-wheel-drive track. It was not a soak or a moss
bed but a man-made dam that was photoshopped to
look like it had been damaged by cattle. Members of
the other side of the house have no credibility, and there
is no depth to which they will not stoop to suit their
argument. The legislation talks about the cattle damage
but does not say anything about the thousands of deer
and the damage they do by wallowing in water points in
our parks.
Before Easter I had the privilege to go on a high
country ride for a couple of days. All these things were
pointed out to me as we went through, including
damage that the deer cause. They get in and wallow in
water points, whereas cattle do not. Cattle stand at the
water point and drink. There is also nothing in the
legislation that talks about the thousands of brumbies in
our national parks, let alone the feral pigs and goats.
What is not understood by the other side of the house is
how few cattle there are. We are not talking about
thousands of deer or brumbies; we are talking about a
few hundred head of cattle that go up there and do what
is called disperse grazing. They go to the points under
the snow gums where the grass grows particularly high
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and they keep it short. This works well from a fire
prevention point of view. One of the other things I
noticed on my two-day ride through the high country
was the number of scotch thistles and other types of
thistles. Most of them grew on the tracks where
four-wheel-drive vehicles had been driven. Those
vehicles spread weeds far more than the grazing cattle.
You notice this particularly when you come down to
the lower altitudes where all the blackberries grow.
There is nothing being done to control blackberries or
any other type of weed.
The second-reading speech talks about the scientific
studies that were undertaken over that time. I had the
pleasure of being a member of the Environment and
Natural Resources Committee during its inquiry into
the 2002, 2003 and 2006 bushfires. We heard
submissions and worked on the report. Bearing in mind
that this was a Labor majority controlled committee,
one of the recommendations in the report was to look
into the opportunities for strategic grazing to control
fuel load to reduce the intensity of bushfires. Snow
gums in particular are a low vegetation, meaning the
first branches are not very high off the ground. Native
grasses have a very high flashpoint, and once the grass
grows high and there is a fire, the heat in the fire
transfers into the snow gum leaves and suddenly the
fire is crowning the snow gums, causing irreparable
damage to them. The cattle can carry out an important
role in containing that fuel load by keeping the height
of the grass down so there is less risk of crowning in a
fire.
The second-reading speech also talks about the fact that
the legislation will not take away the role of the
mountain cattlemen and cattlewomen. It says:
The mountain cattlemen and women will continue to play a
role in managing the high country, using their invaluable
skills and knowledge for the benefit of all Victorians.

I put it to you, Acting Speaker: how do we actually
have mountain cattlemen and women if there are no
cattle? It is a major challenge.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — They do continue with their rides,
but if there are no cattle, it is not part of that heritage. I
think the member for Gembrook talked about the
heritage value of the mountain cattlemen. We are
talking about a few hundred cattle that have a
significant impact from a heritage point of view and
also have a positive impact by keeping the grass down,
particularly in the snow gum areas in the high country.
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One of the things I found intriguing when I read the
legislation, particularly clause 3, was the definition of
‘cattle’. I am surprised the Department of Environment,
Land, Water and Planning did not go to the old
Department of Environment and Primary Industries
resources to look at the species of cattle that are in
Victoria, because the bill only bans one species of
cattle. This is poorly drafted legislation. It is an absolute
disgrace and an insult to think that a minister would
sign off on this legislation having left out one species of
cattle.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibited Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. This bill is
important because it fulfils our election commitments. I
listened to the contribution of the Leader of The
Nationals, and I am reminded of the fact that my
grandfather smoked 60 cigarettes a day for 54 years,
used to like to drink what were probably large amounts
of VB and then White Heather and lived to be 87. So I
suspect that if I were the Leader of The Nationals I
would say that drinking excessive amounts of alcohol
and smoking are conducive to living to the age of 87.
This is just nonsense.

If you go to the old Department of Environment and
Primary Industries website, you find that there are
bos taurus cattle, as mentioned in the legislation, but
there are also bos indicus cattle in Victoria, which are
the Brahmans, the Santa Gertrudis, the Droughtmasters
and the Brafords — cattle where the Asian breeds have
been crossed with Victorian breeds. Obviously they can
go into the high country. Obviously that particular
species of cattle does not do any damage in the high
country; it is only the European breeds that do damage!

The reason we are pushing to have this legislation
passed is that the scientific evidence proves it. I refer to
a letter written by the Royal Society of Victoria to the
former Minister for Environment and Climate Change
and current member for Warrandyte on 14 February
2011. In it the royal society said that it wrote:

I am absolutely amazed that a minister, particularly a
new minister presenting her first piece of legislation for
this government, would bring legislation to this place
when she does not even know what she is talking about.
Her department has not given her good advice, but
ultimately it is the decision of the minister to sign off on
what goes to cabinet and what comes into this place. To
have only one species of cattle listed in the definitions
in this bill is absolutely ridiculous and an insult to
everyone in country Victoria.

The council’s grounds for concern related to the fact
that:

We have a Premier who purported before the election
to govern for all Victoria. Members of his party were
going to have a good understanding of country Victoria.
This just shows that they have absolutely no
understanding of country Victoria. They have
absolutely no understanding of what breeds of cattle are
in Victoria. They did not even have the decency to read
what is on their own website. I went to the website this
morning and punched in the words ‘cattle breeds’, and
it is all set out there on the old DEPI website. I know
government members do not like DEPI. They got rid of
it, and they shifted people around so that there was no
corporate memory left of these things, but I am amazed
that a minister could bring legislation to this place with
such a glaring mistake in it. We are banning bos taurus
cattle but we are allowing bos indicus cattle into the
high country because they obviously do not do any
damage like the European cattle do! It is absolutely
absurd. I just want to say that I support the member for
Gembrook and that the coalition will be opposing this
legislation.

… on behalf of the council of the Royal Society of Victoria to
express council’s grave concern over the Victorian
government’s decision to renew cattle grazing. We strongly
endorse/reinforce the view of the Australian Academy of
Science on this issue, as set out in its recent letter and as
reported in Sunday Age newspaper of 30 January 2011.

… the Department of Sustainability and Environment has
published on its website the broad parameters of the scientific
experiment it is conducting. It is apparent that the introduction
of cattle into the selected regions before the experimental
monitoring has been implemented, let alone designed, defies
all principles of scientific method and will invalidate any
conclusions.

The letter goes on further to talk about concerns around
previous peer-reviewed scientific research, an apparent
lack of controls over this experiment and the fact that,
like domesticated animals, cattle are subject to laws
governing ethical treatment et cetera. They are the
society’s concerns.
I also refer to a submission made by the Australian
Academy of Science to the Department of Environment
and Primary Industries Wonnangatta Valley research
trial in February 2014. The submission referred to a
couple of findings. It states:
The Australian Academy of Science is an independent,
non-political body that provides impartial advice on scientific
matters of importance to the nation. It is made up of 450 of
Australia’s leading scientists, all of whom have been elected
to the academy by their peers on the basis of outstanding
contributions to scientific knowledge.
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In its submission the academy said:
The proposed application should be refused permission to
proceed because it will likely have unacceptable adverse
impacts on a national heritage place … and unacceptable
adverse impacts on listed threatened species.

The academy’s submission goes on further to say:
In contrast, the peer-reviewed scientific literature shows that
cattle grazing in alpine national parks has an adverse impact
on native flora and fauna. Therefore this proposal should be
rejected on the grounds that it is likely to have an adverse
impact on the biodiversity of AANP flora and fauna, contrary
to the protections for being within this national heritage place,
and on the grounds it is likely to have an adverse impact on
the flora and fauna on the list of threatened species within the
park.

That is the scientific evidence. I suppose the question
is: how did we get to this point? Why are we here? The
reality is that The Nationals have been captured by a
small number of marginal economic rent seekers —
people who want something for nothing. And who can
blame them? If I can turn around and let my cattle run
free in the high country without picking up the feed bill
and that improves the profitability of my business, that
is fine, and I would be arguing the same. The problem
here is that The Nationals have been captured by this
vocal minority.
I was thinking about how The Nationals may have
come to develop this policy, and I am reminded of a
quote that is attributed to Ronald Reagan. It is known as
the pony joke. Apparently the joke goes that, worried
that their son was too optimistic, the parents of a little
boy took him to a psychiatrist. Trying to dampen the
boy’s spirits, the psychiatrist showed him into a room
piled high with nothing but horse manure. Yet instead
of displaying distaste, the little boy clambered to the top
of the pile, dropped to all fours and began digging.
‘What do you think you’re doing?’, the psychiatrist
asked. ‘With all this manure’, the little boy replied,
beaming, ‘there must be a pony in here somewhere’.
That is exactly what this policy is: it is a dud. That is
what the coalition has done by pursuing it. The reality
is that this issue is Spring Street’s equivalent of the
culture wars. It is an annoyance and a distraction, and it
is not the main game in relation to regional
development for Victoria or for the broader economic
development of the state.
Why is it that The Nationals when in government were
so obsessed with this policy trinket thrown at them by
the Liberal Party? Why is it that members of The
Nationals were not focused on real policy? Where were
they when the government made the funding cuts to
health and TAFE that devastated regional and rural
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communities? At the time the coalition’s Minister for
Higher Education and Skills threatened to resign but in
the end did not. The coalition pursued this dud of a
policy instead. Why are we having this debate? Why is
it that The Nationals did not talk about — —
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
in relation to relevance, the debate is pretty narrow. It is
about cattle in the high country. I know that the
member for Essendon has probably not visited a place
anywhere near a regional city and would not understand
what this debate is about, but it is important that he be
brought back to the bill.
Mr PEARSON — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I am talking about the reason why the
government is pursuing this policy, and I am
questioning the decision of the former government to
pursue a policy that is questionable and does not stack
up scientifically.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! I will rule in favour of the point of order. This is
a fairly narrow bill, and the member certainly has been
straying. I ask that he come back to the bill.
Mr PEARSON — As I was saying, this is an
important piece of legislation. As is evident from the
government’s announcement today, Labor was elected
with a clear mandate to get on with the job of fulfilling
and acquitting all of its electoral promises, and that is
what it is doing. We made it very clear to the
community that this is exactly what it was going to get
if it voted for us. The interesting thing is that people in
regional Victoria supported Labor at the last election,
and the opposition knows that is the case. That is why
we have an Independent member for Shepparton. The
Nationals managed to lose the electorate of Shepparton
after holding it for many years. We know The Nationals
vote collapsed. It was already the case that it had a
small proportion of the vote, but there was a 1.4 per
cent swing away from it.
The people of regional Victoria did not believe in the
policy that was pursued by the former government. The
reality is that this government is getting on with the job
of delivering and acquitting its election promises. That
is what we are here for, that is what we were asked to
do and that is what we took to the election last year, and
we won. We won overwhelmingly. We had a
convincing victory. We had a very strong result in the
electorate, and particularly in regional and rural
Victoria.
This bill is important because it demonstrates that we
are honouring our election commitments and we are
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getting on with it. Again I point out that the opposition
has not produced any scientific evidence at all to
suggest that no damage has resulted from its failed
policies. We are listening to the scientists. That is what
we do. We listen to scientists, we listen to reason, we
carefully listen to the experts, we weigh up the advice
that we receive and then we act accordingly. That is
how we developed this policy, that is why we are
looking at pursuing this and honouring our
commitments, and that is why we are here. For those
reasons I commend the bill to the house.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I am delighted to
rise to support the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. I am very
pleased that this bill creates such strong protection
against any future reintroduction of cattle to the high
country. I commend the government for bringing the
bill before the Parliament rather than leaving it in the
hands of the responsible minister, because it brings an
end to the practice of taking our precious alpine
environment hostage for political purposes.
The vote to ban cattle from the high country is long
overdue. When legislation on this issue first came
before the Victorian Parliament in 2005, we were
already 40 years behind New South Wales. We have
had four years of destructive policies from the former
governments — not environmental policies but
anti-environmental policies. The Baillieu and Napthine
governments took us even further backwards. Those
governments, backed up by Prime Minister Tony
Abbott and the Minister Against the Environment, Greg
Hunt, at the federal level have championed policies that
have actively abused our natural environment, which is
so vital for our biodiversity and our communities.
The fact is that although the previous government does
not like to admit it, more than 60 years of
peer-reviewed scientific research has consistently
shown that cattle have a profoundly destructive effect
on alpine environments. Government members have
outlined some of those studies. The so-called scientific
trial the previous government instituted was simply a
deliberate misuse of science as a critical tool for public
policy. Coalition members should be ashamed of
themselves for putting such misleading information out
into the public domain. Their trial was simply cover for
a politically motivated and environmentally damaging
activity in the Alpine National Park.
Mr Battin interjected.
Ms SANDELL — The member for Gembrook can
only quote David Packham as the scientist who
supposedly backs up the previous government’s
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policies. Mr Packham is a self-confessed climate denier
who has not practised basic science in over 30 years.
This is the so-called science that members of the
coalition are relying on — science backed by a climate
denier. That is the misleading information they are
putting out to the public.
Mr Battin interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The member for Gembrook! I ask the member
for Melbourne to speak through the Chair.
Ms SANDELL — The supposed scientist that the
member for Gembrook was quoting is actually a
climate denier who has not practised basic science in
over 30 years.
I was particularly disappointed that the coalition
government exploited the genuine need to manage and
reduce the bushfire risk to justify its ideologically
driven environmental vandalism. Not a single credible
scientific source suggests that cattle grazing makes any
contribution to reducing fire risk in alpine areas. In fact,
contrary to what the member for Gembrook has said,
cattle grazing was not recommended by the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission and effectively
money spent on the alpine grazing trial is money that
could have been spent on protecting communities and
our environment from bushfire risk.
The coalition continues to attack our national parks, and
it seems to have missed the point that our national parks
are here to protect our biodiversity, to protect our
environment and to protect our national treasures, but
also they are here to maintain a healthy community. It
is particularly disappointing to see members of The
Nationals not advocating for the protection of our
national parks, because they are precisely the ones who
should be advocating on behalf of rural and regional
Australians who rely on these national parks for their
economies and their health. It is no wonder that the
Greens have more than double the vote of The
Nationals in Victoria, while the vote of The Nationals is
on the downslide. The Greens have long been calling
for a ban on cattle grazing in our national parks. We
commend the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water for bringing this bill before the
house. We commend the Andrews government for
supporting this bill. I thank the government for showing
leadership on this issue.
This is something that is very close to my heart. My
father, Peter Sandell, had a long and respected career in
Parks Victoria in the Mallee. He also had particular
interest in the red gum parks. I spent huge amounts of
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my childhood and my adolescence in the Victorian high
country. My parents, with their own hands, built a
rammed earth house in the north-east, and almost every
single holiday they dragged us kids up there to show us
what the high country was like. That environment is
very close to my heart, and I consider myself a big part
of that community. I know that if my dad was alive
today he would be very happy that this government is
championing the protection of our national parks.
But the fact is debate about the environment and
environmental policies should not be driven by
emotion. It should be driven by an evidence base and it
should be driven by scientific rigour. I hope the
introduction of this bill signals that the government is
moving away from an ideologically driven position of
ruining the environment towards something that is
actually based on real evidence, based on
peer-reviewed science and on securing an actual,
sustainable future for Victoria, particularly rural and
regional Victoria, where I come from.
This bill is a good start, but we know that we need to do
more. Many members have brought up the issue of
resourcing our national parks. We know that Parks
Victoria has had its funding cut, at a time when it needs
a lot more funding so it can adequately manage our
current national parks and also create new national
parks into the future. There are many areas that are
sorely in need of new national parks, particularly the
Great Forest National Park in the Central Highlands
region, to protect the Leadbeater’s possum and to create
a vital tourism industry in Victoria. We need to stop the
destructive logging of our native forests in this state
once and for all.
I thank all the campaigners and scientists who have
worked so hard on this issue, particularly the Victorian
National Parks Association. I would like to relay a story
told by Phil Ingamells from the association about this
issue. Phil tells a story about how he was up walking in
the high country plains when the 2005 alpine grazing
task force inquiry was taking place. He was with some
mountain cattlemen, and they were insisting that cattle
had no damaging effect whatsoever on the high
country. They came across a dead cow in the middle of
a sphagnum bog, and there was an awkward silence as
they looked around at each other. Eventually one of the
cattlemen looked at Phil and said, ‘Well, that’s not my
cow’.
The fact is that even though mountain cattlemen may
care for the high country, cattle do not. Cattle are
damaging to the high country, and it is absolutely time
for us to remove this political football and make sure
that no minister for the environment — or minister

Wednesday, 15 April 2015

against the environment — is able to reintroduce cattle
to the high country again. The Greens will be working
with the Labor government on this issue and many
other environmental policies to make sure that now and
into the future we protect our natural environment. I
wish this bill a speedy passage through the house.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is a
privilege to contribute to the debate on the National
Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill
2015. In my contribution to the debate I will reflect on
the objectives of the bill, the historical context and
relevant scientific research that underpins sound policy
approaches. I would like to acknowledge that cattle in
the high country is an important part of Victorian
culture, but cattle do not have to play a part in our
national parks. This bill delivers on an important
election commitment, which underpins good public
policy and research. It is worth reflecting that the
intention of the bill is to prevent the introduction and
use of cattle in national parks for any purpose,
including research, fuel management or weed control,
or as part of a commercial tour or cultural event or
activity.
It is important to note that there are more than
100 scientific papers published across many decades,
all of which conclude that cattle grazing damages our
natural environment. That is a damning fact. The
science is clear: cattle grazing does not reduce bushfire
risk at a landscape level, and yet those opposite find it
hard to grapple with the science. Cattle do not graze on
the flammable wood, bark and leaves that provide most
of the fuel for the bushfires that have occurred in the
high country, and that is a key point.
It is worth reflecting that we have been here before. Ten
years ago the then environment minister, John
Thwaites, commissioned the 2005 alpine grazing task
force report. It concluded that:
Cattle grazing does not make an effective contribution to fuel
reduction and wildfire behaviour in the Alpine National Park.

The study was underpinned by sound science and
research. The task force found that cattle caused
damage to water catchments, affecting water quality;
modified and damaged vegetation, including
compelling damage to moss beds; and were a
significant threat to at least 25 flora species and 7 fauna
species. That is another significant statistic about this
issue as we come forward in time with the debate.
Why was the cattle grazing trial embarked on? Let us
think about some of the international studies that have
been put forward in international jurisdictions, which
claim to be underpinned by scientific research. I
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remember an international court case regarding whaling
where one party argued that it was for the scientific
purposes of research. When the Australian government
at the time presented its case to the International
Whaling Commission, it said that commercial whaling
was cloaked in the ‘lab coat of science denial’. If you
contrast that comment with the arguments for cattle
grazing in the high country put forward by the previous
government, you see it was just a bluff. At the time the
then federal Attorney-General said that Japan was
unable to produce any criteria which would have any
scientific credibility. There is a correlation with the
findings of the alpine grazing task force report. After all
the scientific research, this situation was dressed up by
the former government.
If we reflect on the contribution of the member for
Gembrook, we realise he said that cattle grazing in the
high country was about livelihoods. I thought it was
about scientific research. I did not think it was about
livelihoods at the time of the research. The member for
Gembrook used this point as a key contrast for him to
move the goal posts around in the debate.
It is also worth considering a letter written to the former
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, the
member for Warrandyte — and I will return to his role
a bit later in the debate. It is from the Australian
Academy of Science. I am not sure if the then minister
or his advisers at the time read it, but it says:
Our concern is based upon our understanding of the alpine
ecological literature and with regard to scientific standards. It
is our view that the project currently underway is very
unlikely to produce credible scientific evidence.

I am not sure if the previous minister read or responded
to the letter, but that is a pretty damning and alarming
statement.
Others have also reflected on the fact that the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission — the most
substantial investigation into the effects of bushfires in
our state — made no mention at all of the practice of
alpine grazing and fuel reduction. That is a significant
fact as well. Some members have made reference to the
role of grazing cattle in preventing fires. The Ecological
Society of Australia in its position on alpine grazing
said that:
There is no scientific evidence to support the claim that
grazing in alpine and subalpine zones plays any role in
mitigating the effects of wildfire.

That is a conclusive statement and it underpins — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
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Mr RICHARDSON — Yes, there is no scientific
evidence. That is absolutely clear; none whatsoever.
The evidence against grazing in alpine and subalpine
areas has been substantially backed up by well over
100 reports on this matter, which is significant and
quite damning for those who back grazing. With the
approach of the Liberal government you would be
forgiven if you thought Marty McFly and Emmett
Brown from Back to the Future were coming back for a
fourth season re-run because it was going back into
time and we were doing a bit of a time warp there.
There is one scientific guru who I have forgotten to
mention who sits on the other side of the house. He
may not have a science degree — his qualifications are
in finance and banking — but neither does the Prime
Minister and that does not stop him from referring to
climate change science as ‘absolute crap’ and using the
inflammatory and offensive description of ‘the
so-called settled science on climate change’.
Mr Wynne — It’s a flat world.
Mr RICHARDSON — Yes, it certainly is! That
scientific guru is none other than our good friend, the
member for Warrandyte. The member for Warrandyte
went on the ABC’s 7.30 program at the start of 2014
and said this:
To see the noxious weeds that have permeated through the
whole area, it seems to me fairly logical that cattle grazing
would keep those issues at bay —

putting on his science degree and the years of eminent
experience he has in science, in contrast to well over
100 scientists who advised him that that should not be
the case. It is worth taking another step back and
wondering whether this is the same logic that is the
approach of the Leader of the Opposition, who rerouted
the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel project through
sewerage lines. Is that the same waxing that is done on
a bit of logic there? Who knows? But then we might go
back to the class of 2006 for this Parliament and the
member for Warrandyte’s first contribution to the
house. He said:
All governments must show evidence of … leadership. They
do this by exhibiting decisiveness and establishing vision.
…
I believe in supporting those communities that proudly
represent our heritage and in protecting our environment for
future generations.

Goodness me. What a high bar to set yourself. How did
he get this policy so very wrong, and how on earth did
he get to the point where those communities who
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protect our environment, which he referred to, savaged
his record and said last year:
The Baillieu/Napthine government has the poorest track
record on the protection and restoration of the environment of
any government since Victoria’s peak environment groups
were founded in the 1950s.

That is not a bad way to define your representation as
the minister — the worst in 60 years! However, the
member for Warrandyte should not worry too much.
Despite his appalling record and his absolutely woeful
conduct on this issue, he will always be welcome at a
class of 2006 Victorian Parliament reunion because he
will be far more popular than his chum the member for
Malvern.
Let me give some unconditional advice to the member
for Warrandyte. When we say ‘peer reviewing’, it is not
trawling through Google keywords on Tony Abbott,
science or absolute crap, or even googling the Leader of
the Opposition’s approach to logic. It involves scientific
experts reviewing and evaluating the work of other
scientific experts, which is a practice that has gone on
for over 100 years, with well over 100 scientific studies
on the very subject matter underpinning this legislation.
That is fact, that is the basis of the policy this
government is putting forward. It is evidence based, it is
credible, and I am very happy to commend this bill to
the house.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It is a pleasure to
rise today and speak on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. When we come
into this place, when our communities send us to this
place, they charge us with the very high responsibility
of responding to our individual communities and
representing them here in this place and advocating for
their issues. Most people in this place take that
responsibility very seriously and we discharge our
responsibilities to varying degrees. When one has the
great privilege of becoming a minister, your area of
responsibility is somewhat broader than you had as a
backbench member of Parliament. It is incumbent on
ministers to make sure they make good decisions when
issues arise.
In contrast to what has been put by members opposite
with regard to this being about ideology, about the
former government putting cattle into the high country
or going down that path for reasons of ideology, I have
to say that when I became Minister for Environment
and Climate Change I had a certain amount of apathy
towards this issue because I did not know it very well. I
had not looked at it to any great degree, but I said to
myself that I would talk to the communities which were
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affected by this particular issue and make sure that I
educated myself on it.
That did not involve a minister from the beach going
down to Carlton to get a soy chai latte with members of
the Victorian National Parks Association and asking
their opinion. It meant going to the communities and
talking to them about what they thought about the
Bracks and Brumby governments’ approach and what it
meant to them. It also meant talking to generations of
mountain cattlemen, who have been in the area for over
170 years caring for the high country, as they do, and it
meant talking to the traditional owners of the land, who
have obviously been there for a lot longer than that, for
many thousands of years, and getting their opinion as
well.
It also meant going to have a look for myself, to see
with my eyes the impact of what had been, at that time,
seven years of having cattle removed. In that time we
had seen some of the worst bushfires the state has ever
experienced. I hasten to add that when those bushfires
went through, the Greens could not be seen in those
communities at all. We do not see the Greens after
bushfires go through. We do not see the Greens in those
country communities spouting their policies to
Victorians in those areas, because I can tell members
they would get run out of town pretty quickly. We can
always see how committed the Greens are to their
views when they will not even talk to the affected
communities about them.
Notwithstanding talking to the local communities,
obviously I got some very good advice from my
department, and I commend the work the department
did in that space. I think the department did a fantastic
job, but I committed to the local communities, the local
Indigenous groups and the mountain cattlemen that I
would talk to them about the best way to manage the
land. There is a lot to be done in the environment
portfolio — it covers a whole range of things — and
land management is an integral part of what is done.
Having done the sort of consultation that the Labor
Party should have done, which in this case was to
actually talk to people, we took the approach that we
did. In 2012 I went down to the Wonnangatta Valley,
an area we had identified as having a significant fire
risk. One of the issues in the Wonnangatta Valley is
that about 3000 campers go there during the summer
period each year. Broadly speaking there is pretty much
one access road, so if there was a fire in that area, the
government of the day would be responsible for
making sure that it had done the work to ensure that
campers faced the least amount of risk possible. When I
went to Wonnangatta in 2012 I saw a valley that was
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covered in noxious weeds, with dry, cured grass up to a
metre and a half high. If a fire came down the side of
the mountain, that grass would burn very solidly, and
the advice I was given was that the wind created by that
fire would push it up the other side of the mountain and
that would cause an incredible fire risk. That opened
my eyes to the dangers that a lack of land management
and a lack of grazing in that place had resulted in. It had
made the area into a fire trap.

and the Gunaikurnai people. That agreement allowed
the Gunaikurnai to work in the operational area
associated with the trial. It made sure that they
themselves would conduct the cultural heritage
assessments at the site and that the Gunaikurnai people,
the traditional owners, would support the conduct of
flora and fauna, ground disturbance and fuel quality
assessments. We were giving work to the local
Indigenous people as well as doing work they endorsed.

The grazing that we did in 2014 in a very small area
with about 60 head of cattle, as pointed out by the
member for Gembrook, was inconclusive because not
enough cattle were in the area to get a decent result. But
with a year gone by we can now see from photographs
taken in the area that was grazed green grass that has
not been able to go through its whole growing cycle
and therefore it stays green. If we had a fire in that area,
the grass that is there now would not burn.

In her second-reading speech the minister, as was
pointed out in a previous contribution to this debate,
also says:

We can talk about scientific evidence, and certainly we
should — a key part of what we did in the last term of
government was make sure we had the right parameters
around this. But photographic evidence — evidence
you can see with your own eyes — is also worthwhile. I
seek leave from the Minister for Planning, who is at the
table, to incorporate a couple of photographs.
Leave granted; see photographs pages 1054–1055.
Mr R. SMITH — That will ensure that we have in
Hansard a record of the difference in conditions in that
particular area of the Wonnangatta Valley between
2012 and in 2014. The Labor government says it
respects the people who live in that area, but it clearly
does not. In the second-reading speech for this bill the
minister says:
These national parks protect land that is culturally important
to Aboriginal traditional owners who have played a vital role
in its management for thousands of years and continue to do
so to this day.

I agree with that statement. In fact the chief executive
officer of the Gunaikurnai Land and Waters Aboriginal
Corporation, Barry Kenny, in a letter to me dated
26 June 2014, stated:
Gunaikurnai Land and Waters Aboriginal Corporation board
of directors would like to thank you for giving us the
opportunity to comment on the cattle grazing in the
Wonnangatta Valley …
Our board has endorsed this project but would like to enter
into an agreement with works that would benefit our
community in the Wonnangatta Valley.

We went forward and made that agreement. We made
an agreement between the state, the mountain cattlemen

The mountain cattlemen and women will continue to play a
role in managing the high country, using their invaluable
skills and knowledge for the benefit of all Victorians.

The fact of the matter is that if the mountain cattlemen
and women do not put cattle into the high country on a
seasonal basis, they are going to lose those skills. The
minister said she respected the mountain cattlemen and
women and would meet with them, but they learnt
about this piece of legislation via ABC radio. The
minister did not bother to talk to them, and she certainly
did not bother to get any information about what the
effect would be on their lifestyle going forward.
The measure of a minister is whether they talk to
communities affected by legislation. Former Minister
for Water Tim Holding and I did not agree on a lot of
things, but I will give him this: during the debate about
the north–south pipeline he went out to communities. It
was a very unpopular policy, and he was a very
unpopular minister in those communities, but he had
the guts to go out there and face them. The Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water has never had
the guts to talk to these communities. Those who have
stood up on the other side and made contributions on
this bill have never picked up the phone to the
Treasures, the Stoneys, the McCormacks or the Lovicks
and said, ‘What will be the effect of this legislation on
your community and your lifestyle?’. They have never
picked up the phone to speak to the Gunaikurnai
people. They have no respect for what the traditional
owners of the area are saying. Those traditional owners
have said in writing that they support the position of the
former government.
Until one of those members opposite who stands to
make a contribution to the debate on this bill has gone
and talked to these communities they will have no
credibility here whatsoever. Their refusal to go to those
communities and sell their policies shows they are
gutless, cowardly and ashamed of what they are doing.
To those local communities these policies are toxic.
That is why communities in the areas of South
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Gippsland, East Gippsland, Narracan and Benambra
will never vote for the Greens or for Labor — because
the very ideology members of those parties live by is
toxic to them. Far from governing for all Victorians,
those opposite are only governing for inner city seats
and are pandering to green philosophies.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It gives me great
pleasure as a Labor Party member for a country seat to
rise and speak on this bill. I wish to congratulate the
minister on introducing the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. The minister has
shown that she is a true champion for the environment.
The introduction of this bill seeks to set right an act of
wilful environmental vandalism by the previous
government. It is about keeping faith with the Victorian
community and delivering on a key election
commitment to once again stop destructive cattle
grazing in the alpine national parks and indeed to stop it
ever occurring in the river red gum national parks.
Our national parks are a precious natural resource.
Contrary to the conservative fearmongering of those
opposite, this is not about Labor locking up our national
parks — it is about protecting our magnificent natural
environment for us to enjoy now and for future
generations to also enjoy. It was fantastic that the
minister made an announcement just before Easter that
unfair basic camping fees enforced by the previous
government had been scrapped from our national
parks — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, on the issue of relevance, this bill is not about
camping fees, nor is it about Parks Victoria being left in
$178 million of debt by the previous Labor
government.
Mr Wynne — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, I think it is entirely in order. I submit that the
member can in her contribution make a passing
reference to the question of people’s access to the
national parks and indeed fees that may inhibit some
people from being able to go there. This issue is about
the capacity of national parks to support tourism. We
would submit that the cattle grazing issue and people’s
access to the parks are inextricably linked. Therefore
her contribution is in order.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! Provided that it is a passing reference, I will
allow it. Otherwise the member should come back to
the bill.
Ms THOMAS — I was talking about national parks
and some recent policy that the minister has announced
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to make our national parks more accessible so that
people can enjoy our fantastic natural environmental
assets.
This bill is necessary because whilst there is no explicit
power authorising grazing in these parks we have seen
that the previous government would go to any lengths
to pursue its ideological interests in reintroducing cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park and, as mooted at
various times, a return to grazing in the river red gum
national parks. This bill makes explicit that cattle
grazing has no place in our world-class national parks
and cannot be allowed through tricked-up, so-called
scientific trials or on any other spurious grounds that
opposition members may try to dream up now or in the
future.
This is an issue that we in the Labor Party feel very
strongly about. Again, it is not because we have a set
against the mountain cattlemen, as those on the other
side would have people believe, or on the basis of any
other fantasy that they might dream up in terms of our
opposition. It is not that we have anything against the
traditions of the past at all. In fact, as the minister has
made explicit, she will continue to speak with the
mountain cattlemen and seek their advice and input on
the Alpine Advisory Committee. Very importantly as
well, the minister has been quite explicit in stating that
she recognises the traditional owners of the land and
their connection with country. I know that the minister
will work with, sit down and learn from the traditional
owners.
I will tell members why members of the Labor Party
generally and we on this side of the house in particular
feel so strongly about this bill. It is because we care
deeply about our fragile natural environment and
because we care deeply about facts, science and
evidence-based public policy. Evidence-based public
policy is something that we on this side of the house are
very passionate about, and it will drive our
policymaking. Flat-earthers cannot be found on this
side of the house. Members on this side of the house are
people with a keen interest in and respect for science.
If we can agree that the purpose of our national parks is
to protect and preserve significant parts of Victoria’s
natural environment for the sake of the environment
and for our enjoyment and that of future generations,
the next question we should ask is: do cattle destroy or
harm that natural environment? The evidence on this is
very, very clear, and the answer is yes, they do. I say
this as a person with three generations of beef cattle and
dairy farming behind me. It is abundantly clear that
cattle damage our environment. I am not against cattle,
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but they belong in their right place — and that is on a
farm and in a paddock, not in a park.
If opposition members are not interested in the findings
of more than 100 scientific papers published over
almost 60 years, maybe they will listen to some
common sense. Common sense tells us that
hard-hooved, heavy cattle — an introduced species —
trample wetlands, stream banks, springs and soaks; they
pollute our waterways; they introduce and spread
weeds; and they are a real threat to several rare and
threatened flora, fauna and plant communities.
In the face of scientific evidence and common sense,
this is what a former member for Northern Victoria
Region and the failed Liberal candidate for the seat of
Macedon had to say in arguing for the so-called
scientific trials. This is what Mrs Petrovich added to the
debate.
An honourable member — Rob Mitchell knocked
her off.
Ms THOMAS — He did, indeed. This is what
Mrs Petrovich had to say in the other place — and I
doubt that the mountain cattlemen would agree with
this. Apparently the mountain cattlemen ‘have an
intrinsic knowledge of their environment’, and, if that
were not miraculous enough, ‘so do the livestock’.
Then Mrs Petrovich said:
In many respects we are quite lucky that there are still a few
remaining lead cows in those herds that know the areas that
are being trialled. If we did not have that, we would have an
environmental problem.

They are very smart cows and this is how smart they
are. Mrs Petrovich said:
Those cattle stick to the areas and the tracks, and they teach
the other cattle the appropriate way to move through that
country.

What a load of rubbish. That is absolute nonsense, and
if that is the best that opposition members could come
up with, then it is no surprise to me that they made
history as a one-term government.
The second argument that we hear from the opposition
is that grazing reduces blazing. What really maddens
me about this position is the wilful propagation of false
information about an extremely serious issue of
bushfire preparation and management. It appals me to
think that those opposite would trifle with something as
significant as this.
The science is absolutely conclusive. A fine article
published in Austral Ecology headed ‘Cattle grazing
does not reduce fire severity in eucalypt forests and
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woodlands of the Australian Alps’ makes it very, very
clear. I am sure that others will refer to this report of a
piece of fine research that is quite conclusive on this
matter. As I said, the science is conclusive. The
so-called scientific trial implemented by the opposition
was a ruse to reintroduce cattle grazing despite the fact
that we know full well that cattle will damage our
environment. The place for cattle is on a farm and in a
paddock, not in our fine, beautiful and environmentally
fragile national parks.
Again I say that if opposition members do not trust the
science they should go to common sense. It will tell
them that animals graze on grasses. They do not eat
wood, bark and leaves, which are the materials that
provide most of the fuel for bushfires. In conclusion,
this bill seeks to provide the protection our national
parks deserve, protection from the damage that is
caused by grazing cattle and protection from ignorant
politicians on the other side of the house. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. It
should have the words ‘only some’ in that title as it will
prohibit grazing by only some cattle.
Mr R. Smith — The Greens Preferences Bill.
Mr TILLEY — Yes, call it the Greens Preferences
Bill.
I want to make it absolutely clear, as we have heard
stated in this house before by others speaking on other
matters, that Victorian mountain cattlemen have been
caring for the high country since 1834, which was
22 years before this Parliament House was built — a
building which is still not finished to this day and which
was begun off the back of a gold rush. The mountain
cattlemen have a true connection to the land of the
Victorian Alps. My Liberal Party and Nationals
colleagues and I represent the high country, and we do
so very proudly. We see the attempt by those on the
other side to try to blame The Nationals and engage in a
divide-and-conquer exercise. Members of the Liberal
Party are also very proud of the heritage and history
that their pioneering forebears delivered to this great
state of ours.
Previously we had a committed government that made
some attempts to look at the scientific approach to fire
mitigation and the destruction by fire of our great
environment. I refer to some examples of what happens
overseas. At a recent get-together in January in Mitta
Mitta I told the audience that in Bavaria cattle grazing
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is celebrated. The whole community enjoys the
festivities when cattle return from grazing in their high
country. The government in Mongolia does not say no
to grazing in its high country but is continuing to try to
find scientific ways to continue sustainable grazing.
Their efforts are not about fire mitigation or fuel
reduction; they are about trying to find scientific ways
to continue grazing so that the native flora and the
environment can exist together.
Similar things happen in Third World countries. There
are a lot of hungry mouths in Ethiopia, for example, but
the government there is conducting trials of grazing in
the Bale Mountains National Park. For heaven’s sake, if
governments in other parts of the world can do that,
why can the Victorian government not do it? It staggers
me.
In the Sierra Nevada mountain range the Yosemite
environmentalists said the cattle were killing the
Yosemite toad. The government there said, ‘Let’s do a
study. Let’s investigate. Let’s try to find out what is
going on in that area’. As a result of that study they
found that the cattle grazing did not affect the Yosemite
toad; cattle like to graze in drier ground, not in areas
where species such as precious toads and other fauna
like to cohabitate.
We heard in the contribution from the Leader of The
Nationals that cattle do not wallow. If cattle wallowed
in peat bogs and moss beds, we would be pulling bits of
cows out of them. Deer wallow, brumbies wallow, pigs
and the other vermin that we have invading our great
high country wallow. These are the problems we have,
and I bet members on the other side will not do one
thing to address them.
I would like to turn to some of the other contributions if
I may and to talk about some of the studies that have
been done. In response to the member for Melbourne’s
attempt to trash the good name of David Packham, who
is not here to defend himself, I can say that David
Packham has a masters degree in applied science. He
has worked for 50 years in bushfire research at the
CSIRO, Monash University and the Australian
Emergency Management Institute, and in fire weather
policy at the Bureau of Meteorology. He has produced
61 publications and has concentrated on the physics and
chemistry of bushfires. He has applied that research to
practical issues, including the development of aerial
prescribed burning, non-evacuation of properties
modelling, fire behaviour and forensic investigation of
firefighter deaths. I think it is very important to note
that he comes well-credentialed and has vast
experience. He has an enormous amount to offer not
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only to Victoria but also to our nation. His research in
fire mitigation is to be commended.
Just yesterday this is what David Packham said around
doing studies and seeing how we can do things better,
particularly for our high country. Time does not afford
me the opportunity to quote everything he said, but the
point he made was:
By evicting cattle, a great and harmful error may have been
made, but by terminating the trial when more and better
research is needed is intellectual, environmental and civilised
vandalism.
Leaving the high country and the red gum forests to become
fuel clogged without grazing and burning in the absence of
rigorous evidence is a disgrace.

It is nothing short of a disgrace, and members on the
other side of the chamber are responsible for that.
When it comes to the field of firefighting, David
Packham has enormous knowledge. Whilst we debate
the issue of environmental sustainability and fuel
reduction, I wish to state that when it comes to the
matter of professional firefighting, it is not exclusive,
and it is not limited to those who are remunerated.
There are far more professional firefighters than simply
those who pay a subscription to the militant United
Firefighters Union. Just because you are paid to be a
firefighter, does not mean that you are a good one. We
have many — even our primary producers go out in the
field, as do our mountain cattlemen.
The member for Macedon mentioned cows in paddocks
versus grazing in the high country. I do not think the
member for Macedon, nor the member for Melbourne,
nor for that matter the member for Essendon, has ever
met a true mountain cattlemen.
Ms Thomas — Absolute rubbish!
Mr TILLEY — Has any of them ever met the
Lovicks, the Treasures and the McCormacks or even
the McGuires — any of those traditional cattlemen who
put cattle into the high country and graze them?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The member for Macedon is out of her seat.
Mr TILLEY — They are tough people! Not only
the men, but also the women and their children: they
are very tough people. My God, they would not be the
sort of people who are pushed over easily.
Mr T. Smith — They built this country.
Mr TILLEY — Absolutely, as the member for Kew
says, they built this nation and they built this state.
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Hopefully we will be able to commend their work and
allow them a long-term future.
I commend the Minister for Planning, who is at the
table, and thank him for allowing the member for
Warrandyte to incorporate two photos into Hansard.
In the remaining time I have to speak I would like to
comment on the culture and heritage of the cattlemen.
Just this year the Mountain Cattlemens Association of
Victoria had its get-together at Mitta Mitta in my
electorate of Benambra. It was a fantastic event. Just
last weekend we were joined by the member for Yan
Yean — she came up to Corryong for the Man from
Snowy River Bush Festival. It was a great weekend.
I challenge each and every member from the other side
of the chamber to come and meet with some of the
cattlemen at Wonnangatta. I implore members not to
simply sit there and listen to people, rather they should
come and join those at Wonnangatta. Greens members
and Labor Party members should come out and talk
with the mountain cattlemen and see firsthand the
devastating effects of the lack of grazing.
This is our history and it is our heritage. It forms part of
our national pride, our heritage and our patriotism. I
know that every time we hear one of those bush ballads,
every time we hear one of those songs and every time
The Man from Snowy River is recited it raises goose
bumps. The patriotism certainly raises goosebumps for
me. Members opposite would know nothing about
patriotism or loyalty — apart from to their own lot of
course.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TILLEY — Regardless of what your opinion
may be, you can never deny that this is our history and
heritage. To deny that is nothing short of treason. We
are currently the custodians of that culture and that
heritage, and each one of us — not only in this place
but outside those doors — has an enormous
responsibility to pass that on to the next generations for
the future to come.
I look forward to seeing the progress of this debate. I
will continue as the representative of Benambra, where
we have great high country and the alpine park,
particularly with Tom Groggin station. Some of you
should come up and see Tom Groggin station and get
up to the Pinnibar and have a look at what it is like to
be on top of the world and see what the prospects and
the possibilities are, as well as what the return to proper
and appropriate grazing of the high country would
create for Victoria. It would also set a great example for
the rest of the world.
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Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! Before I call the next speaker, I would like to
acknowledge the presence in the gallery of His
Excellency, Dr Helmut Bock, Ambassador of Austria,
and Burgit Zenon, Vice-Consul of Austria in Victoria.
Welcome to the Victorian Parliament.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am the third
or fourth member representing a regional electorate for
the Andrews Labor government to speak on the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. From the outset I would like to say
that anything I say in this speech will not have any
reflection on cows. In fact, I really like cows. My whole
family likes cows, that great species of taurus. My
eldest son works in the cattle industry in northern
Queensland, having worked in the cattle industry in the
Northern Territory and Western Australia as well. One
of my daughters has worked in the cattle industry in the
Northern Territory and Queensland, in the dairy
industry in Victoria, and of course more broadly in the
equine industry. I have a cousin who runs a dairy
shorthorn stud. My youngest son is the one in the
family who loves cows the most, because he is a
butcher. He loves all parts of the cow. In fact, he loves
the chuck, the rib, the brisket, the plate, the short loin,
the sirloin, the flank, the shank, the round, the rump and
the tenderloin.
Ms Thomson interjected.
Ms EDWARDS — And the bolar. When you
compare Victoria to states like Queensland and New
South Wales, there really is no comparison. In
Queensland they have their great open spaces, their
large grasslands and their large forests where cattle
graze at will. Of course in New South Wales cattle have
been banned from national parks since the 1960s. It was
only in Victoria under the former government that cows
were again allowed into our national parks. It seems to
me from listening to the contribution to this debate by
the Leader of The Nationals that clearly he and The
Nationals overall have no regard for national parks. It is
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no wonder that they were happy to open them up to
development and excessive wood collection.
This bill prevents grazing from ever being allowed in
the alpine or river red gum national parks again in the
future. Let that be the end of it. Let us not have to come
back and debate this matter again. The science that has
been before us for over 100 years has clearly shown
that cattle grazing destroys our natural environment.
National parks are there to protect the natural
environment. It is about protecting these beautiful parks
and lands for future generations. Despite what the
opposition clearly continues to put out there, cattle
grazing still occurs in the high country outside the
national parks. Cattle grazing continues in the state
forests and on private land in the high country.
A lot has been made of the so-called scientific trial that
the previous government instigated when it allowed
cattle back into the high country. I would like to know,
as I am sure would other members, the names and
details of the scientists engaged by the previous
government to implement this trial, because to date no
names have been put forward or data released. Some
time ago the Mountain Cattlemens Association of
Victoria said it was:
… confident that this scientific trial would ‘vindicate’ its view
that 180 years of grazing experience and knowledge could
help the alps.

As reported in the Australian of 6 March 2014,
Mr Charlie Lovick said:
We are prepared to be judged, not by what we say, but what
we do.

I would like now to reflect on some of the comments
made in the other place back in 2013 by a former
member for Eastern Victoria Region, Mr Johan
Scheffer. In his contribution to the debate on the
reintroduction of cattle grazing by the former
government, Mr Scheffer referred to Mr Philip
Ingamells of the Victorian National Parks Association,
who said this:
I have gone up with cattlemen, and to give you the best
indication, we went round everywhere. We looked at this
damage, that damage; damage to creeks, damage to peat beds,
damage to everything. Everywhere we went, the cattlemen
just said, cattle don’t do that, that wasn’t cattle, cattle
wouldn’t do that, that was horses or it was deer or it was pigs
or something else, but it was never, never cattle. Cattle don’t
go into peat beds; they kept repeatedly saying cattle don’t go
into these wet areas, they don’t go into peat beds. When we
found the dead cow in the middle of a peat bed, there was a
complete silence, and then one of them said, ‘It’s not my
cow’.
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So we can see that cattle in the high country in fact do
destroy the wetlands, and there is much evidence about
the wetlands being extremely important hydraulically.
They occur where drainage is impeded, and water
remains near the soil surface for more than one month
per year. The soils of wetlands are peats, which is
where the dead cow was found. They are highly
organic soils derived from the decay of vegetable
matter, with little or no mineral matter. Wetlands are
vital to water catchment protection, soil conservation,
and maintenance of nature conservation values. They
have been listed under the Victorian Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act. Even though wetlands are not a
preferred grazing community to cattle, they contain
numerous palatable species. Cattle will certainly enter
such wetlands to graze, as well as for drinking water,
throughout the grazing season.
Cattle have dramatic effects on these wetlands. The
peaty soils are particularly susceptible to trampling, as
are the common plants, especially sphagnum moss.
Cattle entering moss beds to drink cause breakdown of
this moss and peat, lowering of the water table and
consequent drying out. The result is fragmentation of
the heath, widening of channels and increasing run-off,
all of which cause vegetation to be stripped, leaving
silty and stony pavements.
The impact of cattle grazing on our endangered flora
and fauna is very evident. There is information out
there for anyone who would like to look at it. Currently
at least one frog and six lizard species restricted to the
Victorian alpine bioregion are considered threatened at
a national and/or state level. Grazing pressure from
cows and feral horses, development of ski resort
infrastructure, disease and climate change are
considered potentially detrimental to existing
populations. To effectively conserve these species,
thorough knowledge of their distribution and ecology is
required. Obviously collection of this information is
important. It has also come to my attention that when
the former government reintroduced cattle grazing to
national parks, it referred to the cattle as mobile fire
reduction units. Sadly this hideous description was not
reflected on by anyone on this side of the house.
When the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission
recommendations on bushfire management and
reduction were released, I could not find anywhere a
recommendation to send in the cows. During the alpine
fires, both grazed and ungrazed areas of the park were
burnt and not burnt. Cattle clearly do not graze on the
flammable wood, bark and leaves. In addition to
prevailing weather conditions, topography, fuel loads
and fuel flammability types, research shows that
vegetation type, not whether an area has been grazed,
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determines fire occurrence in the high country,
flammability of bushfire fuels in the high country and
fire severity in the high country.
No scientific evidence has been presented to show that
mobile fire reduction units are of any benefit to the
alpine region.
Mr Staikos interjected.
Ms EDWARDS — The mobile fire reduction units,
which are otherwise known as bovines, bos taurus,
steers, cows or whatever one would prefer to call them.
Clearly we hope this matter never has to come back to
the house to be debated again. We hope the cows, or the
bos taurus, will never be allowed in the Alpine
National Park or the river red gum national parks again
and that this will be the end of the matter. The
opposition still has no idea about science. It has never
had any idea about science. It prefers to listen to myths
and to historical evidence produced by one sector of the
community. Obviously alpine grazing is off the agenda.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015.
Today is a sad day for all Victorians. Politics has
crossed the line over common sense. In words similar
to that of former Prime Minister Gough Whitlam, ‘Well
we may say God save the Queen, because nothing will
save the Victorian high country while these city-centric,
latte-sipping, lazy Labor layabouts make decisions from
Spring Street that affect the lives and welfare of
regional Victorians’. I am appalled that we are even
here debating this bill, a bill that means so little to those
from Melbourne but means the world to us in regional
Victoria.
The Andrews government wants to leave a legacy as
the education state. If that is so, I urge members
opposite to get educated and not make this decision, a
decision that is made while they snuggle up to members
of the Greens who have no moral conscience for
regional Victoria. They do not care about those who
live there. They do not care about those who run
businesses there. They do not care about those who
educate their families there. Members of Labor and the
Greens should hang their heads in shame. Today is a
dark day, a day that history will recall. It is not the day
the music died, but the day that the bushland died.
Labor proudly supports the union movement. Labor
members proudly support the people who fight for
them and care about them, but Labor members will
now walk all over the people from regional Victoria
who feed them, who grow their wine, who supply the
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grain for their bread, and the milk and fruit they enjoy.
We also provide recreational pursuits for them, and
they do not even have the decency to come, listen and
understand. If they did, they would not present this bill
to the house. This is simply an eye for an eye, a tooth
for a tooth. They may as well look at bringing back
corporal punishment. I ask them to have the decency to
come to our regions and understand the delicate balance
that exists between the community, environment,
nature, our Indigenous culture, our recent history and
how it all coexists. Their ignorance of the high country
will eventually destroy it for everyone. That destruction
may take a decade to occur or it may take longer, but it
begins today.
Our magnificent bushland, national parks and forests
will one day burn to the ground because of the
decisions government members make today, all
because of their pig-headed, city-centric ideology.
Country people are placid people. They are not union
thugs. They are not tree huggers. They are the best
managers of our environment that we have. Nobody
looks after the bush like we do, and the day the bush
burns we will hunt those members down and remind
them of their decision today to support this bill.
Members opposite do not want balance. They do not
want stability. They seek the power to make decisions
and the chance to have their way. With that
responsibility comes accountability, and we will
remember this day when the bush is gone.
Members opposite have asked us, even begged us, to
listen to the science in relation to climate change. We
simply ask them to let science complete its course, but
no, they simply turn their backs and ignore us. Their
short-sighted, bloody-minded approach will overrule
the long-term benefits for the bush, for Victoria and for
all of Australia. Surely they cannot be proud of that,
and I hope they are around to apologise. In fact they
should apologise today for this appalling bill that
appeases a few people in Richmond, Brunswick and
Prahran, but not those in country Victoria. It is a smack
in the face for all those who live in the regions. The trial
that was introduced is not complete. This decision will
undo years of research and set us back to the beginning.
What are the government’s alternative plans for fire
prevention? Its research relies on unpublished material
that is unsupported or outdated to the extent that it
would not pass a peer assessment.
I want to touch on Labor’s so-called mandate to remove
cattle from the high country. How many regional seats
did Labor win in this mandate? How many seats that
border the high country of Victoria where these trials
are conducted did it win? Zero. Donuts. Zip. In fact the
previous speakers we have had on this bill so far come
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from Ivanhoe, Essendon, Mordialloc, Macedon and
Bendigo West. I hope it gets better than that. I hope we
get someone who can relate to the high country a little
better. The man from Snowy River is part of Australian
folklore, and that story is about our culture, heritage and
persistence. On the edge of the Ovens Valley is Craig’s
Hut. Three times in the last 12 months I have been in
the area where The Man from Snowy River was filmed.
It is a wonderful story about the high country, but sadly
now Labor’s mismanagement has reached a new low.
Labor members are not just interfering with today.
They are meddling in their children’s future.
Let me tell members about planned burns or fuel
reductions. They are not the one fix-it that everybody
thinks they are, because my phone rings white hot
regarding planned burns. Winegrowers do not want
them because it affects the grapes, and tourist operators
do not want them because the smoke lingers for days.
Controlled grazing is a win-win situation. I urge upper
house Labor members to come and visit Wonnangatta
Station with me, the Dargo high plains and the upper
reaches of the Murray where the member for Benambra
resides. They should have a look at these pristine
conditions, and then look me in the eye and tell me that
they want to risk all this for a political stunt. I pledge to
Labor members today that we will drag them there
kicking and screaming when they let it burn to the
ground.
There will come a time when they have to have that
awkward conversation with their grandchildren about
how they could have made a difference, but no, they
will say their best friends in Fitzroy thought they knew
best. I ask government members to consider what is
important in their community. What makes people want
to walk to town hall? In regional Victoria we have
diminishing returns on the family farm, so we diversify
into ecotourism, farmers markets and creative thinking
just to earn a buck. Our environment is our future. They
should not risk it for political pointscoring.
Mountain cattlemen understand the high country. It is
their home. It is their country. Labor bangs on all the
time about how people need to be able to feel safe in
their own homes. The government should give the
people of the high country respect so that they can do
the same. I am quite sure they do not want a dairy
farmer from Katamatite telling them how to run the
public transport system in Melbourne. I am sure they do
not want a barista from Myrtleford telling them how to
run CBD planning. I am sure they do not want a
forester from Wangaratta telling them where to build
bike paths in the suburbs. So why are they allowing a
bean counter from metropolitan Melbourne to tell us
how to run the high country? When Mother Nature has

Wednesday, 15 April 2015

her way, they will need to ask themselves whether they
could have made a real difference.
As I recently boiled a billy on the banks of the King
River at Pineapple Flat, I looked around and saw the
most pristine and amazing environment in Victoria. It is
country that I love and want to see protected for a long
time to come, but this mismanagement will undermine
that. It is an environment that needs management. It is
an environment that can be used by all Victorians, but if
this mismanagement continues, Victoria will burn one
of its greatest assets. I sincerely hope this bill is
defeated.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Our national parks are
places of beauty and wonder. They absolutely hold their
own on the international stage. I have visited many
places around the world, including the Swiss Alps and
the peaks of Colorado, and while our national parks
cannot reach their heights, they certainly match their
beauty. We are exceptionally lucky to live in a state
where our natural environment has long been respected
and treasured by governments past. Yes, green spaces
and the natural environment are very important to those
who, like me, live in the seat of Eltham. Living on the
edge of one of Melbourne’s most beautiful green
wedges I, along with my constituents, have a strong
appreciation for the benefits green spaces give our
community and our economy. We know that how we
treat our national parks is a legacy we leave our
descendants.
Cattle are important to our economy. They provide beef
locally, but also to international markets, including
Japan, Korea and the USA. European settlement has a
long history of grazing in what we now know as our
national parks, including in the alpine region. The
grassy plains have been attractive to graziers and their
animals since the 1850s, and that tradition continued for
100 years in New South Wales before it ceased. It was
practised extensively in Victoria, with the Mountain
Cattlemens Association of Victoria reportedly saying
that as many as 100 000 Aberdeen Angus and Hereford
cattle grazed in our parks in the 1950s.
The practice of grazing in such areas ended in New
South Wales in the 1950s. This included the end of
grazing in the Kosciuszko National Park, a beautiful,
pristine national park where I have been privileged to
camp and boil my billy. Concerns about damage to the
landscape by grazing cattle and sheep was voiced as
early as the 1930s in New South Wales, and in 1945 the
first scientific study into the practice of grazing and its
effects on the landscape was held in Victoria.
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In 1957 the Australian Academy of Science
recommended that:
The aim to be achieved as soon as possible is the complete
exclusion of all grazing animals from these important
catchments — —

Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I believe the member who is on her feet is
reading her speech rather than giving it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! Is the member reading her speech?
Ms WARD — I am reading a quote from the
Australian Academy of Science.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Ms WARD — Since this recommendation in 1957,
the science has been clear. Let me repeat that: the
science has been absolutely clear. There can be no
denying the facts. Cattle in national parks, including in
the high country, do more harm than good. Alpine
grazing damages sensitive alpine ecosystems. It brings
weeds and causes erosion and degradation of grasslands
and wetlands. On occasion soil can be entirely removed
through cattle traffic, and pavements made of stone
may appear. I am sure that no-one here wants the
footpaths of Fitzroy appearing in the cattle grazing
areas of our national parks. We would rather have our
national parks.
One example of the damage that can be done is cattle’s
preference for, what must be very tasty, sphagnum
moss located at the end of delicate bog pools. While
cattle have their own individual beauty, they are not
known to be delicate on their feet. Hence the saying
‘like a bull in a china shop’. In this instance the china
shop is our national parks. As one would expect, these
large animals can sink deeply into the damp peat in the
bogs.
These national parks are incredibly significant to our
state and to our country, especially in terms of nature
conservation. This also extends to trying to protect our
national parks from the risk of bushfire. Scientific study
has found that fire is mainly spread by flammable
scrub, which cattle do not eat, unlike the sphagnum
moss. In a study undertaken by Professor David
Bowman, Dr Grant Williamson and Dr Brett Murphy,
which looked extensively into the use of cattle grazing
as a potential way to reduce bushfires, it was found that
there was no evidence that cattle grazing reduces fire
severity. There was some evidence that grazing could
increase fire severity by possibly changing fuel arrays.
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The scientific facts highlighting the damage cattle do to
the environment does not end with Australian scientists.
Contrary to something the member for Benambra said
earlier, a study in Switzerland found that extensive
grazing introduced new, alien species into the
grasslands, which significantly damaged the landscape,
changing it irrevocably. An Italian study has found that
mountain pastures in Europe are now considered
threatened ecosystems thanks to cattle grazing.
When Labor brought in legislation to end grazing in our
national parks there were 45 licences and $1.85 million
set aside to help graziers with the transition. For the
previous government to reintroduce grazing under the
guise of scientific study was disingenuous. In the first
year no consultation was undertaken with Parks
Victoria or the then Department of Sustainability and
Environment’s research arm. There appears to have
been no peer review of the project design and no
baseline monitoring before cattle were introduced. I
understand the Australian Academy of Science, which
recommended in 1957 that cattle grazing in alpine areas
end, questioned the integrity of the study. In fact
125 scientists wrote to the then minister asking for the
project to be reconsidered.
Georgia Gaward, an ecologist with the University of
Melbourne, said that it is a misuse if the word ‘science’
is used to justify a political decision. Mark Burgman,
chair of the school of botany at the University of
Melbourne, said that if this were a masters project, they
would boot it back to the student. It is clear that the
Liberal Party has an issue with science and scientific
study. If it took science seriously, its members would
pay more respect to what scientists say when it comes
to this and many other policy areas, including climate
change. It seems that they do not want good science to
get in the way of their blinkered ideology.
There are beautiful images created around and about
our national parks and high country, which have been
invoked by both sides during this debate. One such
image is the very famous Australian poem The Man
from Snowy River. When The Man from Snowy River
was first published in the Bulletin in 1890, our country
and our state were very different places. We have
changed a lot since then, including in our agricultural
practices. This poem is very important to Victorians,
and it speaks to our proud tradition of horsemanship,
bravery and loyalty. It speaks romantically to our
traditions. And our traditions change. That is why
cultural icons like Banjo Patterson are so important to
us. They help us celebrate and remember our traditions.
Sometimes we have to let go of our traditions —
traditions such as that of denying women the vote, of
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only providing health care to those who can afford it
and of riding horses down Bourke Street. As always the
world marches on, our knowledge continues to grow
and we learn new ways of doing things. There is a great
quote on this issue from Jefferson Kinsman from the
Melbourne Graduate School of Education:
… on most farms, it is a cardinal sin to leave a gate open, or
to allow the cows and sheep to wander into the garden.
Victoria’s Alpine National Park is the garden of all the
people.

This is indeed the case. It is our garden, yet here we are,
10 years later, in Groundhog Day. In this famous
movie, Phil, who gets to experience the same day, day
after day, finally breaks free when he comes to the
realisation that the world is bigger than him, and he
learns enough about himself through the course of the
film to stop focusing on himself and instead focus on
the greater good. With your indulgence, Acting
Speaker, I will quote from the film:
Phil: Do you know what today is?

His partner, Rita, says:
Rita: No, what?
Phil: Today is tomorrow.

Today is tomorrow, and we are putting forward
legislation for tomorrow, the day after and well into the
future. This legislation will protect very important flora
and fauna. This legislation will help us to keep our
garden for future generations. This bill is another
example of Labor planning for the future instead of
getting bogged down in short-term, populist,
destructive attempts at solutions.
It is quite disingenuous for the opposition to talk about
members on this side of the house not respecting the
views of those who want to graze cattle in our national
parks. Disagreement does not denote disrespect.
Divisive, misrepresentative language such as this does
not create good, solid debate; nor is it conducive or
useful. I respect the work that graziers do, I respect our
cattle industry and I also respect our natural
environment. I commend this bill to the house for what
it will bring to future generations.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. The purpose of
this bill is pretty clear: it is to keep the cattle out of the
high country and, more specifically, to limit the
introduction and use of cattle in the alpine and river red
gum national parks. I oppose this bill, as does the
opposition. It appears the bill is not going to do as was
intended, because while it is meant to keep out the
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bos taurus species — that is, the Hereford and Angus
breeds — it does nothing to keep out the bos indicus
species — that is, the Brahman and the Santa Gertrudis
breeds. It will be interesting to see how that plays out.
We know that cattle grazing in the high country has
been an issue for quite some time. I represent the areas
in the high country, and I have spoken to mountain
cattlemen in my electorate about this issue. I feel that I
have a good enough understanding of the issue from
their point of view, and I certainly give them all the
respect that they deserve. There now seems to be a clear
political difference with regard to this topic, as opposed
to what happened during the period of the former
Bracks and Brumby governments, when the difference
seemed a bit less clear. In his memoirs, former Premier
Steve Bracks outlines the process he followed before
moving to prohibit cattle from national parks in the first
place.
The mountain cattlemen have a very long connection
with the land. They are passionate about the land; they
love it very much and they treat it with the respect it
deserves. They have practised their craft over decades,
and they learnt it from the original custodians in their
areas, who had managed these lands for some
40 000 years. The way that the original custodians
managed the land was passed down through the
generations, and the early settlers in the area learnt
some of the techniques from them. As I said, the
cattlemen have a strong sense of stewardship of the
land.
We can also look at how cattlemen have been portrayed
over the years throughout Australia and internationally.
The mountain cattleman is seen as an Australian icon.
When the Olympics took place in Sydney — one of the
biggest events to ever happen in Australia — what was
front and centre? Stockmen on horseback. The
Australian Outback Spectacular on the Gold Coast also
features stockmen on horseback and is a wonderful
example of our heritage and traditions on display for
the rest of the world to see.
I am quite disappointed that the Wonnangatta grazing
trial has been cut short one year into a three to five year
trial. We hear of evidence to be collected, but this move
clearly prohibits any evidence from being collected.
Had the trials been allowed to continue we would have
had a lot more information and we would have also had
the opportunity for the Gunaikurnai mob in that area to
be actively involved in the trials, bringing with them
some of their original techniques.
I keep hearing that the science is very clear about this. I
want to alert the house to a constituency question that I

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT (PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

recently asked of the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. I asked the minister to
advise how cattle grazing is linked to fuel reduction in a
report which she referred to and to extend her answer to
detail how many subsequent trials and reports have
addressed the impact of grazing on fuel reduction. The
minister’s response barely covered it. She said there
were over a hundred research papers and reports
published over the last 50 years, but she could not give
me any details. I found that disappointing, as I was
prepared to take on board what she was putting
forward. What she actually put forward were two recent
peer review reports. The report by Williams in 2006
may have been peer reviewed but certainly was not
published.
I want to touch on the report of the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. There is a specific part of
the report dedicated to land and fuel management.
Every method of reducing fuel is important, and it
needs to be looked at carefully because there are a lot of
issues with fuel load, and a lot of the fires on Black
Saturday were certainly boosted by the very high fuel
loads.
Cattle in the high country work to keep grasses down.
As the understorey grows it creates a ladder effect, and
the higher the ladder goes, the easier it is for the fire to
increase and move up to the treetops and then through
the forest. Cattle keep the understorey down, effectively
removing the bottom rungs of the ladder and creating a
preventive measure to stop fires from ascending the
trees. I note the comment that cattle do not eat bark and
leaves. Cattle eat plenty of leaves. I am not sure who
put the facts together, but cattle have been known to eat
leaves if there is no grass, although they would usually
choose the grasses in the first instance.
I want to comment on some of the debate that has been
raised in the chamber today. There are concerns about
the damage to the alpine environments. The member
for Melbourne talked about the precious alpine
environment and the abused natural environment, and
the member for Macedon said that removing the cattle
from the environment would make it a lot more
accessible. In fact the opposite has occurred — the
more the land is locked up and human activities
removed from the area, the more inaccessible it
becomes and the greater the invasion by pests, whether
they be flora or fauna.
At the moment we know there are some quarter of a
million Samba deer in our parks, and their numbers are
escalating. They rub against trees and wallow in
watering holes. We have somewhere between 15 000 to
20 000 brumbies, feral pigs and goats. We had 60 cattle
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in the Wonnangatta Valley, but there are some
270 000 other hooved animals in our national parks.
The member for Macedon said the minister is a true
champion of the environment. I wait with bated breath
to see how she is going to manage those hooved
animals in that area.
As I mentioned, we have enormous numbers of foreign
flora, including blackberries and foxgloves. Foxgloves
can be quite damaging to people’s health if people try
to move them. The mountain cattlemen, as they drove
their cows in and out of the park, would often carry
packs and spray the blackberries and some of those
invasive species to help keep the area accessible. They
worked to keep the paths open voluntarily, so while
members opposite say that removing the cattle is going
to do wonders for our national parks and create greater
accessibility, the opposite is the case.
Many members would know that recently retired Philip
Davis, a former member for Eastern Victoria Region in
the other place, is a bushwalker. He reports that over
the years since these parks were created the number of
bushwalkers going to those areas has decreased
significantly, so the arguments about accessibility are
there to distract from what we are about. I also think
people have the notion that a national park is a pristine
environment. I suggest those inner city dwellers who
have spoken on the bill should perhaps get up to the
high country, have a look around and see the damage
created by blackberry bushes which are 3 metres high
in places. They should see some of the animals up there
that are causing a lot of the issues in national parks.
They should see what value the cattle being driven
through the high country by mountain cattlemen offers.
It is quite different.
As I said, I am quite disappointed that the trials the
former government put in place at Wonnangatta have
been cut down before we can get the evidence that was
being collected and look at its value. I find it quite
contradictory that we want the evidence but we will not
let the evidence be collected. I am disappointed with the
bill before the house. I proudly represent the high
country and the many cattlemen in that area, and I have
been very pleased to speak against this bill.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting
Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015 because it reverses what was
perhaps one of the more bizarre moves of the former
government. I am mindful that that is a very big call
given the strange things it got up to in its one and only
term of government. It was only four years but it got up
to a lot. Sending cattle or, as those opposite refer to

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT (PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING) BILL 2015
1016

ASSEMBLY

them, ‘mobile fire reduction units’ into the national
parks was right up there.
However, nothing could have prepared me for the
contribution of the member for Benambra, who referred
to what goes on in Ethiopia and Mongolia. He referred
to the Man from Snowy River, but the Man from Snowy
River is about horses. He ended his contribution by
declaring that this is treason. What absolute rubbish!
This bill fulfils a key election commitment of the
Andrews government. In our pre-election policy, Our
Environment, Our Future, we committed to banning
cattle grazing in the alpine and red gum national parks.
We all know that Victorians value their national parks,
and that was confirmed in a study released by the
Victorian National Parks Association (VNPA) last year.
It was a credible study, not the sort of dodgy research
that those opposite rely on, the sort of research that the
Prime Minister relied on when he declared that climate
change was absolute crap. The study found that 89 per
cent of Victorians support Victoria having a
comprehensive network of national parks and 96 per
cent recognise the importance of national parks for
conserving nature. The executive director of the
Victorian National Parks Association, Matt Ruchel,
stated:
National parks should protect Victoria’s natural and cultural
heritage for all time. They should be a community resource
for rest, recreation and respite, not real estate handed over to
the highest bidder, or opened up for cattle grazing and other
damaging uses.
…
Victorians love national parks, they are the jewels in the
crown of our natural areas.

Our national parks are about recreation and respite.
They are about appreciating our natural environment,
but they are also a major drawcard for tourism,
contributing significantly to the economy. Our national
parks in Victoria attract 35 million visits each year, but
the former government was simply a vandal when it
came to our national parks. It cut staff at Parks Victoria,
it allowed 99-year private development leases and it
sent in the cattle, or the mobile fire reduction units.
We know that cattle grazing in our national parks has a
devastating effect on the environment. It is not just
members on this side of the house saying that. We have
talked to scientists. We rely on evidence-based policy,
something that those opposite do not do. The Latrobe
University Research Centre for Applied Alpine
Ecology stated that it believes that the scientific
evidence clearly shows that cattle grazing is an
unsustainable activity in the alpine environment.
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It has a damaging effect on fragile plants and
ecosystems in our national parks as well as polluting
rivers and streams. Cattle in national parks threaten the
survival of rare plants, animals and vegetation by
grazing, trampling and disturbing species and their
habitat — including the alpine tree frog — and
preventing the recovery of species after fire. They cause
erosion by creating bare ground and disturbing soil.
They spread weeds by creating favourable conditions
for weed infestation, and, finally, cattle in national
parks contaminate water sources.
We have been here before. In 2005 the Bracks
government ended cattle grazing in the Alpine National
Park, which is home to approximately one-third of the
state’s total area and threatened species and contributes
some of the most reliable and high-quality water to the
state. The 2005 Alpine Grazing Task Force Report of
the Investigation into the Future of Cattle Grazing in
the Alpine National Park found that cattle grazing
causes damage to water catchments, affecting water
quality; modifies and damages vegetation, including
compelling damage to moss beds; is a significant threat
to at least 25 flora species, 7 fauna species and 4 plant
communities that are listed as rare, vulnerable or
threatened with extinction; and has contributed to the
establishment and spread of several weed species.
As I said earlier, those opposite have referred to cattle
as ‘mobile fire reduction units’. Have you ever heard of
anything so ridiculous? As we have been told many
times, fires are fuelled by shrubs, branches, twigs,
eucalypt leaves and bark, but cattle graze on herbs and
grasses. During the fires in the alpine region in 2003
there was no difference in the destruction between
grazed and ungrazed areas. I will quote from the
Ecological Society of Australia, which has said in its
final position statement of 2006:
There is no scientific evidence to support the claim that
grazing in alpine and subalpine zones plays any role
mitigating the effects of wildfire.

There is also an interesting passage in the Victorian
government’s Report of the Inquiry into the 2002–2003
Victorian Bushfires, which states:
… there is currently no scientific support for the view that
‘grazing prevents blazing’ in the high country.

We have not heard anything from those opposite about
the science. Indeed the former Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, the member for
Warrandyte, in his contribution did not mention
scientists at all. Let me tell you that hundreds of
scientists were knocking on his door. I have a letter to
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the former minister from the Australian Academy of
Science, which states:
We are concerned that the Victorian government reintroduced
cattle to the Alpine National Park, in early January 2011, with
the explanation … ‘The coalition government is committed to
making transparent and informed decisions on bushfire
management in Victoria’s high country based on credible
scientific evidence’.
Our concern is based upon our understanding of the alpine
ecological literature and with regard to scientific standards. It
is our view that the project currently underway is very
unlikely to produce credible scientific evidence.

That is what the academy thought of the so-called trial.
The letter goes on to say:
The scientific flaw in your department’s project is that an
impact you wish to investigate has been introduced to a study
area prior to an experimental design being finalised, let alone
properly implemented, and without scientific objectives being
clearly set.

As I said, this was one of the more bizarre moves of the
previous government, and that is a very big call. I
commend the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water for so promptly moving to keep this
key pre-election commitment of the Labor government.
This bill is about protecting our national parks,
protecting the health of rivers and water catchments,
protecting rare and threatened species and preserving
our natural environment. National parks are not
paddocks, and cows are not native Australian animals.
They do not belong in national parks. The science is
clear, but members opposite do not want to talk about
science. They are flat-earthers; they are not interested in
evidence-based policy. I just hope they do not fall off
this flat Earth they believe in. As I said, grazing does
not reduce blazing. There is no place for cattle in our
national parks. I commend the bill to the house, and I
wish it a speedy passage.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my pleasure to speak
on this very important piece of legislation because it
would appear that the government wants to make it
illegal to graze cattle in the high country. Why? I
suspect it is culture war politics masquerading as
environmentalism. That is my view. What my
generation has had to endure over years of Labor
governments, in both Spring Street and in Canberra, is
an assault on our cultural heritage by the worst excesses
of the inner urban elites. There are those who do not
care for this nation’s great past or for the preservation
of at least some aspects of our important cultural
heritage, particularly grazing cattle in the alpine regions
and indeed our mounted cattlemen. As Margaret
Thatcher observed — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr T. SMITH — Members might like to listen to
this. They might learn something. Mrs Thatcher
observed:
We are witnessing a deliberate attack on our values … a
deliberate attack on our heritage and great past …
And there are those who gnaw away at our national
self-respect, rewriting British history as centuries of
unrelieved gloom, oppression and failure.
As days of hopelessness — not days of hope …

John Howard, in his Future Directions policy
document, suggested that:
Even people’s confidence in their nation’s past came under
attack as the professional purveyors of guilt attacked
Australia’s heritage and people were told they should
apologise for pride in their culture, traditions, institutions and
history. Taught to be ashamed of their past, apprehensive
about their future, pessimistic about their ability to control
their own lives let alone their ability to shape the character of
the nation as a whole, many came to see change as being in
control of them instead of them being in control of change.

What the government is intending to do is undermine
the whole cultural significance and heritage of the
alpine regions and indeed of the high country. I love
our high country. I may be the member for Kew — and
I agree that there are not too many cows in Kew — but
I have enjoyed my trips to the King Valley, riding
around Merrijig and hiking up Mount Stirling to
Craig’s Hut. I understand the cultural significance of
Snowy River country and what it means not only for
the people in the electorate of my friend the member for
Benambra but for the whole of Victoria.
The mountain cattlemen remind us of who we are and
where we have come from. We built this state out of
nothing. I say to the house and indeed to the
government that simply allowing a trial of running
cattle in the high country is a small price to pay for
ensuring that our cultural heritage is preserved. Without
knowing where we have come from, we do not know
where we will be going in the future. The government
must reconsider this policy, because the farmers and
graziers in the high country and alpine areas want to
pass on to their children skills that have been acquired
over generations, and that will not be possible if this
blanket abolition goes ahead. If it does go ahead, cattle
will no longer be grazed in the high country.
Previously this matter was determined by a minister’s
direction. Now it will be a statute that will basically
eradicate this practice forever. That is incredibly sad for
the people who live in the high country, incredibly sad
for people like me who love to visit the area for not
only its natural beauty but also for what it suggests
about our past, about where we are going in the future
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and about what it means to be a Victorian. If you visit
the beautiful high country or attend great historical and
significant cultural events like the Man from Snowy
River Bush Festival, which I attended some years ago,
you soon learn that the people who live there do not
vote Labor and they never have. I hope they never will.
Labor has never held a seat in north-east Victoria at the
state or federal level, and yet the government claims it
has some sort of mandate in relation to these matters. If
members want to talk about mandates, you could say
that the coalition had a mandate in 2010 to begin the
trial. The government claims to have a mandate to put a
blanket ban on grazing cattle in the high country. I do
not think the government has a mandate to do this,
because its vote up there, frankly, is terribly diminished.
The Labor Party has claimed to have a mandate on an
issue it knows very little about. No Labor member
represents remote Victoria — —
Mr Noonan — What about members in the upper
house?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr T. SMITH — I do not even know if they live
there.
Members on this side of the house such as the member
for Benambra, the member for Ovens Valley, the
member for Euroa and the member for Eildon
genuinely believe in country Victoria. They represent
the people in regional and remote Victoria and actually
listen to them. From what I can gather, the minister has
not consulted at all with those whom the bill will affect
most.
Members can quote as many scientific documents as
they like, but the last time I checked this place was a
democracy. These local people want to be able to graze
their cattle in the high country as they have done for
generations. The coalition listened to those people and
acted accordingly. That is what the Labor Party ought
to do. It should not listen to the crazy people we have
sitting here — not the member for Shepparton but the
two who sit next to her. Labor should not listen to the
Greens. It should stop listening to the Greens. We are at
our best when we listen to human beings, not crazy
people. The Greens are nuts! They are crazy, and the
Labor Party is listening to them on this piece of
legislation.
An honourable member — They’re your friends.
Mr T. SMITH — They are not my friends. Labor
lost Melbourne and we lost Prahran, and we should do
something about this, not pander to them with crazy
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pieces of legislation to ban 60 cattle from the high
country. You will not win Melbourne back by banning
cattle in the high country. You should get a decent
candidate next time and knock off that woman who sits
over there and drives us all insane all day every day.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! I ask the member to direct his remarks through
the Chair.
Mr T. SMITH — I apologise, Acting Speaker. The
member for Melbourne drives us all insane, so I
encourage members to do all they can to ensure that she
is no longer the member for Melbourne in four years
time. In the meantime, could the Labor Party stop
listening to the Greens and their airy-fairy, nonsensical
ideas, particularly with regard to cattle grazing? There
is only one reason Labor does it. I heard the member
for Bentleigh talk about scientific studies, but the only
study I think Labor members have ever paid any
attention to is the preference study with regard to their
seats.
An honourable member — Polling.
Mr T. SMITH — Indeed, polling. Labor should put
the Greens last. It should do the right thing, as we do,
and put these crazy people last. Labor members should
stop listening to their stupid ideas with regard to the
high country and stop debasing our cultural heritage.
They should support what is truly Australian about the
high country and listen to the people who actually
represent the area — mind you, they could go and
consult with them; that would be a good start. In the
meantime, Labor should devise an ALP policy for that
region that is based on local people, not the crazy ideas
coming from the Greens.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I shall try to contain
myself and stop laughing after listening to the very
entertaining latter part of the member for Kew’s
contribution, which I thoroughly enjoyed. I want to
make it clear to the member for Kew that Labor’s
policy is not dictated to it by the Greens. This policy
was established after work done by members of
Parliament and scientists throughout Victoria over
many years. This is probably one of the most
considered pieces of legislation given that this is the
second time it has entered the Parliament after a very
extensive debate and committee stage, as it was called
then, in 2005 when there was a lot of discussion about
that detailed bill. This was our policy back then. It was
something we took to the election in 2014, and it is
something the majority of Victorians support.
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But we are not on our own. The fact that every other
state in Australia bans cattle grazing in their alpine
national parks suggests this is the right policy setting
and that it should be supported by the opposition. The
only reason we saw the so-called trial of non-motorised
mobile fire reduction units is the coalition wanted to
look after its mates. Those mates were compensated by
Labor when the relevant legislation was wound back in
2005 to take cattle out of the national parks. They were
paid because Labor respects the right to graze cattle in
high country; we just do not want it in our alpine
national parks. It is fine to do it on land that is farmed
or used for grazing purposes, but not in our national
parks. The cattlemen were duly compensated because
of the respect Labor has for cattlemen and cattlewomen
in the high country. We took the leases away from them
but we thought they should be adequately compensated,
and we did that.
I do not recall, and I do not know if there are any
members in the house who were in Parliament at the
time the now opposition started the cattle grazing trial,
but was that compensation paid back to the
government? Did that money come back? Did the
opposition say, ‘We are going to give back access to
cattlemen but they have to give us back the
compensation they received.’? No, there was none of
that. The cattle grazing trial was about looking after a
very small number of people. When we talk about our
heritage let us be clear about what that means. In 2005
the former member for Macedon, Joanne Duncan, as I
can call her now because she is no longer a member of
this house, read into Hansard the poem The Man from
Snowy River as part of her contribution to a debate. She
noted that the whole of that poem is about horses; it is
not about cattle.
I will return to the substance of the bill. Our alpine
national parks are delicate ecological systems and in
many instances do not come back when destroyed. That
is why we have to be even more vigilant about
protecting these parks. They exist so that not only our
children but our children’s children and their children’s
children can go and enjoy the great depth of animal life
and flora that exists only in those alpine national parks.
If we are not careful about protecting them, those
ecosystems will not be passed on to future generations
and we will destroy that environment. That is the
tragedy.
I have spoken to people who have undertaken studies in
relation to the delicate ecosystems in the alpine national
parks, and some of those people have said to me that
the mosses that align those tiny little brooks and
streams in the high country are important in helping to
purify the running water. All of that is crucial to the
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way the water runs into the bigger water systems, and it
matters. But the cattle destroy it. Until we put these
non-motorised mobile fire reduction units onto tracks
that do not disturb the ecosystem in the alpine national
parks, then every bit of science suggests that they are
endangering that ecosystem. That the former Minister
for Environment and Climate Change Denial could
suggest that this was a good policy goes against
everything that the science is telling us about the
delicate nature of our alpine national parks.
I spoke to members who were part of the alpine grazing
task force that was set up under a former Minister for
Water and Minister for the Environment, John
Thwaites. I am interested in this issue because I too
spend a lot of time in our national parks, I too like to go
bushwalking, and I too would like to see our parks
properly sustained, but I do not think that occurs when
you cut staff to Parks Victoria. If we want to protect our
parks, then we must properly support our parks
infrastructure and maintain personnel to ensure that we
do. It will not help to put cattle in the parks. It will not
help stop fires. We know that it will not. The studies
conducted after 2003 show that where there was
grazing and where there was no grazing did not affect
the outcomes of the fires that went through the high
country at that time. There is no evidence.
We on this side of the house are a little sceptical when
the only thing you can point to is a few cattlemen and
women who say, ‘This is what we do’. I am not
doubting that is what they do. I do not want to be at all
disrespectful. However, there is no science in what they
do; it is anecdotal. Yet there is a whole raft of scientific
work and reports that have been done over a long
period of time that say grazing is damaging to the
environment and we should not allow it. The rest of
Australia agrees. All the other jurisdictions agree and
do not allow grazing in their high country parks. When
we look at what we are doing today, we see that it is
backed up by science. It is not something that climate
change deniers will like. It is not something that those
who do not look to science for their answers will like.
But fundamentally the legislation before us today has
been backed up by a lot of work. It was backed up by a
lot of work done in 2005, and there was a lot of
consultation involved in getting to that point.
Let us be very clear that before the legislation was
moved, in 2005 there was a very wide consultative
program put in place to ensure that everyone had a
chance to contribute. After that the legislation was
brought forward based on the consultation and based on
the scientific community’s data and information. That
legislation was sound then and it is sound now, and that
is why Victorians were prepared to support that
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legislation. It is why they were prepared to support the
return to that policy in 2014, because anyone who has
done any work on the issue knows that if we are going
to look after the very delicate ecosystem, cows cannot
be there. If there are other issues about vermin or weeds
in national parks, we should deal with them on their
own merits, but we should not say that cattle will affect
that outcome because they will not. The member for
Eildon made reference to cattle eating leaves, but I
doubt that cattle will eat eucalyptus leaves because
eucalyptus leaves would probably poison them.

poor management. Arising out of that poor
management are things like the huge fire risk people
see as existing there. People like Peter Newman, whose
farm adjoins the forest. He tells me that on hot days he
is extremely worried, along with many other people in
that local district, about what would happen if a fire
started either in that forest or in the Milawa forest on
the other side of the river. If a north wind blows, if it is
45 degrees — and let us face it, just about every
summer we now have those sorts of days — it could be
a disaster for the forest.

In the time I have left I am proud to stand to support
this legislation. It is based on scientific fact, it is based
on a lot of community consultation that was done back
in 2005 and it is based on a lot of research. It is sound,
good policy, and it will protect our national parks for
generations to come.

I do not choose to rely on a lot of scientific evidence,
but there are some very basic facts about the red gum,
and I would like to read briefly what happens to a red
gum in a fire. I refer to a CSIRO document entitled
Water for a Healthy Country that speaks of red gum
being:

Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to oppose the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. I do so because I believe it is the
right thing to do. The amendment proposed to the
legislation is wrong in that it takes away a discretion
from the minister, from the department and from people
who know and can make decisions at certain times in
history as to what is best. I dislike and feel very
uncomfortable with the notion that that discretion is
totally removed. It is good for ministers to be able to
hold onto some level of discretion to make the right
decisions at the right time.

… very fire sensitive and even low intensity fires may cause
cambial injury … Fire kills regeneration and even mature
trees are susceptible if the fire is intense enough …

The Barmah National Park falls squarely in my
electorate. It is a beautiful river red gum forest, but it
has changed dramatically since European settlement. I
had the great privilege of being involved in the Yorta
Yorta case — the first native title case in Australia after
the passing of the commonwealth Native Title Act
1993. For a great many days the evidence given in that
case was given in the Barmah forest, in the lower
Goulburn River area and along the Murray River.
Clearly in the time before white settlement those forests
were open parklands with beautiful huge red gum trees.
As white settlement took over the timber industry
became a dominant force in the red gum forests. The
trees were cut down and used for the development of
rail throughout the country, up and down the east coast,
and for a lot of other infrastructure works. So the forest
we see there now is not the forest that was there when
the Yorta Yorta and Bangerang people roamed freely
along the banks of the Murray River. It is an entirely
different system.
Since I was elected I have had many people come to me
with concerns about the Barmah forest and many of
those concerns relate to what could only be described as

We now have a situation there, and I spent Good Friday
afternoon and Easter Monday morning in the Barmah
forest — at different ends of the forest — being shown
by local people what their concerns are.
I was able to observe that on Barmah Island, which is a
heavily used camping area and not a part of the park,
most of the firewood is dispersed, there is not much of
it and there is not a lot of undergrowth. If there were a
fire, it would probably be easily put out. From time to
time campfires get away and are easily put out. But as
you drive further into the forest and into the national
park it is a very different picture. There is tall grass
everywhere and saffron thistles and saplings growing at
all different heights. There are younger trees that are
perhaps 10 centimetres in diameter and slightly bigger
ones. In amongst them you have the beautiful old
habitat trees that remain — they are the home of the
superb parrot and many other species that have been
much studied.
The forest is no longer what it was. The way it is now,
and the way I saw it last week, it is a great fire risk. I
can see what the locals are concerned about. This is
exacerbated by the lack of management within that
forest. The tracks used to enter that national park area
have deep ruts in them that would make it impossible
for a normal two-wheel drive vehicle to make its way to
the river. You would need to be in a four-wheel drive to
enter that part of the national park because of the very
poor quality of the tracks. It is obvious they have not
been graded for quite a long time.
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In addition to that, people who are involved in the fire
brigade pointed out to me that the firebreaks that are
generally graded through the forest have not been
graded for a very long time and that there are trees
growing in areas that would normally allow entry for
the Country Fire Authority (CFA) trucks. It is quite
apparent that a fire truck, fully loaded with water,
would not be able to make its way to a fire in the forest
simply because of the poorly kept roads and fire tracks.
The local people in the area raise many other issues in
relation to the forest. They are concerned about their
firewood collection rights being stopped on 30 June.
They worry about the risk of flood, which could happen
at any time given the history of that area. The flood
levies have not been maintained for a long time; they
have holes in them and trees growing in them, and they
are not likely to be able to restrain the sort of flood that
often happens in that area. The local people worry
about the removal of the brumbies, of which locals say
there are only 150. It is believed that young men going
to the First World War left their horses behind with the
forester who was looking after the stockyards in that
area. When many of those men did not come back, the
horses were set free, and their descendants now roam
the forest.
Many issues worry the locals, but fire has to be the
greatest of them. There are times when decisions have
to be made and things have to be done which may not
seem to be ideal. I would like to read from the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council’s report entitled
River Red Gum Forests Investigation, which was tabled
in Parliament in 2008. It was really that report that led
to the establishment of the national parks. Many of its
recommendations were adopted and are still in place in
relation to national parks. In relation to grazing the
report noted that:
Grazing for ecological management purposes is unlikely to be
required very often and when it is, the framework under
which it is managed would be different from the current
general approach. That is, domestic stock grazing should only
occur to address a specific, explicitly stated problem and with
grazing-specific management planning and research …

The recommendation of the council was to allow for
targeted grazing in the forests as a management tool to
address particular environmental or management
problems, such as controlling particular weed
infestations and maintaining a specific grassy habitat
structure. It was envisaged that some grazing might still
take place. It is for that reason I say discretion should be
maintained. There will be times when it will perhaps be
appropriate for cattle to be put into parts of that
particular red gum forest to manage it. Looking at what
is happening now and the lack of proper management,
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and understanding the intense fire risk that exists
there — which could ultimately wipe out that beautiful
red gum forest — I oppose the bill because it withdraws
a discretion that should remain.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. While I do not really see myself as
an environmentalist or particularly green, and I grew up
in the suburbs, I find it offensive that members on the
other side seem to be suggesting that the Labor Party
does not represent and support the interests of people
living in rural and regional Victoria. We have a number
of elected representatives on this side of the house who
either represent electorates in regional and rural areas or
identify with them through their family background,
just as do many members on the other side. I am
focused on jobs and employment, and I know we need
roads as well as trains, so again, I do not believe that I
am a gung-ho environmentalist, but I do care about our
future. I care about the generations to come and the
world we will leave for them after we have gone. It is
our responsibility as legislators to make sure that we are
looking after the future as well as the here and now. I
absolutely believe we need to preserve our native
forests — our native flora and fauna — and this
legislation is about doing just that.
Our national parks are essential because of their
ecology and biodiversity. They are essential to the
health of our society. None of us owns them — we as a
society hold them in trust for the future generations, and
we have a responsibility to make sure that they continue
to flourish and to protect them as well as we can.
What we are talking about here is the commercial use
of our national parks. The bill bans the grazing of cattle
in our national parks for commercial use. Activities
such as horseriding in the tradition of The Man from
Snowy River or other recreational activities are not
banned. There is some acknowledgement of the need
for cattle to be grazed in the high country. The
legislation provides for graziers to move their cattle
through national parks to access freehold properties that
are remote or difficult to access in other ways. The
legislation shows that the government is trying to
compromise by looking at supporting the needs of
graziers in terms of moving their cattle to gain access to
their properties and also making sure that we protect the
environment of the national parks and the species in
them.
I have not heard one person on the other side of the
chamber deny that cattle, which are hard-hooved
animals, destroy native flora and fauna. As I understand
it from the debate I have heard while sitting in this
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chamber, it has not been denied that animals with hard
hooves damage our native forests. Therefore the
argument is not about cattle that damage and destroy
national parks. The argument is more about whether
having cattle in national parks does something to help
prevent bushfires.
Cattle grazing in the high country has been a topic of
debate for many years. There is no cattle grazing in
national parks in New South Wales and the other states.
We are debating this in Victoria yet again when there
has not been cattle grazing in national parks in New
South Wales for many years. In 2015 we still have
people refusing to acknowledge the need to protect our
national parks and to ensure that introduced species
such as cattle are not allowed to roam freely in our
national parks and destroy the beauty of the
environment as well as the species, whether they are
plants or whatever, in the national parks that we need to
continue to protect to ensure our biodiversity.
In debating and opposing the legislation, members on
the other side continue to talk about how important the
reintroduction of cattle to national parks is for the
protection of areas from bushfires. They do not say
anything about the fact that the cattle damage and
destroy the areas. The continued argument about the
issue seems to be in support of a very small group of
people. That is very irresponsible and in fact negligent.
Denying the scientific evidence and the experiences we
are told of is not how we should be making legislation.
It seems that coalition members are not getting their
information from independent sources or thoroughly
organised research but from people who have a vested
interest in the outcome of this debate — that is, they
want to know whether they can graze their cattle in our
high country.
Although of the literature of that time I prefer Henry
Lawson, people might be nostalgic about The Man from
Snowy River. Our national heritage and history is
important, of course, but we should recognise also that
at that time some of the worst environmental damage
was done to Victoria because of a lack of knowledge of
how the environment works. Many species were wiped
out, and many human activities and the use of land
were detrimental to the environment. That might have
been through the erosion that was caused by getting rid
of too many trees or from the introduction of other
species such as foxes and rabbits. All those activities
have had detrimental and irreversible effects on our
environment. We do not want to see that continuing to
happen. In those early days there were excuses because
people could say that they did not have the scientific or
other information they needed to protect the
environment so they did what they did for their
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livelihoods and to feed their families. Now we do know
what is happening, including the effect that cattle have
on our national parks and the damage they cause, and
we have to stop it.
When the legislation was first introduced by the
Brumby government, compensation was paid to those
families that ran cattle in the high country. They were
compensated for the loss of the use of the national park
land. As members know, they could continue to graze
their cattle on the land they owned but they could not
graze their cattle on the land that is owned by all of us.
Over the years we have always had a debate about what
is real, what is science, what is not science and what we
believe. It is important that we look at independent
information and not just at information given to us by
those who have a vested interest in the outcome of a
debate. For example, I am sure that the executives of
Philip Morris are still saying today that tobacco is not
that bad. When everybody else was saying that asbestos
was killing people, the executives of CSR, which
owned the Wittenoom mine, were denying that that was
occurring and were saying that there was nothing
wrong and asbestos was safe. That is the sort of thing
that can happen when we rely on only one source of
information and that is why we need to ensure that we
have independent information and that we assess and
use that in making decisions.
Members on this side are not talking about just one or
two scientists or three people who live in rural Victoria.
We are talking about 125 scientists who signed a letter.
I am sure they were quite concerned because they were
working at universities across the state in both regional
and metropolitan areas. They signed a letter to the
minister at the time, the member for Warrandyte, in
which they not only expressed how concerned they
were that cattle were to be reintroduced into the high
country but also pulled apart the research into
preventing bushfires. If there are problems with
bushfires in national parks, we need to address those
problems. They should not be used as an excuse to
reintroduce cattle to the high country.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make some commentary on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. I
stand here to strongly oppose this bill which aims to
ensure that cattle grazing can no longer continue in the
Alpine National Park. In doing so, I wish to challenge
the main point made by the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water in her second-reading
speech for the bill and publicly, which was also made in
the contributions in the chamber of other members —
that is, the claim that the science is clear in relation to
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cattle grazing not being an effective bushfire mitigation
tool. I have not heard all the debate, but I heard the
member for Essendon talk about smoking, drinking and
TAFE, and I heard the members for Footscray and
Thomastown say that there are no independent sources
for the claim of effective bushfire mitigation.
I would like to cover a few of those comments. In doing
so I point out that we live in one of the top three most
fire-prone areas in the world and we must look at all
fire mitigation measures. I will quote some studies from
independent sources, which is what the government
wishes to hear. I will refer first to some international
ones. A study in 2011 by Idaho State University
concluded that livestock grazing should be viewed as a
viable land management tool for fuel load reduction
prescriptions. It found that grazing provides a viable
management tool for fuel load reduction prescriptions
that avoids the negative effect of extreme fire intensity
where fuel load is high.
Our minister says the science is clear. It is not. The
University of Nevada in 2009 concluded that grazing
will reduce the abundance of cheatgrass fuels. It said all
indications from this study lead to the conclusion that
the grazing of cheatgrass is a viable fuel reduction tool.
Another study, by the US department of agriculture into
the effects of long-term grazing on fuel in rangelands
found:
Our results suggest that moderate livestock grazing reduces
the risk of wildfires on sagebrush rangelands by decreasing
the amount of fine fuel available for ignition and limiting
potential fire spread by reducing fine fuel continuity,
accumulation, and height.

In other words, the cattle are eating the fuel. The
reduction in potential spread of fire in long-term
moderately grazed sagebrush plant communities can
also increase the efficiency of suppression efforts. This
is another example where grazing is supported as an
effective bushfire mitigation tool. The science is not
clear.
The University of California conducted a study that
found prescribed grazing has the potential to be an
ecologically and economically sustainable management
tool for the reduction of fuel loads. The university
findings also said that much of the information on
grazing for fuel reduction is anecdotal and scientific
research is limited, yet we hear that the science is
conclusive. That is not right.
Grazing for fire suppression currently goes on in
several countries around the world and is recognised as
being effective. There are also many papers that show

1023

that the evidence is inconclusive and more research is
required, so how can the science be in?
I wish to mention two countries where grazing is being
undertaken — and I will talk about just two — Spain
and France. In Spain they have paid farmers to
undertake this public land grazing to reduce fuel loads.
Mr Nardella — In national parks?
Mr T. BULL — Now let us look closer to home. I
will take up the interjection: the claim by the minister is
that grazing is not an effective fuel reduction tool, and I
am making the point that that is false and that this
practice is going on everywhere internationally, with
science behind it.
If we look a little closer to home we see that fuel
management by grazing is a key component of bushfire
management in the ACT. The ACT government’s own
website says that grazing impacts fuel levels by
physically removing fuel and then compacting the
remaining fuel. This is just 350 kilometres as the crow
flies from the Alpine National Park, so this close to
home we have a government saying grazing is an
effective fire mitigation measure. It conducted a trial in
which a number of plots were tested. The results of the
trial showed grazing assists in reducing fire.
In relation to the Victorian trial that was under way, I
will turn to the comments by Professor Mark Adams, a
respected commentator on the issue from the University
of Sydney. He said in 2011 that he does not agree with
assertions that no further research is needed. He does
not agree with this minister; in fact, he recommended
research be expanded in this area. This is another
independent source — another of the independent
sources that the government claims do not exist.
We also have anecdotal evidence from some of our
long standing, long-serving bushmen — not mountain
cattlemen, but bushmen — who have seen it firsthand.
These people are the salt of the earth and as honest as
the day is long. They know the bush back to front; they
have seen the benefits and they know grazing reduces
blazing. So what we have around the world is a range
of examples where grazing is being used to reduce the
risk of fire. We have studies saying grazing is an
effective method of fire control, and we also have a
number of papers saying more information is required.
The science is not in.
We have an Australian Professor — an expert in the
field — saying more research is needed. We have
overwhelming firsthand evidence from bushmen. We
have the practice being used in other countries of the
world quite effectively and commentary been made
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asserting it is an effective bushfire mitigation
measure — and we have a minister in Victoria saying
the science is in.
I have saved probably the best point til last: the final
say on this should be left to perhaps the most respected
and highly regarded scientist in this field in Australia,
David Packham, OAM. He has worked for 50 years on
bushfire research in CSIRO, as well as with Monash
University, with the Australian Emergency
Management Institute and in fire weather policy at the
Bureau of Meteorology. As the shadow minister
touched upon earlier, his extensive research detailed in
61 publications is acknowledged worldwide and is one
of the most eminent knowledge bases in the country on
fire-related matters. Let me tell the house what he said
about this legislation:
This sets a dangerous precedent and speaking as a scientist,
the principle of removing legislation to cut off options for
future scientific research causes me great concern.

He goes on to say that the minister is claiming that there
exists extensive scientific research and that the science
is clear. He asserts:
On the subject of grazing and fuel reduction, adequate
scientific work just does not exist in any credible form.

He also says:
It is a falsehood to pretend that it does so. The minister’s
comments in Parliament imply wider scientific work that has
been done in the alpine area automatically supports this
legislation. It does not.

But in relation to one of the most bushfire prone areas
in world, our minister says the science is in. It almost
borders on negligence, and one must ask why this
stance is taken? I will tell members why. As the shadow
minister touched on earlier, this is a case of the
government pandering to Green ideology to protect its
inner Melbourne seats, two of which it recently lost.
We have people living on concrete trying to tell us what
we can and cannot do in the bush yet again.
There is no mandate. Government members have
spoken about a mandate. If you have a look at the
electorates where the cattlemen are and where these
people and their communities live, you see that
overwhelmingly they did not vote for the current
government.
In the short time the trial was operating we saw tracks
open and positive results and benefits, but that has just
been knocked completely on the head. We are talking
about a very small number of cattle in carefully selected
areas. Many other members have mentioned the
thousands and tens of thousands of samba deer, the
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number of brumbies and the like, yet we cannot have a
trial involving 60 cattle in a carefully selected area.
The science is not in; it is ridiculous to say that it is.
This practice is occurring in countries around the world.
Grazing is being used as a fire mitigation measure
internationally. Our most eminent scientist here in
Australia, David Packham, says the minister is just
wrong. This is bad legislation. While I assume it will
get through the lower house, it is bad legislation and I
hope it does not get through the upper house.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to stand up and speak on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015.
While the arguments have been fairly well prosecuted
by the different sides, I would like to focus on what I
think this bill is about. For me it is about protecting the
environment for our generation and future generations,
protecting the spectacular natural mountain landscapes,
including the river red gum forests, and the lands that
are culturally significant and important to Aboriginal
communities, the traditional owners of those lands.
That is what is at stake in this bill. It is about an
environmental cause and a cause that is dear to our
hearts. In terms of what is at stake for us, it is the very
rare environmental aspects of the Alpine National Park.
The park is home to approximately one-third of the
state’s total rare and threatened species and contributes
some of the most reliable and high-quality water to the
state. That is what is at stake in this bill.
The damage the cattle cause is irrefutable. While I
understand there are other animals that also cause
damage, as has been referred to by other speakers, I do
not think that is an excuse to allow cattle grazing to
keep causing damage in addition to those other animals.
The cattle trample on fragile moss beds and springs,
they ruin stream banks and pollute water. They cause
soil erosion and threaten the survival of rare plants and
species. That is not me talking but experts.
I know very little about what devastation and erosion
cattle cause, but a policymaker looks to the experts for
advice. The experts were pulled together in 2005 as part
of an alpine grazing task force which produced a report
commissioned by the then environment minister, John
Thwaites, under a very proud Labor government at that
time. The task force found that cattle caused damage to
water catchments, affecting water quality; modified and
damaged the vegetation, including compelling damage
to moss beds; are a significant threat to at least 25 flora
species, 7 fauna species and 4 plant communities that
are listed as rare, vulnerable or threatened with
extinction; and contributed to the establishment and
spread of several weed species.
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On one side we are trying to protect the environment
from erosion and degradation caused by cattle that do
not belong there in the first place, and then we have a
need to preserve these areas for future generations. But
there is a third aspect to why this legislation is
important — that is, we are keeping faith with the
Victorian community. This is yet another opportunity
for the government to deliver on an election
commitment. On a day that saw the government deliver
on one election commitment by releasing the contracts
for the east–west link, in a week that saw the
government deliver on another election commitment by
introducing legislation for the Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund, and in a fortnight that saw the
government deliver on yet another election
commitment by committing to removing the nine level
crossings from Dandenong to Caulfield, this is yet
another election commitment on which this government
is keeping faith with the Victorian community. That is
why these things are important. In less than 130 or
140 days the government has kept faith with the
Victorian community on a whole range of
commitments.
That is on one side of the debate: protecting an
incredibly important natural environmental area of
Victoria for future generations from cattle damage, and
keeping election promises. What do we have on the
other side of the equation and argument? The member
for Shepparton highlighted some very nuanced
differences in her contribution to the debate compared
with the others on that side of the house. I do not want
to group everybody together but generally on the other
side of the argument we have, as the member for
Footscray and others have said, the rights of a
privileged few to have grazing rights for their own
purposes. They have other options. As we have heard,
they have state forests and public land, just not national
parks. The way national parks are created is not by
somebody drawing a circle on a map; it is done through
scientific and environmental research. For that land to
be then open to grazing and other activities like that
makes the process of selecting those areas to be
national parks a farce. There are other options for those
cattle grazers. They have their private lands and also
state forests.
Those on the other side also say it is about bushfire
mitigation. I am not a bushfire expert, but one would
have thought that with all the significant inquiries we
have had around bushfires this would have been one of
the key recommendations or a key piece of the solution,
but it is not. In fact the evidence is weighted the other
way. Members have heard quite a bit about Williams,
but I will also quote him. The research in 2006 by
Williams and others says clearly:
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There was no statistically significant difference between
grazed and ungrazed areas in the proportion of points burnt.
Fire occurrence was determined primarily by vegetation
type …

There is further evidence to show that not only is
grazing no silver bullet to bushfire mitigation but there
is also the devastation and the erosion that cattle cause.
A research paper by Amy Jansen and Alistar Robertson
in 2005 states:
The ecological condition of riparian —

this is the first time I have used that word —
habitats and the biodiversity of terrestrial birds, wetland frogs
and herbaceous plants were surveyed in river red gum
habitats on the Murrumbidgee and Murray rivers. Sites were
classified according to the intensity of grazing —

this is important —
by domestic livestock: ungrazed; low grazing … and high
grazing … Declines in the ecological condition of riparian
habitats and loss of biodiversity of birds, frogs and plants
were clearly associated with increased grazing intensity in
river red gum habitats.

I have quoted 2 of about 12 sources I have available.
We have that on one side and we have the rights of
cattle grazers on the other.
But there is another aspect to the argument from the
other side, and that is the cultural connection. I have not
known those opposite to be that interested in cultural
connections in a whole range of areas when it comes to
Aboriginal communities, but when it comes to The
Man from Snowy River, as we have heard in colourful
contributions from the member for Kew and others, it is
not even about cattle. There is no sensible cultural
connection with cattle, or cows, in the areas we are
trying to protect.
The key aspect for us on this side of the house is that it
is another marker in the proud achievements of Labor
governments, current and past, federal and state, in
terms of their environmental record. I take slight
exception to the colourful contribution by the member
for Kew. We do not follow the Greens; we lead. We
lead in a whole range of social policy areas, and the
environment is just one of them. The great Australian
Labor Party was created a good 100 years before the
Greens, and it will be here for another 100 years
beyond the Greens. In fact it was created about 60 years
before the Liberal Party. We do not follow people like
the Greens on any of these policy issues. We lead the
Greens. In terms of this government and previous
Labor governments, the Greens and the Liberal Party
follow Labor.
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I will list, just as an example, some of the achievements
of previous Labor governments. We have proclaimed
the highest number of national parks in Victorian
history — not the Greens or the Liberal Party but the
Labor Party. We reduced logging by a third, including
in the Otways. We returned water to the Snowy. We
accepted that climate change is real and exists, we
invested in clean energy and of course we removed
cattle grazing from the Alpine National Park until the
sneaky previous government reintroduced it.
The current minister has started with a bang. She has
already cancelled fees for camping in national parks.
We have got a new approach to managing and
preserving our water supply, and we have a review of
bushfire fuel management on public land. This is in just
140 days of government.
Just to smack down the previous contribution to the
debate by the member for Kew, this party and this
government lead on environmental issues; we do not
follow. It is an absolute pleasure to speak on this bill
and to continue the proud contributions of this party
and this government on environmental issues. I support
the bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. The Nationals in coalition are
opposing this legislation.
The purpose of this bill is to amend the National Parks
Act 1975 to impose limitations on the introduction and
use of cattle in the alpine and river red gum national
parks. As the member for Murray Plains quite rightly
pointed out in his presentation, this could have been
done with a stroke of a ministerial pen, but here we are
debating legislation before the house. One wonders
why. One might also ask what this has to do with
Mildura. River red gum national parks push the button
for me. The third paragraph of the minister’s
second-reading speech says:
… while the river red gum national parks protect significant
areas of our iconic river red gum forests and wetlands. These
national parks protect land that is culturally important to
Aboriginal traditional owners who have played a vital role in
its management for thousands of years …

This is certainly correct, but I recall when the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) was
having its consultations in Mildura, Uncle Rex
Harradine made it very clear that he felt this land
should be shared between both Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal communities. In fact I think the only
time there was quiet during that consultation in Mildura
was when Uncle Rex made it very clear that this river
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red gum legislation could drive a wedge between
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people in the area by
setting rules about what they can and cannot do.
That leads us to other areas around the management of
the river red gum national parks. Where is the science
on the river red gum land that points to the damage
done by cattle grazing this land? This land has been
grazed by cattle for over 100 years, and to my
observation — because this is part of my backyard —
this part of the river is highly regulated by lochs and
weirs, there are very few steep banks and the cattle in
this area have a valuable role. We have heard much
about the fire risks in these areas and the sensitivity of
red gums, but the cattle clean up some of the problems,
some of which are perhaps man-made, I will concede.
Bathurst burr is an opportunist weed that occurs after
flooding, and cattle will eat that when it is low to the
ground. As soon as it gets high — and it will get waist
high or higher — anyone who wants to enjoy that river
bend can forget it. It is a very dense invasive weed. If
you will spend an hour amongst it, you will spend the
rest of your weekend picking the burrs out of your
clothes. So there is a role to be played by the cattle
eating it when it is short. You can also get other grasses
and weeds that grow opportunistically after rain, and
cattle grazing in these river bends protects them from
the problem of having that grass around and from fire
later on. If left unmanaged by cattle, for instance, that
grass will then be consumed by rabbits and wild pigs.
These have a far bigger impact on the environment than
cattle will ever have. Pigs in that area are a major
problem. They dig up the ground, and one pig would do
more harm in one night than a mob of cattle would do
in a year.
There is little evidence that cattle in the river red gum
parks below Mildura — that is, the area between
Mildura and the South Australian border — have
caused any significant problems. In fact they are
performing a service, because otherwise national parks
officers would have to get into these remote areas to do
that work. Land does not look after itself; it needs to be
managed, and staff would need to be sent on a drive of
11⁄2 to 2 hours out of Mildura to look after land that
could be managed by the locals who own and have
used that adjoining land for a long time. Many families
have managed that area well, such as the Harmer
family, which has been on Wallpolla Island for a long
time, as well as the Robinsons and Pippins. All of these
people have what we call red rising grazing country that
runs off these areas. They need to bring water across
those areas for their cattle. Lindsay Island is also in that
area, which is right on the South Australian border.
There have been wild cattle there for over 50 years, and
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there is little evidence of damage. In fact cattle are
pretty hard to find down there. National parks
authorities have been looking for them for about
25 years to get them off the island, but because of the
dense, healthy forest they have been very hard to find.

the Alpine National Park has been a matter that has
occupied this place for over a decade. I understand it is
a highly emotive issue, and this is evident from the
contributions so far and the many interjections along
the way.

The costs of maintaining this land without some
management — and the offer to do that is there from
the existing landholders — is very much in the
government’s favour. To employ the staff, drive down
to these areas and undertake this task is very expensive
for any government. When VEAC reported on the river
red gum parks, particularly in the area I am talking
about between Mildura and the South Australian
border, it indicated that targeted grazing was a
management tool that it recommended. Over time
VEAC has not been the best of friends with many of us
on this side, but it has made this recommendation, and
it should be allowed to continue in this area,
particularly for those families who have said they are
prepared to manage the land.

About 10 years ago the Bracks Labor government first
moved to ban grazing in national parks. The 2005
alpine grazing task force report commissioned by the
then Minister for the Environment, John Thwaites,
found no overall benefits to the environment from cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park. But it did find a
few things, including that cattle caused damage to water
catchments, which affected water quality, and modified
and damaged vegetation. It also found that cattle
grazing is a threat to some 25 flora species, 7 fauna
species and 4 plant communities that are listed as rare,
vulnerable or threatened with extinction. It also found
that cattle grazing contributed to the spread of several
weed species.

I support what the member for Shepparton said because
the issues she raised about Barmah National Park are
very similar to those I have mentioned, except that
whereas the issues raised by the member for
Shepparton are in one very large area, we have them
along a number of what we call river bends. To
conclude with a little humour but on a point that could
result in serious consequences, bos indicus cattle could
be introduced in those bends, as was pointed out by the
member for Murray Plains in his contribution to the
debate. This breed of cattle is extremely suitable to the
drier climates in my region. I am sure local cattle would
eat out some of these pests and solve some of those
issues.
The minister has left the way open for those grazing
families in north-western Victoria to continue to have a
stewardship arrangement on these river bends and to
produce a win-win situation for both government and
those families, who will continue to get a small income
from cattle grazing in these areas. But it will also save
the government a great deal of money in managing
these areas. I will be opposing the bill, but I welcome
the opportunity for ongoing dialogue about specific
cattle breeds being grazed in the river red gum river
bends between Mildura and the South Australian
border.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is a pleasure to
speak in support of the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. As we have
already heard, this bill implements an election
commitment to end cattle grazing in the alpine and river
red gum national parks. The issue of cattle grazing in

Despite this, in 2010 the coalition government under
Premier Ted Baillieu introduced cattle back into the
parks, labelling the re-entry of cattle as a scientific
study. Such a designation took advantage of a loophole
in the original legislation, and the legislation before us
seeks to close that loophole. The so-called study caused
some concern among scientists and conservationists.
For example, the Australian Academy of Science stated
that the trial would have ‘unacceptable adverse
impacts’ and criticised the plan for having ‘no scientific
rationale’. Moreover, there are serious concerns about
the legitimacy of the study itself. The Victorian
National Parks Association identified the following
issues, and I quote:
There has been no call for this trial from the bushfires royal
commission, fire managers or the scientific community.
There is still no peer-reviewed scientific design for the trial.
There is already considerable peer-reviewed scientific
evidence that cattle grazing does not significantly reduce
alpine fires.
This site contains rare native grasslands and a nationally
threatened orchid.
There has been no pre-trial fauna survey.
There has been no consideration of a location outside the
national park.
More than 60 years of research shows cattle damage alpine
wetlands and the headwaters of many rivers, introduce weeds,
cause erosion and threaten nationally listed rare plants and
animals.

As it stands, and it has been stated before, we are the
last state in Australia to allow cattle grazing in national
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parks. It would be prudent to ask why this is the case.
Quite simply the reason there has been a strong move
against the practice is because of the damage cattle
grazing in national parks causes to rare plants, animals
and vegetation. Furthermore, despite the claims of its
proponents, there is no evidence that cattle grazing
makes an effective contribution to fuel reduction and
fire prevention in the Alpine National Park. This is
because it is vegetation type not whether an area has
been grazed that determines fire severity. Fires are
fuelled and sustained by shrubs, branches, twigs,
eucalypt leaves and bark. Cattle graze on herbs and
grass. They do not reduce the fuels that most contribute
to large-scale fires in the alpine environment.
Interestingly when the federal Minister for the
Environment, Greg Hunt, approved the so-called trial,
he made no mention of fire reduction in his
announcement. Put simply, the practice of cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park causes significant
environmental damage for no ascertainable benefit.
This is why we are once again acting to stop cattle
grazing in the alpine and river red gum national parks in
line with the commitment we made prior to the
election. However, in articulating this position in no
way do I wish to denigrate our state’s cattlemen and
women. I am in no doubt of their passion for the land.
But as legislators we must take note of the evidence,
and on this occasion it speaks loudly against cattle
grazing in national parks.
The Alpine National Park is a hugely important
environmental asset in this state. It is home to
approximately one-third of the state’s total rare and
threatened species and contributes some of the most
reliable and high-quality water to the state. It is my
understanding that alpine soils are extremely low in
nutrients and are easily disturbed. They are highly
susceptible to erosion, and the growth of alpine plants is
slow. As such, following severe disturbance,
regeneration is also slow. Alpine landscapes in
Australia are by and large not subject to grazing by
large native herbivores. Animals we might typically
expect to see in Australian bushland, like kangaroos
and wombats, are extremely rare in the alpine
landscape, thus alpine vegetation has not evolved with
native vertebrate grazers.
The introduction of cattle therefore is a major departure
from the native grazing regime of the landscape.
Ultimately the alpine environment lacks the resilience
to adequately recover from it. While I am sympathetic
to the passion of our cattlemen and women for the land
and for their livestock, I find it difficult to understand
why or how anyone could ignore decades of research
on this topic. The conservation of our national parks is

Wednesday, 15 April 2015

extremely important. There are no second chances once
we destroy our natural assets. We should be doing all
that we can to preserve the natural landscape for
recreational uses such as camping and bushwalking.
We should be showing off these unique landscapes and
educating our children about their importance and the
importance of conservation.
I was fortunate as a teenager to go on a school camp to
the Wabonga Plateau. It truly is one of the most
beautiful places and natural landscapes I have ever
seen. I had the pleasure of hiking the terrain over a
number of days, albeit with a shoulder injury after
coming off a bike. But I know that many in this place
will have similarly pleasant memories of visits to our
national parks and the peacefulness and beauty of those
spaces. Many will understand the environmental and
recreational importance of these parks.
We on this side of the chamber would like to see the
next generation and the generations after that continue
to enjoy these landscapes. It would be a tragedy to
consign these landscapes to the past, to render their
beauty as something that is only remembered in
photographs, artwork and stories of generations past. It
is our responsibility to protect our national parks in the
best possible environmental condition for the benefit of
future generations. It is no excuse to say, ‘But we’ve
been damaging them for over 100 years, so why should
we not continue?’.
The world has changed, our understanding has
changed, our knowledge has grown and we must act
accordingly. To demonstrate this point, I will mention a
report that was prepared by academics from the CSIRO
and La Trobe University, who noted evidence of
damage to the alpine environment caused by heavy
cattle grazing in the early 1900s. In a summary of the
report it is stated that:
In many places the soils and vegetation were damaged
severely. In some places the soil mantle was stripped entirely,
and stony erosion pavements resulted.

It also notes that degradation of the high plains
continued to be a source of concern well into the 1940s,
prompting research to be conducted at that time to
collect data on grazing impacts. So the issue of damage
caused by alpine grazing is not new. It has been a
source of concern for some time. It is not a greenie
conspiracy, as those opposite claim. I have to admit that
it is somewhat disheartening that scientific opinion of
60 years ago is more enlightened than the
understanding of those opposite today.
This is an important bill. It is vital to the protection of
our national parks, and I am proud to be part of a Labor
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government that has put the environment back on the
agenda after four long and dirty years under the
coalition. On that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I rise to
speak on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting
Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. I am pleased to represent an
area in south-western Victoria that has some
magnificent national parks, including the Lower
Glenelg National Park, Discovery Bay Coastal Park
and Mount Eccles National Park. The coalition
government restored a full-time ranger to manage the
Mount Eccles National Park, and it is a pity that one of
the first decisions of the newly elected Labor
government was to withdraw funding for that ranger. It
shows that the Labor government does not care about
local management and looking after the environment in
our area.
The bill relates particularly to the alpine and red gum
national parks. The biggest risks to our national parks
and to the native flora and fauna in our environment are
mega-fires. We have had three massive mega-fires in
the past decade in Victoria, occurring in 2003, 2006 and
2009. These mega-fires burn longer, larger and hotter
than fires we have previously seen, and a lot of that is
due to the poor management of these national park
areas. That is why we have these mega-fires. We need
to learn from that when we are talking about managing
and protecting our environment and reducing the
amount of CO2 levels in our atmosphere. I remind the
house that in Victoria the largest contributor to the
release of CO2 into the atmosphere over the past
decade has been the mega-fires in our national parks.
The members of previous Labor governments should
accept responsibility for that because they are the ones
who failed to adequately manage our national parks.
I remember the 2003 fires in the alpine areas where
1.2 million hectares burnt for 70 days. I was at a family
member’s house in Swifts Creek at the time, and day
after day I watched the fire grow and assisted in
fighting that fire. In 2006 there was the Victorian alpine
fire complex, which burnt over 1 million hectares over
69 days, and there were also massive fires in the
Grampians. Of course we all remember the Black
Saturday bushfires of 2009 with 173 lives lost, over
2000 houses lost and 1.1 million hectares burnt. In
10 years we have had over 3 million hectares destroyed
by these mega-fires, equating to 40 per cent of our
public land. As I said, when we talk about
environmental damage, damage to our precious native
flora and fauna, and CO2 being released into the
atmosphere, it is these mega-fires which have made a
massive contribution to environmental degradation.
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We need to learn to respond to that. During the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission what came up
time and again, both in the evidence before the
commission and in the commission’s findings, was the
need to better manage and reduce the fuel load in our
public lands and national parks. A particular
recommendation was to significantly increase fuel
reduction burning in our public land area. It is
disappointing to see that the newly elected Labor
government does not have the same commitment to
fuel reduction burning that existed under the previous
coalition government because we need to do that to
protect the environment, our national parks and our
community.
When we talk about reducing fuels, we need to consider
all the options. I believe there is a place for using cattle
grazing as a fuel reduction tool. As somebody who
grew up on a farm — and many other people grew up
on farms — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr NAPTHINE — Those opposite say it does not
work. Any farmer will tell you that the first thing they
do when it comes to fire season is put stock around
their house to reduce the fuel in order to protect their
house and property. Using sheep and cattle to reduce
fuel loads to protect against fire has been proven to
work time and again.
The member for Gippsland East has noted that the
science is still out on this matter. There is information
from around the world that says cattle grazing can
reduce the fuel load and works very well. David
Packham, probably the most experienced and expert
scientist in managing fires, has said in relation to the
proposed cattle ban:
This sets a dangerous precedent and speaking as a scientist,
the principle of moving Legislation to cut off options for any
form of future scientific research causes me great concern.
The minister is claiming that there exists ‘Extensive scientific
research’ and that ‘the science is clear’. On the subject of
grazing and fuel reduction, adequate scientific work just does
not exist in any credible form. It is a falsehood to pretend that
it does so, The minister’s comments in Parliament imply
wider scientific work that has been done in the alpine area
automatically supports this legislation. It does not.

That is a scientific comment.
I also recognise that in our alpine national parks we
have a large number of other introduced species,
including deer, horses, wild dogs, rabbits and foxes.
These also need to be controlled to protect our flora and
fauna in that area.
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I want to move on to another aspect of the bill which I
think shows that the government has not done its
homework on this matter.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Dr NAPTHINE — I am pleased the honourable
member for Melton is laughing because he would
understand these matters! I refer to clause 3 of the bill.
Under the heading ‘Definitions’, it says ‘cattle means
any animal of the species bos taurus’.
Mr Nardella — That’s right.
Dr NAPTHINE — The honourable member for
Melton says that is right, and I agree with that, but I
advise the house that in Australia and across the world
there are cattle of two different species: bos taurus and
bos indicus. Bos taurus cattle are the traditional
European breeds of cattle: the Hereford, the Angus —
the dairy cattle. There are also bos indicus cattle across
the world, including across Australia and Victoria. If
the government had done its research and perhaps
consulted the former Victorian Department of
Environment and Primary Industries website it would
have seen that there are bos indicus cattle in Victoria.
The website lists the main bos indicus breeds that are
found in Victoria. These include the Belmont Red,
Brahman, Brangus, Braford and Santa Gertrudis.
What we have in this legislation which has been well
researched by the scientists on the other side is a
fundamental flaw. We have legislation that seeks to ban
cattle from the high country, but it only bans one
species of cattle, not all the species of cattle that exist in
Victoria and Australia. I suggest that the minister and
the government, if they wish to implement this
legislation, should amend it to include bos indicus as
well as bos taurus cattle because as it stands today the
legislation allows the minister to prevent the grazing of
Hereford and Angus cattle but allow the grazing of
Brahman or Santa Gertrudis cattle. Other cattle in
Australia that are owned and grazed in Victoria are not
covered by this legislation.
Government members come in here and tell us that they
have done the hard work. They say they have covered
off all the issues related to the legislation, that they have
done the science, and they then make a fundamental
error by not including in their definition of cattle in the
bill all the cattle species in Australia. It really begs the
question whether they have done the hard work.
One of the most important things in protecting our
precious national parks, our environment and our flora
and fauna is to do everything we can to reduce the risk
of mega-fires to save lives, to protect our national parks
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and to protect our environment from massive carbon
dioxide emissions. To protect our precious flora and
fauna we need to do everything we can. Part of that is
significant fuel reduction burning and looking at all the
other options we can use to reduce the risk of
megafires. I say that cattle grazing is worth exploring.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Unfortunately this
bill is being opposed by the climate change deniers. A
bill that takes cattle out of the high country is being
opposed by people who do not want to read, understand
or agree with the science behind the decision which was
taken by the previous Labor government in 2006 and
which is now being taken by this Labor government in
2015. For a short time when the moons aligned and
there was a federal Liberal Minister for the
Environment, Greg Hunt, we had another Liberal Party
minister in Victoria who agreed to reintroduce the cattle
into the high country regardless of the science,
regardless of the facts before the community, regardless
of all the work that has been undertaken in this area in
the past because they are smarter. They are the Enrons
of Victoria!
They are smarter than absolutely all the scientists who
have studied this issue. Not only are they smarter than
the alpine task force, but they are smarter than scientists
such as Williams, Jansen, Healey, Robertson and others
who have devoted their lives to studying the
environment. They have devoted their lives to studying
flora and fauna. They have dedicated their lives to
rigorously going through the evidence and then having
peer review of their work.
We have had members today talking about Packham.
None of them have ever spelt this bloke’s name. They
could not even get him — what a shonk! — to do their
review when they wanted to put the cattle back into the
high country. They could not even get this ‘shonk’ of a
scientist to do the review. They could not get one
scientist, one credible person, who would agree with
the minister at the time to do an evaluation and review
of what they claimed cattle grazing would do. What
was that claim? The claim was that cattle grazing in our
national parks will reduce the fuel load and reduce the
risk of the mega bushfires that the member for
South-West Coast talked about and bushfires generally.
That is bunkum. No scientist will ever agree to that
shonky proposition because it is a shonky proposition.
Cows do not go into the national park and eat the bark,
the leaves, the sticks and the twigs that make up the fuel
load that causes a fire to expand and continue. Cows do
not eat twigs. You would think that these supposedly
intelligent people who took their pay packets as
ministers of the Crown would actually believe in the
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science — would read the science and then understand
the science that says that cattle grazing does not stop
mega bushfires or those types of events. But no, it is too
hard for them. They have to think, and that is not one of
the things that in the course of the preselection process
of the Liberal Party or The Nationals they are required
to ever do. They are not required to think about very
difficult and complex issues. What they do is look after
their mates.
Who are the mates they have looked after and who they
are supporting by opposing the bill before the house? I
will tell you who they are. They are the members of
The Nationals and the Liberal Party who were
compensated when the previous Labor government
stopped cattle grazing in national parks in 2006. They
had money in their pockets because we said this had to
stop. We said we should compensate them, and they
were given that compensation. Those people were
looked after, and yet these rent seekers opposite say,
‘No, we should look after our mates’. They looked after
these political operatives who rode their horses through
the streets of Narracan and knocked off one of our
people.
The former government had no justification for putting
cattle back into national parks. It did not consult with
the scientists or look at the scientific evidence. Report
after report over decades and decades of scientific study
have said this does not work. Members opposite simply
want to help their rent seeker mates, who do their
political bidding and political work come every state
election and by-election, to go out and attack and take
seats from the Labor Party. That is all this is.
If members opposite had some brains, if they had the
ability to read scientific reports — or even if they
cannot read scientific reports, if they get someone else
to read them and write them out in crayon so that
members opposite will be able to understand them —
they would then be able to understand that this bill is
appropriate. But that is not the case, because it is too
hard for them.
This is about the coalition’s base. This is about
protecting those families who have lived off the public
teat for generations and generations when other farmers
have had to put their cows into feedlots, pay agistment
fees to other farmers and go elsewhere because of
droughts. These particular families, these Liberal Party
and Nationals families, have had free reign. They have
not paid one cent. There have been no leasing
arrangements, no nothing. They have been allowed to
put those cows into national parks and destroy them —
not enhance them. The cows are roaming around. As
one honourable member asked: how is the coalition
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going to get the pigs out of national parks? How is it
going to get rid of the rabbits in national parks? How?
What is the scientific evidence? The coalition has no
scientific evidence.
The honourable member for Kew said this is all just a
sop to the Greens political party. It absolutely is not. All
that the Greens do is go out into the community and
champion the achievements of the Labor Party. The
Greens have no interest in national parks, no interest in
cattle and no interest in the environment if there is not a
tree for them to hug. Unless there is a tree for them to
hug, they will not be interested. Whether it be cattle in
the high country, the marine national parks or this
legislation, the Greens will take credit for it. They
always take credit for the things we do, for the hard
work we do and for the policy work that we in the
Labor Party do, but if you tell members of the Greens
to do some hard work themselves, they will run
100 000 miles away. The terms ‘Greens’ and ‘political
party’ are mutually exclusive. They will never come
together; they are magnetic opposites of each other.
This is great legislation. If you read the scientific
reports and you understand the scientific reports, you
will understand why the government is doing this —
we are doing this for all the right Labor reasons — be it
the 2006 task force report, be it the understandings and
the scientific outcomes of the 2006, 2007 and 2008
bushfires. That is what we do. We look at the science,
and we do not deny the science. We do not deny that
climate change is human induced. We look at the
evidence, and as the honourable member for Sunbury
said, this legislation is evidence based. That is why I
support the bill before the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — The prohibition on
cattle grazing in our national parks is an ideological act,
and if you had any doubt about that, you just had to
listen to the member for Melton in the preceding
speech. If there were any doubt remaining that this
government is very much dominated by special
interests or that this government is incapable of
governing in the public interest, this bill absolutely
dispels those doubts. The bill imposes the view of the
inner city on the rest of the state. That is an opinion that
is too often based on misinformation courtesy of a
number of well-known groups, all of which have vested
interests. Their definition of events — their definition
of facts — is always a long way from the truth.
The bill seeks to impose a view on the rest of the state.
It treats the people of the high country with total
contempt — not just the Gunaikurnai people, who have
been participants in the trial this bill is set to extinguish,
not just the hardy few whose families have cared for the
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high country since 1834 and not just the people of East
Gippsland, Wellington, Mansfield, Alpine and Towong
shires. This bill is a direct attack on every Victorian in
regional areas. This bill says clearly, ‘We do not trust
you to undertake the stewardship of your patch. We do
not trust you to look after your place. We know better,
and we will manage your place from our vantage point
in Spring Street’.
Yesterday at 1 o’clock we had the inaugural meeting of
the Forest and Wood Products Group Australia for this
Parliament. It was held in the Federation room. If this
bill is a guide, then clearly the interests of the industries
that that bipartisan group is designed to foster are under
threat — and they will not be the only interests; there
will be many. Again we have seen brought into this
house a bill to repay Labor’s political debts — to repay
the political debts incurred by the Premier and to repay
the political debts incurred by the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water prior to the
2014 general election. That is what this bill is about.
Under this government the incorporated second-reading
speech has become an empty ritual, a charade entirely
without substance. I must say I understand why in this
case the minister was happy to have the speech
incorporated rather than stand up and read it, because
she could not possibly have read it and kept a straight
face. This speech was nothing other than a series of
empty assertions. There is not a jot of supporting
evidence to back up any of the claims in the speech.
There are frequent appearances of the words ‘science’
and ‘scientists’ in the text. No supporting information
was provided, no specific studies were cited, no
evidence or conclusions were presented, no journal or
data publication was referenced and no credible peer
reviews were sourced. None of that information was
disclosed to the house. I expect that those things were
not disclosed to the house because they do not exist.
There is simply no credible published peer-reviewed
evidence that will bear out the assertions that the
minister made in her second-reading speech, none. It
simply does not exist. The bottom line of the
second-reading speech is ‘cattle bad, parks good’. That
is the simple take-out message. There is no substance. It
is simply ‘cattle bad, parks good’.
The speech also contains a disclaimer that I expected:
The bill is not about denying the mountain cattlemen’s
connection to Victoria’s high country.

The text goes on to assure readers that:
… mountain cattlemen and women will continue to play a
role in managing the high country, using their invaluable
skills and knowledge for the benefit of all Victorians’.
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Doesn’t it sound wonderful! That is as big a hoax as
Labor’s alleged and unsubstantiated claims about
science.
I for one do not doubt the commitment of the current
group of mountain cattlemen or indeed the coming
generations of mountain cattlemen, but we know and
our experience tells us that if skills are not practised,
they are lost. Make no mistake about it: those skills will
be lost. I suggest to the house that the demise of the
mountain cattlemen, whether it is by deliberate intent or
benign neglect, intended by the government or simply a
casual and unintended consequence of this bill, will be
the ultimate outcome of this government’s policy. Not
only will cattle be lost to the high country but the horses
and the expertise, skill and knowledge of the men and
women who ride them, those who care for the high
country and have done for generations, all of those
things will be lost.
As I mentioned, the basic tenet in the minister’s
second-reading speech is ‘cattle bad, parks good’. Very
simply, I support the second part of that proposition,
but there is no way I can support the first part. Why?
My motivations are twofold. First of all, I have had a
long association with the high country. I first walked up
the track from Harrietville almost to Mount Feathertop
back in the late 1960s as a 13-year-old, but, unlike a
former member of this house who also had an interest
in the finance portfolio, I did not get lost. That occasion
was the first of many happy days and often weeks that I
have had the great pleasure of spending in the
splendour of the Victorian Alps.
The second reason is that while the alps remain for the
most part in good environmental shape, significant
dangers abound. We need to be alert to those dangers if
we are to ensure that future generations are to enjoy the
same experiences that I and I am sure many other
members of the house have also had the privilege of
enjoying. Unfortunately the bill before the house today
is not about protecting national parks. It is not about
making sure that future generations have the
opportunity to enjoy what we have enjoyed and to share
those precious gifts. This bill is simple politics; nothing
more, nothing less. This bill panders to the views of a
few who think that the best way to manage public land
and the best way to manage national parks is to lock
them up and leave them. That simply does not work.
The truth is that if you lock them up and leave them,
then you will lose them. It is as simple as that.
Other members have referred to the great alpine fires of
2003 and 2006–07. I have a particularly strong
recollection of the fires in 2006–07 because it was my
first time in this house and for the first couple of days

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT (PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

we were here the atmosphere was distinctly smoky
because some 70 fires had been burning since
1 December 2006. The fires were still burning in
February 2007 when that Parliament resumed. The
damage was immense. The legacy of the 1939 fires was
immense but it was nothing compared with the later
fires. The scars of the 1939 fires were evident 60 years
on, and the scars of the 2003 and 2006–07 fires will
also be evident for decades. If fires of this intensity
continue, and we know their intensity is growing, there
is a very real risk that the character of our high country,
the character of these alpine national parks that the
government seems keen to save will be absolutely lost.
We need to explore every opportunity to protect and
proactively manage our alpine national parks and
explore every option to protect their future. This bill
focuses solely on cattle, and, as other members have
said, not on all cattle. The bill does not address the issue
of feral animals. It does not address the issue of deer. I
think a figure of 160 000 hooved beasts was mentioned
earlier in the debate. The bill does not address the issue
of brumbies. It is conveniently silent on these matters,
and yet without foundation the government attributes to
cattle all the damage to moss banks, streams and
wetlands. This bill takes a contrary approach to that
required for proper management of national parks. It is
a bill that says the government is not prepared to
explore new options. It is happy to quash the scientific
trial before real evidence becomes available, not simply
speculation.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I wish I could say it was a
pleasure to speak on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015, but
unfortunately it is not. Like my Nationals colleagues, I
strongly oppose this bill. Labor’s opposition to cattle
grazing is ideological; it is payback, pure and simple.
Again we see the Labor Party putting politics ahead of
policy, just as in its secret plan to dump the 5 per cent
prescribed burning target. Labor has painted the
cattlemen as reckless vandals who are farming a
pristine national park. The cattlemen are not vandals
and nor is the park a pristine environment. Legislation
is not even required for the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water to remove the cattle from
the park, so why would she even bother to bring in this
bill? The minister has made the government’s position
clear: the sole purpose of this bill is to demonise the
men and women who for generations have cared for the
high country.
The member for Essendon referred to the cattlemen as
‘marginal economic rent seekers’ and described this
issue as ‘an annoyance’. What an insensitive and
arrogant thing to say. This bill is driven by Labor’s fear
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of losing its prized inner city seats to the Greens. Labor
has proven yet again that it does not understand
regional Victoria. How many examples of that do we
need? There was the north–south pipeline and now we
again have the issue of cattle grazing. This is an
argument from people who have never ever set foot in
the park and who have little understanding of regional
communities and their way of life.
We go to great lengths to protect our Indigenous culture
and the places and objects in this state that are of
importance to us as a community. Why then do we not
value the place that the cattlemen hold in Victoria’s
history? Their traditions are also part of the rich fabric
of our state. I have had the great privilege of spending a
few days with Charlie and Glenda Lovick, Bruce and
Debbie McCormack and Graeme and Wendy Stoney. I
took the time to go to the high country and have a look
at what they do and see how they understand that
country. Not one member of the Labor Party, including
the minister, has bothered to contact them to ask their
opinion on this topic. The Labor Party is introducing
legislation that fundamentally changes generations of
heritage and culture — their heritage and culture — and
yet there has been no consultation by the Labor Party
with the people whose lives this legislation affects.
No-one has visited them to take a firsthand look.
The member for Murray Plains and I rode through the
traditional run of the Stoneys and the Lovicks, which
was last grazed in the summer of 2004–05. Those
people have a firsthand knowledge of the environment.
They have generations of understanding of the climate,
the flora and the fauna. On our way to Mount Lovick
we stopped on the spur of Bluff Range. The grass there
is now some 3 feet tall and the deadwood on the snow
gums was touching the grass. It does not take a genius
to realise that if a fire came through that area it would
sweep up into the canopy of the snow gums, like it did
in the 2006–07 alpine fires, and destroy that beautiful
environment. In Charlie’s words, ‘This grass will grow,
reach maturity and die down. Next year it will do the
same until it gets such a thick matting it can no longer
grow. That changes the complete environment. It burns
really hot, and it burns really deep’.
Labor and the Greens would have us believe that the
alpine and river red gum national parks are an
untouched natural environment. I question why those
parties do not have the same opposition to other uses
within those mountainous areas. Take Mount Buller,
for example, which has 850 hectares of ski resort,
including 180 hectares of ski trails, right next to the
Alpine National Park. The centre of that village was a
highland grazing camp site before the mid-1960s. From
Bluff Range, where the Lovicks traditionally grazed
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their cattle, you can clearly see where the vast swathes
of snow gums have been cleared from Mount Buller to
make way for ski runs, but we do not hear the Labor
Party opposing skiing in the alpine areas. City people
enjoy skiing and therefore we would not want to
oppose it. Labor also conveniently ignores the impact
of hard-hooved animals, including deer and brumbies in
those national parks.

1.

There is no clear parameter available to describe
environmental health and thus ‘damage’ cannot be
evaluated. This lack of quantitative measurement
reduces the little research done so far to … the status of
stamp collecting.

2.

Environments have life spans of hundreds of years and
short term; usually undergraduate or post graduate
studies are not able to provide answers to even
fundamental questions of fire ecology …

The last time Labor was in government it cut public
funding for land management. Now, given its
newfound concern for the state of our national parks, I
look forward to seeing Labor’s commitment to the
national parks reflected in a significant increase in
funding for weed and pest management in the budget
this year. The decisions behind this legislation are not
based on science. The two documents the government
is using to substantiate its argument are outdated or
have not been subject to peer review. It is an
extraordinary step for a government, any government,
even this government, to legislate against receiving
additional advice. The most eminent fire ecologist,
David Packham, quoted by other members earlier in the
debate today, has condemned the minister for this
decision. I seek leave to table a document from David
Packham in response to the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water.

…

Leave refused.
Ms RYAN — Excellent, then I will use what time I
have remaining to read the document into the record
because it is important that it is included in this debate.
The response from David Packham states:
This sets a dangerous precedent and speaking as a scientist,
the principle of moving legislation to cut off options for any
form of future scientific research causes me great concern.
The minister is claiming that there exists ‘extensive scientific
research’ and that ‘the science is clear’. On the subject of
grazing and fuel reduction, adequate scientific work just does
not exist in any credible form. It is a falsehood to pretend that
it does so …
I have grave concerns about the veracity of the small amount
of completed scientific work that is available on the subject of
grazing and fire threat …
Minister Neville, in attempting to deal with the politically
difficult issue of alpine ecology and its relationship to one
grazing activity has no doubt listened to advice that is
politically based, rather than taking notice of the experiential
and theoretical evidence, the whole evidence and nothing but
the evidence. To stampede long-lasting legislation without a
full knowledge of the facts is to cause lasting damage to the
alpine environment and no doubt ultimately her own political
standing.
Some of the reasons for continuing the grazing trial as a very
high priority and over many decades are:

4.

Most seriously there is no dose-response curve that
could lead to considered and wise decisions to secure the
long-term health and safety of the alpine country and all
who reside in it.

…
The alps now are truly at the crossroads and the decisions
now being made in haste on enforced ignorance will be
repented at leisure.

Labor is destroying generations of tradition and
increasing the fire risk in the alpine regions, and that
will be on its head.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — It is a pleasure to join my
colleagues in opposing the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. They have all
pointed out various motivations behind this bill and the
incredible hypocrisy incorporated in it. I have a specific
instance regarding a national park in my electorate
where I will draw some parallels. Some of my
colleagues say that this bill is a way of the government
keeping the Greens party close and on side, but I do not
think that is the case because they already are on side
and very close friends. There are 21 Labor members of
this house right now — not all present at the
moment — who would not be here without their good
friends, the Greens, having given them their
preferences. To say that the Greens and the Labor Party
are somehow enemies could not be further from the
truth. They are very tightly in coalition, and we would
not have a Labor government in this state without the
Greens giving their preferences to 21 members of the
Labor Party.
But this bill is not about the Greens political party. It is
about, if I may use the vernacular, sucking up to
inner-city voters who are perhaps thinking about voting
for the Greens. It is a way of pretending that the Labor
Party is just a nicer version of the Greens. It is a way of
saying, ‘You should vote for us. Look what we did —
we stopped cattle grazing. Aren’t we good? Please vote
for us’. It is about the voters who may be swinging or
considering voting for the Greens. The Labor Party
wants those votes.
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As other members have quite rightly pointed out in
their contributions to the debate on this bill, the Labor
Party is totally silent on the impact on the alpine
national parks of brumbies and deer, a whole range of
human activities and introduced species of flora and
fauna. If the Labor Party were anything but
ideologically driven and really cared about alpine
national parks, it would have introduced a wider range
of legislation and regulations to deal with all of those
issues, along with putting forward a range of funding
initiatives. Increased funding would make sure that not
only the cattle but the deer, the brumbies and the weeds
could be tackled. If Labor did that, we could say, ‘Yes,
it has some credibility here. It is the government, and it
can do that sort of thing’. But in this case just one small
group has been chosen and picked on because it is the
most well known.

threat to the future of this endangered species. We now
have the proof and an independent analysis — we know
that dogs should no longer be allowed in that national
park. This is something I have come out and said. I was
wavering and did not know which side to take, but
when I saw that evidence I was decided.

There is no large group of people who think that deer
are horrible things and that they should not be in
national parks. People do not know a lot about deer,
brumbies or the introduced flora and fauna that is right
throughout the alpine national parks, but they know
about the mountain cattlemen and their heritage and
history because of their presence in our literature and
culture. They are an easy target. That is why they have
been chosen as a symbol by the Labor Party. They are
being sacrificed to win votes from inner-city, perhaps
environmentalist, voters. That is what this legislation is
about.

Other members on this side of the house have pointed
out similar examples of the hypocrisy of this legislation
in their contributions to the debate on this bill. While
the word is often mentioned, the science is not there.
We must give science an opportunity to make its case,
and that time is not being allowed. That is because this
legislation is not really needed. This is about
symbolism, and I have talked about what that
symbolism is. I wholly support our shadow minister
and all my colleagues in opposing this bill.

A case that highlights the incredible hypocrisy of this
bill is that of the Mornington Peninsula National Park,
which is in my electorate. The park contains a
threatened species of bird — the hooded plover. There
are very few of them left. Of the 24 fledglings that
hatched and survived for a small amount of time this
year, only three have matured. Some scientific rigour
was applied to looking at the causes of their
vulnerability. BirdLife Australia, an independent body,
was commissioned by Parks Victoria to conduct a
study, which found that by far the biggest threat to the
hooded plover was the domestic dog, whether on a lead
or running free. Here we have an endangered species in
a national park where dogs are allowed to run around at
certain times. Although dogs are supposed to be kept on
leads, many people let their dogs run free.
If this government plans to be consistent in protecting
species in our national parks, why is there a national
park in Victoria where dogs are allowed to cause
massive damage to a very threatened species? Over the
years, Parks Victoria has restricted the times and
conditions under which people can walk their dogs in
this park, but now an authorised study by an
independent body has identified dogs as the biggest

When I raised this issue in the local media and in this
place the Labor minister said, ‘If Mr Dixon thinks dogs
should not be allowed in the national park, I think they
should’. You cannot have dogs in a national park that is
sheltering an endangered species. It is pure hypocrisy. I
say again that we should not have dogs threatening this
species in the Mornington Peninsula National Park.
That is the sort of stand the minister should be taking
instead of sacrificing a small group like the mountain
cattlemen and their heritage for the sake of ideology.

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to make a contribution to the debate
on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015. The single biggest threat to our
alpine national parks, indeed our public native forests,
is not cattle grazing, timber harvesting or genuine
sustainable use by the general public of Victoria or
visitors to our great state; it is wildfire. I speak from
some experience because I was a timber harvesting
contractor for 30-odd years.
In the 2002–03 fires in the alpine national parks we had
machines working in those areas to assist the then
Department of Sustainability and Environment in its
firefighting efforts. One of our machines was a D7. For
those who do not know, a D7 is a large, 30-tonne
bulldozer. We were using it to construct mineral earth
fire trails. A mineral earth fire trail is a track established
by pushing off all the slash and fuel — that is, all the
combustible material — over a width of anywhere
between 3 metres and up to 50 metres, depending on
the need and the urgency of the fire risk in that area at
that time. My personal experience in constructing those
mineral earth fire trails in the areas that had been grazed
was that the amount of litter and fuel being pushed off
was far less than it was in areas that had not been
grazed. It was clear from my personal experience that
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cattle grazing in those areas had a profound effect on
the amount of fuel that was left on the forest floor.
Coalition members take the job of reducing the risk of
fire very seriously. We took notice of the royal
commission report following the 2009 fires. A
significant recommendation of the royal commission
was fuel reduction. That was based on true evidence.
We cannot afford to ignore a direction from the royal
commission that implored us to look at all aspects of
fuel reduction. One aspect of fuel reduction in certain
parts of our native forests estate is cattle grazing. We do
not have the scientific evidence to say whether it works.
The idea behind the coalition’s reintroduction of a trial
in 2014 was to try to establish some genuine scientific
facts around whether it worked. It was a small trial
involving 40-odd cattle in a contained or confined area.
It was only nine months in when that trial was thrown
out. Now cattle grazing and any future scientific
research is banned by this piece of legislation.
That is gross hypocrisy. It is hypocritical for those who
pretend to show a genuine concern about what is the
single biggest risk to our public native forests estate,
which is wildfire, to be prepared to walk away from an
opportunity to really look at an effective mechanism
that may help reduce the fuel load in our forests and
may also then help reduce the risk of a mega-fire in the
future.
I have a strong feeling about this because of my
personal experience, despite what the member for
Melton said. In 2006 the mountain cattlemen did ride
into the seat of Narracan. They protested outside the
office of Ian Maxfield, who was the Labor member for
Narracan prior to my being elected in 2006. Back at
that time the seat of Narracan was held by the Labor
Party with a margin of 6.8 per cent. The people of
Narracan spoke and elected me with a 10 per cent
swing. Members can take whatever they like out of that
figure, but that margin was repeated in 2010, which saw
the coalition come to government and reintroduce cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park.
As I said, the coalition is opposing this bill. I consider
that I have considerable personal experience and a
genuine understanding of what happens in the bush,
given my 30 years experience in the bush and my
involvement in operating machines in a number of
wildfires and supporting good people from the then
Department of Sustainability and Environment and
Parks Victoria in firefighting efforts in very, very tough
times.
In conclusion, coalition members recognise the historic
and heritage values of Victoria’s high country and they
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value them very much. We recognise the iconic land of
Banjo Patterson’s The Man from Snowy River and the
practical knowledge passed down through the
generations of Victoria’s mountain cattlemen. Unlike
the members of the Andrews government, we stand for
better management of fire risk, the preservation of our
cultural heritage, the longevity of our ecosystems and
better use and accessibility of our national parks.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on a bill in this house for the first
time, although it is not one that I am particularly excited
is before the chamber. I have listened intently to various
of the contributions to the debate. Disappointing as they
are, they are not surprising. This bill is classic Labor
policy. This is what the Labor Party does, but not in the
good way that those opposite have been talking about.
This is the Labor Party once more pandering to the
Greens — and I mean both the upper case Greens and
the lower case greens — and doing so at the expense of
country Victoria and our rural and regional traditions. It
is not good policy and it is not good for country
Victoria.
Recently we have seen a fair bit of Labor pandering to
the Greens. In fact we have seen the culmination of one
of those policies today, with the outcome on the
east–west link. How is that going for them, I wonder?
What are they thinking today, having handed over
$420 million to try to hold a couple of seats in the inner
city that in the end they did not hold? They are not
going terribly well.
It is pertinent that this is the first bill on which I speak
in this house, given what I said a few hours earlier in
my inaugural speech about why I joined The Nationals.
It was a frustration about the way that country Victoria
and country people generally in Australia are perceived
and that they get a raw deal. I referred to the sense that
often country people’s lives are dictated by city
bureaucrats and city politicians on issues that they do
not necessarily understand. This bill is a classic
example of that. This reflects Labor again not caring
about the country but chasing a few votes in the city. I
will explain that a bit more towards the end of my
contribution.
I refer to some of the other contributions to the debate. I
am pretty certain I heard the member for Essendon — I
do not want to get the wrong person, because I believe
that has already happened to him once today —
describe this debate as a nuisance and a distraction and
as being about a non-issue. That is a pretty good
example of what Labor Party members think about
country Victoria and issues such as grazing in the high
country.
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In this debate there has been a lot of talk about science.
There is science on this subject. As the member for
Gippsland East pointed out earlier, there is plenty of
science to suggest that high country grazing is in fact
good for the environment and that it does reduce
blazing.
The member for Shepparton quite rightly pointed out
that European settlement has fundamentally changed
our landscape. I am bemused when I hear talk in this
debate about the pristine landscape in the high country
and that it must be protected, despite the fact that there
have been cattle there for 150 years. It is interesting that
it is argued by those opposite that the science is settled
when in fact, as the member for Gippsland East has
pointed out, we can get different scientists to support
each of our arguments.
As I said, the member for Shepparton pointed out that
European settlement has fundamentally changed our
landscape. This is very important to this debate, not
only in relation to the Barmah National Park that she
was talking about but also in the Alpine National Park.
When we Europeans came in we brought in things such
as weeds, pigs, rabbits, foxes and most particularly deer
and wild horses. I heard some of the members opposite
say, ‘Oh, yes, there are 100 000 deer, but that’s not
relevant to this particular legislation’. It may not be.
They said it should be treated as a separate issue. That
would be fine if they actually did treat it as an issue by
addressing it. The history of Labor dealing with these
sorts of issues has always been that it does something, a
headline event, to get the right political outcome but it
does not actually address the root cause and root
problems.
In relation to the issue of weeds, deer, feral pigs and
wild horses, about which members opposite say, ‘Oh,
well, that’s a separate issue’, it is a separate issue, but
where is the plan? Where is the plan of this government
to deal with that issue in this so-called pristine Alpine
National Park? That is the fundamental flaw of the view
that Labor and the Greens have on this issue.
As the member for Mildura said in his contribution a
little earlier, land must be managed. You cannot simply
lock it up and assume that it will be fine and that by
declaring it a national park and putting a fence around it
somehow it will be pristine and it will go back to how it
was before Europeans came, because it does not do
that. You cannot just lock it up and leave it.
Of course we must listen to scientists. We have to have
scientific input into these decisions, but in making a
decision about the high country should we not consider
the views of the people who actually live there? As I
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said in my contribution earlier, the cattlemen are the
ones who live there and who have cared for the high
country for generations. This debate is not just about
cattlemen. It is about bush users, loggers, foresters,
others who are regularly in the bush and those who live
there — and they all understand. You can throw a
whole lot of science at us that says, ‘You must do this;
you must that’, but the practical experience, time and
time again, suggests that we need to manage the land.
We need to manage our national parks just as we
manage the rest of our land. It is disappointing that
Labor does not listen to the people who are on the
ground. It is particularly galling for many of us on this
side to hear contributions from members opposite
representing those noted cattle-grazing electorates like
Essendon, Dandenong and Footscray telling us how it
should be up there.
It is important that we do listen to the science, but we
also have to talk to the people who are involved and
who are on the ground — the mountain cattlemen and
the bush users. If it were a general principle that we
always should make decisions based on science, then
what are we here for as legislators? We have to take
into account a whole range of views; otherwise we
would just let the experts run the place. If we did that, I
am pretty sure we would soon have a big problem.
With respect to the experts, it is very clear, as previous
speakers have pointed out, that Labor is no expert on
this. The member for South-West Coast in particular
and the Leader of The Nationals have pointed out one
of the significant flaws of this bill — apart from its very
existence — which is the reference to bos taurus cattle
only. Bos taurus cattle, as the member for South-West
Coast pointed out, is only one of the two species of
cattle. This highlights that Labor has no idea on these
issues. The member for Melton made a good
contribution in which he said cattle do not eat twigs.
That probably highlights the Labor Party’s
understanding of cattle, because that is the sort of level
of insight we are getting from them. They say, ‘Cattle
do not eat twigs, so we know all about it’. However,
they do not know which cattle they are talking about
because we have two different species and only one of
them is mentioned in the bill.
I wish to add to my earlier comments about the impacts
on the environment. There are impacts on the
environment; of course there are impacts. There were
impacts on our Australian environment in 1788. The
question is: what are you prepared to accept and what
are the trade-offs? We have had 150-odd years of
mountain cattlemen caring for the high country. I reject
the notion that has been put forward a number of times
in this debate that our alpine national parks are
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somehow a pristine wilderness. They are not. They are
areas that have had to be managed, and it is the
mountain cattlemen over the years who have
undertaken that management. It is important that they
be allowed to continue to do so.
In my electorate of Gippsland South, Wilsons
Promontory National Park was one of the first national
parks to be established in Victoria. It was a place where
there was tin mining and logging, yet it was established
a long time ago and much earlier than the Alpine
National Park.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — There were cows there as well.
I would suggest that it is important that we understand
that these national parks are not pristine.
The bill is Labor tokenism at its best. It plays well in
the suburbs, so Labor will do it. That is the way Labor
members think about it. But are we truly addressing the
environmental issues? Are we dealing with the deer, the
pigs, the brumbies and the weeds? No, that always get
worse under a Labor government, as anyone in country
Victoria will tell you. This bill is more of the same from
Labor and the Greens. It is more of the same from
Labor that country Victoria cannot afford. I am pleased
to be part of a coalition that will be opposing this bill.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Acting Speaker, I
am pleased to see you in the chair tonight and to be able
to address you in regard to this debate. I am also very
pleased that as a regional member of Parliament that I
have the opportunity to speak in this debate.
As a former cattle breeder, I understand the issues
associated with cattle, or at least a number of them. I
know that, especially when you have damp conditions
in your soils, cattle can very quickly churn up the soil
and make it very boggy. It is very easy when you have
seen cattle in damp conditions to have a sense of what
damage they can do in areas of farmland, let alone what
they could do in areas of national park and areas of
special significance.
I am also pleased to speak as an enthusiastic
bushwalker who has done a lot of bushwalking over the
years and appreciated some of our pristine
environments across Victoria and Tasmania in
particular. As an environmental science teacher I have
been pleased to have gained an appreciation over the
years of the special character of our environment in
Victoria and to be able to impart and share that with
children whom I have taught as students, as well as my
own children and other members of my family. This is
a matter that I am particularly passionate about. It is
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vitally important that we protect the special features of
our Australian environment, which are so different
from other countries.
We have the beautiful eucalypt sclerophyll forests in
many parts of our state, and as we know in the area we
are talking about — our alpine national parks — they
have a beautiful character with snow gums and a range
of other alpine vegetation. It is important that we ensure
it is protected. Having taken the decision back in the
days of the former Labor government, when it
recognised that it was time to move the cattle out of our
national parks, particularly out of this very sensitive
area of the Alpine National Park, compensation was
paid to the farmers.
Yes, a tradition was lost in some ways. Although we
had the evocative story and images of The Man from
Snowy River, we recognised that it was inappropriate to
have cattle in areas where we have very sensitive
environments and where we know we have boggy
terrain and beautiful alpine species such as the alpine
marsh marigold and a range of other very special herbs
which can be appreciated particularly during flowering
time. These things really make it such a pleasure to be
able to spend time in our national parks. It is entirely
appropriate that we stick to our decision. Although
speakers from the opposition have tried to suggest our
wanting to keep cattle out of the national park is
political opportunism on our part, I point out that the
reverse is the case.
We saw that coalition members, upon coming to
government, wanted to satisfy some of their populist
voters and Nationals voters and so allowed cattle into
the national park. They claimed it was a trial, as we
know, because it was so important to be able to keep
the undergrowth under control to aid bushfire
management in the national park. The then coalition
government said it was a scientific trial. As a former
science teacher I know that the basics of a scientific
trial is to have a control area and a trial area and subject
it to scientific assessment. Was that ever done? No. We
know that was simply talk. It was pretty much like the
Japanese saying their whale fishing is for scientific
purposes when we know it is not. The coalition’s claim
is much in that class of using a line about scientific
research when it clearly is not, when it is undertaken
simply to satisfy the ideals of some Nationals and
Liberal supporters and to benefit some farmers who are
getting some cheap grazing rights in our high
country — and the grazing is not serving any scientific
purpose whatsoever.
It is vitally important that we listen to the scientists and
look at the issues so that our national parks can be
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supported. In this particular case we need to ensure that
we understand the Alpine National Park territory,
evaluate the effects of cattle there and so on. We have
heard from members on the opposition side of the
house that cattle are not the only problem. They are sort
of half recognising that cattle are a problem, but they
are pointing out that cattle are not the only problem.
They say, ‘What about the brumbies, the deer and the
other feral animals in the park?’. There are clearly a
number of ferals in the park, and it would be nice to
deal with all ferals across the state, but we cannot do
that. We know we cannot do that.
There are many challenges in dealing with ferals,
whether they be in the form of deer, brumbies, pigs, or
whatever. Clearly we need to take steps to try to reduce
the number of feral animals in our national parks, or
wherever they are. We know that since white settlement
in Victoria many introduced species that have been
brought here have posed significant threats to our native
flora and fauna. In my own electorate foxes continue to
be a problem, as do feral cats. We would like to see all
of those animals dealt with and taken out of our
environment to ensure that our native flora and fauna
that have been threatened can get a chance to regenerate
again.
The issue of feral animals, such as the brumbies, deer
and wild pigs, is a separate issue. We on this side of the
house do not deny that we want to work to see them
gradually removed from our special environments as
much as possible. But in this case we know that we can
control cattle; we know that we can either let them in or
say, ‘No, we will stick to what we know is right’ and
not add more damage to our national parks. It is vitally
important that we hold to this point, that we do not give
way to unscientific ideas put forward by others and that
we do not give way to traditions that we know are not
in the interests of those beautiful areas in the north-east
of this state.
When I consider the issues associated with the Alpine
National Park, I think of the peat beds that have been
built up over a long period that are vital to the ecology
of the park. There are a broad range of herbs there that
can easily be damaged by being trodden down.
Anybody who has wandered through areas where cattle
have been wandering knows that those delicate herbs
and special subspecies in the Alpine National Park can
be so easily damaged by cattle. We know that issues
associated with wildfire and bushfire management will
not be addressed by allowing cattle into some parts of
our national parks. We know that is a total fallacy. We
know what is right — we know that cattle will continue
to damage these pristine, special areas of our
environment.
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Some members on the other side of the house have
pointed out that these areas are not always in pristine
condition. They have been damaged over the years, but
that does not allow us to say, ‘Because they have been
damaged in the past, we should not do what we can to
redress the damage and try to get these environments
back to the way they were before white man came to
this country’. We need to do all we can to try to revive
the special character of this country, which was there
when the first white settlers came. It is vitally important
that we do that.
Simple steps like saying no to cattle in our high country
are very easy to take. I accept that more needs to be
done. It is unfortunate that the previous government cut
so many staff from the former Department of
Environment and Primary Industries that we lost
management potential for our national park. I want to
see that restored, and I want to see us managing
national parks well. We know that those on the other
side of the house do not.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I cannot say that I
am pleased to rise and speak on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. If
you ever want to see a bill that is purely ideologically
driven being brought before this house, this is the bill. It
is purely here on socialist ideology and also for Greens
preferences. That is all this bill is here for. In my
opinion it should be renamed the ‘Greens Preferences
Bill 2015’.
As the member for Nepean pointed out, 21 members on
the other side of the house are here because of Greens
preferences. Government members sit there and pretend
they hate the Greens and they do not like them, when
they actually love the Greens. Without the Greens, 21
of those members opposite would not be here.
It is disappointing that this bill is before the house. One
issue raised by the member for Nepean is that the
government is singling out cattle in the high country.
However, the government could not even get that right.
There are two species of cattle in Victoria. It seems to
be okay that bos indicus cattle are roaming around the
high country. The government could not even get that
right.
What about other animals in the high country? What
about wild dogs? What about foxes? What about
deer — tens of thousands of deer? Deer is the animal
that does the bulk of the damage in high country. There
are also brumbies and pigs. What is the Labor
government doing to try to eradicate those animals,
which are doing extraordinary amounts of damage,
from the high country.
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As I said earlier, this bill is ideologically driven. The
people who sit drinking soy lattes in Fitzroy include the
member for Narre Warren North, who is supposed to be
at the table but is not. Those are the people who when
asked where meat comes from say, ‘Woolworths’.
They are the sort of people we are dealing with. I
oppose this bill, and I will finish my contribution there.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — The
time has arrived for this house to meet with the
Legislative Council for the purpose of sitting and voting
together to choose a person to hold the seat in the
legislative Council rendered vacated by the resignation
of Danny O’Brien.
Sitting suspended 6.15 p.m. to 6.24 p.m.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomas) — Order!
I have to report that the house met today with the
Legislative Council for the purpose of choosing a
person to hold the seat in the Legislative Council
rendered vacant by the resignation of Danny O’Brien
and that Ms Melina Bath has been duly chosen to hold
the vacant place.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to lead the
debate for the coalition on the Domestic Animals
Amendment Bill 2015. The purpose of this bill is to
introduce a moratorium on the destruction of restricted
breed dogs in certain circumstances. The bill will put
that moratorium in place until 30 September 2016 while
a joint investigatory committee of Parliament
investigates the best way to manage these dogs in the
future. That committee is supposed to report to the
Parliament by 30 September 2015.
When we had the bill briefing from the minister’s office
and the department, one of the things we were given a
commitment about was that we would get a copy of the
terms of reference for the inquiry and we would get the
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name of the committee the reference is going to be
given to. Unfortunately the minister has not seen fit to
provide those terms of reference or the name of the
committee they are going to be given to. I think that is
unfortunate, because when you attend bill briefings you
take it on face value that you are going to be told what
is going to happen and that related commitments will be
honoured. In this case those commitments have not
been honoured. I must admit I am disappointed in that.
One of the trusts in this place is that through the
legislative process we take people at face value and at
their word, believing they will deliver. That has not
happened, as I have said, in this case.
It is interesting to look at the issue of restricted breed
dogs. Having been the responsible minister at one stage
and having been in this place for a number of years, I
can say this is probably one of the most amended pieces
of legislation to be introduced into the Parliament. It
had its start in September 1994 when the Honourable
Bill McGrath was the Minister for Agriculture. He
introduced a new principal act to replace the Dogs Act
1970. In his second-reading speech on the Domestic
(Feral and Nuisance) Animals Bill, he set out the
provisions in the bill, but the most important thing he
said was that:
The bill adopts a middle-of-the-road position that addresses
the concerns of the community relating to nuisance animals,
attacks by dangerous dogs and damage to the environment
while simultaneously protecting the rights of animal owners.

That aspect of the legislation has been quite emotive. It
is why a lot of people take an interest in and have very
strong views on this legislation — because people love
and get very attached to their pets. They are a very
important part of people’s lives and particularly of
people who live on their own. The legislation that Bill
McGrath introduced put in place a registration process
for cats and dogs that had not existed in the past. It was
set up to be cost neutral to the government. A fee was
to be paid to local government to register cats and dogs.
The legislation also put in place a process for the
registration of domestic animal businesses, and that has
been a contentious issue at various times.
Some of the money that was raised through cat and dog
registration fees was to be forwarded to the government
to fund educational programs for responsible pet
ownership, covering both cats and dogs. The
educational programs are still there and are very
important. We are Family is for people who are
expecting their first child. They can go to classes to
learn how to manage a pet in a household where there is
a baby. Quite often a pet becomes jealous of a baby
when it comes into the house. The pet has been the
centre of attention in that household, and when a baby
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comes along there is an associated risk, particularly if
the pet is a dog, as to how it will handle the newcomer
to the house. The program gives families an opportunity
to learn how to manage a pet in a household with a
newborn baby. There is also a kindergarten program to
teach families and young children how to react to dogs
other than the family dog, such as those encountered in
a public space.
The principal act was not amended from 1994 through
to the year 2000, when the Honourable Keith Hamilton
was the responsible minister. He introduced a number
of amendments to the legislation, particularly around
the issue of cats and dogs on private property without
permission. He also put in place legislation in regard to
dangerous dogs, which is an aspect of the legislation
that is quite often muddled up. There are three specific
definitions for dangerous dogs. One is a ‘dangerous
dog’, which is a dog that has attacked and injured
someone.
The next is a ‘restricted breed dog’, the definition for
which was not introduced until later on, and the third is
a ‘menacing dog’, which definition was also introduced
later in the process. A menacing dog is a dog that has
rushed at someone but has not caused serious injury.
Keith Hamilton put in place some additional powers for
councils to seize dogs that had been involved in attacks
on private residences along with procedures for the
recovery of seized animals and how councils would
deal with dogs and cats in public places. As part of that
there would be a 12-month period for a further review
and further potential legislative changes.
In November 2001 the legislation came back to this
place for further amendment, and a limit was put in
place so that a person could own only two restricted
breed dogs. Prior to that there had not been any
restriction on the number of restricted breed dogs
people could own. A restriction was put in place so that
a person could own only two restricted breed dogs
unless they had a permit for more. Also put in place
were some definitions for the housing requirements for
restricted breed dogs. Prior to that there had not been a
definition of what was required to enclose those dogs.
The legislation also put in place rules around warning
signs on properties where there were restricted breed
dogs and permanently identifying those dogs along
with a process of notification when those dogs changed
ownership or when they were relocated to a different
local government area. One of the challenges was that
quite often people traded the dogs or moved them
around. If there was a risk of them being caught with
one of the dogs, they would move it to another local
government area or sell it to someone else so it would
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not be seized. A process was put in place to monitor
such changes and to look at potential greater changes in
the future for restricted breed dogs, particularly in
relation to putting in place compulsory desexing.
Wind forward to 2003 when the Honourable Bob
Cameron was the Minister for Agriculture: he
introduced an omnibus bill with more changes around
the issue of restricted breed dogs. That bill introduced
ISO standard technology for the microchipping of the
animals. The government also revised the minimum
standard of regulations for enclosures for dangerous
and restricted breed dogs. Previous legislation had put
in place rules around enclosures; this legislation revised
and strengthened the rules around those enclosure
standards. Bob Cameron was a very busy minister; I
think he reviewed the legislation annually, and in
September 2004 another omnibus bill was introduced
that covered restricted breed dogs in particular. It
established a central regulatory database for dangerous,
menacing and restricted breed dogs to better track
changes of ownership and movement between local
government areas, because there had been a number of
databases for the keeping of such records.
The majority of people do the right thing with these
dogs, but those who may want to break the law or those
who may, for argument’s sake, run a drug processing
establishment would have a number of the dogs
running loose around the premises so that in effect they
were guard dogs and no-one could go into the premises.
This legislation was about putting some good rules in
place to deal with those situations.
In May 2005 Bob Cameron amended the legislation
again with an omnibus bill that addressed the
permanent identification of restricted breed dogs. The
legislation also put in place the compulsory
microchipping of menacing dogs, which is the
definition I talked about before. It gave councils greater
powers to dispose of seized dogs when the owners
could not be identified. In September of that year the
legislation was back before the house when finally the
compulsory desexing of dangerous and restricted breed
dogs was introduced. It put in place increased
registration requirements, and, if a dog had not been
desexed, from then on it could not be registered or
reregistered. In some ways that drove some dogs
underground. People shifted them to other locations
because they did not want to have the dogs desexed. At
the time there were also issues around putting
restrictions on moving dogs between states because
there was no point in having strict rules in Victoria if
new dogs were going to be brought in from New South
Wales or from overseas.
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In October 2007 the Honourable Joe Helper, who was
the then Minister for Agriculture, introduced legislation
in this place to make further amendments around
restricted breed dogs. I said before that there had been
rules put in place where there was a limit of two dogs
per owner, and there were further rules put in place,
including a rule to limit the number of dogs to two per
premises. If there were a number of people living at a
particular premises, they might have a number of dogs,
and this rule allowed for a maximum of two dogs per
premise into the future. The amendments gave councils
greater power to seize these types of dogs to get them
off the street. If a council by-laws officer or an
authorised officer had a reasonable belief that a dog
was of a restricted breed, that officer could seize the
dog. A standard was developed whereby an authorised
officer or by-laws officer could consult a diagram of
restricted breed dogs, and if the dog measured up to that
standard, the officer could seize it.
In 2008 former Minister Helper made further
amendments to the legislation and expanded the
definition of a dog owner. Quite often when there was a
dog attack or an issue with a dog the owner could say
that someone else was in charge of the dog at the time.
The amendment widened the definition of who was in
control of the dog so that whether it be the owner or
another person, that person was liable for any attacks by
that particular dog. It dealt with the issue of people
trying to abrogate their responsibility when a dog
attacked and everyone denied liability for it.
In May 2010 further substantive change was
introduced, which is what the legislation before the
house is about. I will quote from Minister Helper’s
second-reading speech of that time:
As at January 2010 there were 335 restricted breed dogs
declared in Victoria. However, microchip identification
registry declarations by owners suggest that there are several
times that number of this type of dog in the community that
are registered as another almost identical breed or as a
crossbreed of another breed. This means that these dogs are
not being kept in accordance with the strict controls that apply
to restricted breed dogs that may be kept under the act.
In order to better regulate restricted breed dogs, in place of the
current prohibition, the bill provides for a two-year amnesty
period to allow owners to register restricted breed dogs and
thereby bring them under the existing strict controls. The
amnesty will only apply to dogs in Victoria immediately
before the amnesty begins.

At that time a process was started, and I remind the
house that these legislative changes introduced to make
sure that society was safe from these sorts of dogs
always had bipartisan support.
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When I was a minister I visited the Royal Children’s
Hospital to meet with some of the plastic surgeons who
attend when a child is attacked by a dog. It is very
traumatic for the child. People need to bear in mind that
when a dog of this calibre attacks a child, they tear at
the flesh, they do not actually cut. It is a very jagged
and bruising wound, and, as dogs are meat eaters, there
is a lot of infection. It is quite traumatic for the child,
and it is also a long process for the plastic surgeons to
make sure that those children fully recover. The
amendments to the legislation meant it was illegal to
breed the sorts of dogs in Victoria. They should have
been desexed, and by rights they should have been
phased out over time, but we now know that that did
not happen. The legislation was introduced in early
2010 and was in place when we came to government. It
was in place when I was a minister.
If we fast-forward, members will remember that we had
the tragic event of August 2011 where Ayen Chol, a
young girl from St Albans, was tragically killed by one
of those sorts of dogs in absolutely horrific
circumstances.
Not only was the child killed but her mother and her
mother’s sister were also seriously injured. When those
sorts of things happen it is very important that both the
government of the day and the Parliament of the day
react. At that time the government had the support of
the opposition. I put on the record that when I was the
Minister for Agriculture the then Leader of the
Opposition rang me and said, ‘Whatever support you
need, we will be supportive within reason to make sure
we do not see these sorts of things happen in the
future’. The then Leader of the Opposition, now
Premier, pledged Labor’s support to help further
toughen laws and penalties. He said:
I don’t want to see any time wasted in the important efforts to
deal with these dangerous animals and therefore protect
children.

At that particular time legislation was introduced into
this house that ended the earlier amnesty given so that
people could register their dogs if those dogs had been
in Victoria when the previous legislation was put in
place. That amnesty ended on 30 September 2011. I
thank the then Attorney-General, the member for Box
Hill, who worked very closely with me to make sure
that we were able to make some changes to the Crimes
Act 1958 as well as to the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
We introduced changes to the Crimes Act so that if a
restricted breed dog attacked and seriously injured
someone, then its owner would face up to five years in
gaol, and if the dog attacked someone and that person
tragically was killed, then the owner could face up to
10 years in gaol — changes to the Crimes Act that saw

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

severe penalties for people who did not control their
dogs properly.
Since the time that amnesty ended a number of people
have had their dogs seized by council by-laws officers,
some of whom have challenged the seizure of their
dogs. Under the legislation those people have the right
to challenge whether their dog is or is not a restricted
breed dog. Once that process has been gone through
people can appeal to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) about the matter, and
if they are unsuccessful at VCAT, then they can appeal
that decision to the Supreme Court. A number of people
have gone through that process.
A group of lawyers do pro-bono work for those people
because they believe that restricted breed legislation is
not the appropriate way to manage this problem. Some
hold the view that it is about the deed not the breed. I
am afraid that as a minister who was in the chair when
Ayen Chol was killed, it is very hard for me to accept
the view that we have to wait until a dog attacks and
potentially kills someone before we act. That is not
something I would ever want to be involved in in the
future, because Ayen Chol’s death was a tragic time for
her family and all those people connected with her.
We now have a situation where a number of dogs have
been on what is colloquially known as death row at
various times while they have awaited VCAT hearings
or a Supreme Court case. Literally thousands of emails
get floated during these times — about dogs named
Kerser, Milo and Bobo — so a number of dogs have
been in that particular circumstance.
The Minister for Agriculture has introduced an amnesty
or a moratorium against the destruction of those dogs
while a parliamentary inquiry is in progress about
whether this is the best way to manage the legislation
and the process that has been in place and whether that
is the way to manage restricted breeds of dogs into the
future. Again I put on the record that I am disappointed
that the minister’s office did not come back with terms
of reference and a referral to the relevant committee.
There are only a couple of clauses in the legislation, and
opposition members are not opposing it. However, we
raise one issue with the minister, which she may like to
address in her summing up or which may be addressed
during the bill’s consideration-in-detail stage in this
house or during the committee stage in the upper
house — that is, the issue of who bears the costs for
holding these dogs in a pound. At the moment I think
there is only one dog in a pound in this particular
circumstance. My view is that if a dog is seized in the
next couple of months, then it is potentially going to be
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held in a pound until September 2016, which will be a
cost borne by local government. In some ways the
legislation being introduced now will be a disincentive
for local governments to go about doing what they
should be doing with these sorts of dogs. People in
local government will think twice, including by-laws
officers who have budgets to meet. They will think
twice before going out and seizing a dog because they
will have to pay — at this stage — the cost of that dog
being in a pound until at least 30 September 2016. The
committee is going to report on 30 September 2015.
I would like some clarification from the minister on
who is going to bear those costs. I would have thought
that given this is government legislation that is
changing the rules for local government and will not
involve a significant number of dogs — most of these
dogs are being impounded in three or four of the city
council pounds in Melbourne; the cities of Brimbank,
Monash and Hume are the municipalities that probably
have to seize most of these dogs — I believe it would
be reasonable for the government to pay the cost of
these dogs being put into a pound for the duration of the
moratorium while the parliamentary committee does its
work and while any potential changes to regulation or
legislation are put in place post the report of that
committee.
As I said, the opposition will not be opposing the
legislation. I like to think I have given a reasonable
potted history of this issue. It is a very vexed issue for
anyone involved in a dog attack. It is a vexed issue for
the council and the council officers involved who are
doing their job in enforcing the laws of the land and
protecting the people in their community from these
sorts of dogs. I suggest that it would be good if the
minister in her summing up made a commitment to
reimburse councils for the cost of putting these dogs in
a pound until the parliamentary committee report is
finished and there are changes introduced when the
moratorium ends on 30 September 2016.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015 for three
reasons. Firstly, the bill implements an election
commitment by this government to impose a
moratorium on the destruction of restricted breed dogs
while a parliamentary committee inquiry is undertaken
into the effectiveness of the current legislative
arrangements. The committee will report to the
Parliament by 30 September this year and the
moratorium provided under the act will apply until
September 2016 so that there is sufficient time for the
inquiry’s findings to be considered and an appropriate
response provided.
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Secondly, I support the bill because it recognises the
difference between a dog that is deemed dangerous due
to its actions and a dog that may be destroyed despite
its not being involved in dangerous actions and simply
as a result of its being determined to be a restricted
breed. Currently the legislation provides for the
destruction of a dog that is determined to be a restricted
breed as well as the destruction of a dog that is deemed
to be dangerous, and it may be that in some
circumstances both of these criteria apply. The
legislation does not affect the provisions regarding the
destruction of dogs that are deemed to be dangerous; it
relates only to those circumstances where destruction is
currently permissible based on breed determination
alone. It has been noted by the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals executive manager of
animal services, Helen Cocks, that breed-specific law
does not and has not succeeded in reducing dog
bite-related injuries, wherever in the world it has been
enacted. Ms Cocks further noted that it is the deed that
matters, not the breed.
I do not accept that a dog owner’s failure to register a
restricted breed dog should result in destruction of that
dog. There are a number of reasons why registration
does not occur. Whilst I am not saying that those
reasons are good or correct, we have to acknowledge
that that is a reality. Just as not getting third-party motor
vehicle insurance may seem to be inconceivable —
why would anybody not take out third-party
insurance? — to the financially overstretched
household, where the paperwork is incomprehensible
and the so-called minor fees are an impost, animal
registration may be the expense that is foregone.
Equally there are very strict provisions regarding the
timing of registration when moving house and it is not
inconceivable that this deadline could be missed,
especially when the breed of the dog is not certain and
owners do not know that these time frames may apply
to them with such significant consequences.
Thirdly, I support the moratorium provided for in the
bill because as the owner of an American pit bull
terrier, or a Staffie-cross, depending on who you ask, I
know that the classification of registered breed dogs as
dangerous can be flawed. I was fortunate to have a
beautiful dog as a member of my family for many
years. She was fortunate to live a happy and
much-loved life through to old age. Her name was
Hera. She was without a doubt the best dog I have had
the pleasure of adopting. She was a treasured member
of our family and we were her pack. But I do not make
these comments in regard to pit bulls or restricted breed
dogs as an advocate for ownership of those dogs per se.
I knew when Hera joined our family that she would be
a very big and very strong dog, and if I was going to
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take on the responsibility of owning her, I needed to
make sure that the rules of the house were clear and that
the house was secure, as her behaviour was predictable
within her domain but beyond that was unknown.
What I did not expect was how easy training this dog
would be. I am not a dog trainer, but Hera was the best
behaved and most easily trained dog I have ever owned.
Having a young son, I knew his friends may be
intimidated by Hera’s size so one of her first lessons
was that if someone covered their face with their hands
or squealed and waved their hands in front of their face,
this became a command to sit. She would never eat
until directed to do so, would never take food from
people or beg for food, and I can honestly say that I
never felt threatened or scared by her or by how she
acted around others. She even slept with the cat. I know
that in her later years she enjoyed a happy life. She
spent hours by my sister-in-law’s swimming pool
watching all the kids and alerting the adults if the play
in the pool got too rough or noisy. She saw it as her job
to watch over everyone.
If I would force my son to dance with me and he
squealed in protest, as young sons do, she would jump
up on me and push me away from him, but this
probably had as much to do with my dancing as it did
her protective nature. She would not hurt me; she
would just let me know that I should back away
because the most vulnerable member of her pack
needed to be checked on. In fact it was more of a
challenge to restrict her desire to be like the human
family members. If we were sitting at the kitchen table,
she would pull out a chair and sit up to join in. There
was no point putting her outside because she would just
open the door to come in. And when it came to
bedtime, lifting the doona and telling my son to go to
bed was taken as a signal that she too should hop in and
put her head on the pillow and with innocent eyes ask,
‘What’s the hold-up? Fluff the doona and read to us’.
In light of my terrific experience with Hera, my earlier
comment that I am not an advocate for ownership of
restricted breed dogs may seem strange to some. But I
believe more has to be done in the space of responsible
ownership. First and foremost a dog’s behaviour and
their potential danger to others is determined by their
owner, and as a basic first principle, premises should
always be secure so dogs cannot get out — and that
means any dogs, be they terrified terriers during
fireworks or what I consider terrifying German
shepherds, Rottweilers or Dalmatians, none of which
are restricted breed dogs. It breaks my heart to think
that any dog could be destroyed simply because of their
breed.
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Fiona McDonald, a volunteer for Melbourne-based
charity, For Dogs Sake, was recently quoted in the local
newspaper as having said:
Breed-specific legislation gives people a false sense of
security and zero contribution to public safety.
…
Well-behaved, obedience-trained family pets have been
murdered because they look like a pit bull.

Moreover, it breaks my heart that some people are
either completely irresponsible as owners or use the
physical traits of a dog to create dangerous dogs. This
applies to many breeds that are not designated as
restricted breeds but are equally potentially dangerous.
I am glad the current legislation will be reviewed
through the parliamentary inquiry. I am glad that a
moratorium on the destruction of dogs simply because
of their breed is included in this bill, and I hope that the
inquiry finds a more sensible and workable solution to
dangerous dog legislation.
In commending this bill to the house, I also note
Craigieburn resident Michael who owns Brutus. Brutus
is a staffie cross or American pit bull, depending on
who you ask. Michael was recently quoted in the Hume
Leader newspaper as having said:
The breed-specific legislation is killing family dogs. It isn’t
working … Killing a dog by its looks is so unfair and wrong.

I agree with Michael. I have had a treasured family pet
that was a restricted breed dog. A responsible dog
owner leads to a responsible dog, and all valued family
pets should be treated with respect.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise tonight to contribute
to the debate on the Domestic Animals Amendment
Bill 2015. As the Leader of The Nationals has said, the
opposition will not oppose this bill. However, in my
comments tonight I want to go to two aspects of this
bill that I find somewhat problematic. The first is the
core idea of disallowing restricted breed dogs from
being euthanased.
In preparing for my contribution tonight I looked at the
parliamentary contributions of my predecessor in this
place, Joe Helper, the former member for Ripon, who
spoke on the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2013.
He said a very wise thing, which I agree with entirely.
He talked about why these dogs are different, and he
said it is about the impact of a potential attack. He said,
‘It stretches credibility to suggest that the impact of a
pit bull attack is no greater than that of an attack by, for
example, a labrador. Even if we were to believe that all
dogs have the same inclination to attack, the power and
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physiology of a pit bull makes an attack by one of them
so much more devastating’. I reflected on that because,
of course, we do not want to be wise after the fact here.
Amendments were made to the principal act last time
because of a horrific attack on a child that resulted in
that child’s and her mother’s death. When the
Parliament made those decisions at that time, it acted to
say, ‘We are going to err on the side of caution. We are
going to say that these dogs are dangerous and we do
not want them in our society’. From there we took what
in some cases is called a precautionary approach. In
relation to other things I am not a big fan of the
precautionary approach, but when it comes to
protecting the lives of innocent people from very angry
and badly behaved dogs, we have to err on the side of
caution. Of course, you can get a well-behaved
American pit bull, but there is no question that a
number of people who are attracted to owning these
dogs like them precisely because they are nasty,
precisely because they can be trained to attack people
and precisely because they are threatening. While
ultimately safety is up to the owner, the very fact that
certain owners go out of their way to set up their dogs
to behave this way should make us very careful in
letting these dogs out into the community.
That brings me to the other problem I have with this
bill, and that is that it is now up to local councils to
collect these dogs. It is already their job to do so, but
now they have to house them, and it may be for 14 or
16 months. In preparing for my contribution today, I
rang around my councils. I have eight local government
areas in Ripon, and I spoke to four of them in relation to
this issue. The response from the chief executives of
my local councils when told that they would now need
to house any of these dogs they picked up ranged from,
‘That’s impractical’, through to some words I cannot
actually say in this place. None of the councils I
consulted with think this is a good idea. They are all
small rural councils that face large cost pressures in a
whole lot of ways, and they all took the opportunity to
suggest that this is a further case where this government
is making their lives difficult. These are rural councils
for which rate capping is very problematic because of
the limited nature of their rate base.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The time appointed by sessional orders for me to
interrupt business has now arrived. The honourable
member may continue her speech when the matter is
next before the Chair.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Mullum Mullum Creek Trail
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise with a request
for funding from the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water so that the final stage of the Mullum
Mullum Creek Trail can be completed. This funding
will see the final 1.3-kilometre gap filled in what is a
42-kilometre off-road circuit of shared paths linking a
significant part of Manningham and connecting to the
Main Yarra and EastLink trails. The final section joins
Park Road to Heads Road and includes three bridges
and a number of boardwalks, which will complement
the beautiful natural surroundings.
The coalition government strongly supported
Manningham City Council’s vision for the Mullum
Mullum Creek Linear Park and contributed funding for
the already completed stages of the project. Last year I
had the pleasure of joining the then mayor, Jim
Grivokostopoulos, in opening the section of pathway
from Tindals Road to Park Road in Donvale.
Recognising the importance of encouraging riders to
get out in the fresh air, to enjoy healthy living and to
spend time with friends and family, the coalition
committed funding to complete this project in the
lead-up to the 2014 state election.
This is one of Manningham council’s priority projects,
and while council secured a significant portion of
funding from Sport and Recreation Victoria under the
coalition government, additional funding from Parks
Victoria is needed to make its plans a reality. With just
$300 000 in funding required and with a large majority
of the work completed, it is difficult to understand why
the Andrews government would turn its back on
Manningham riders and take away the already
committed funding for the final stage of this important
cycling network.
I take this opportunity to acknowledge the passionate
advocacy of the mayor, Paul McLeish, who has
strongly lobbied for this trail network to be completed.
He has been instrumental in pushing forward the most
recent works, and I have no doubt the minister will be
hearing from him directly on this issue. This is a great
project that promotes a healthy lifestyle and a
sustainable transport option. I urge the minister to get
behind these laudable ideals, to talk to Manningham
council about the great work that has already been done
and to ensure that the final piece is put into place.

Wednesday, 15 April 2015

Sunbury municipality
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I rise to ask the Minister
for Local Government for an update on a very
important issue in my constituency. Members of the
house will be aware of the proposed separation of
Sunbury and Bulla from the City of Hume, as planned
by the Liberal government and scheduled for 1 July this
year.
Since being elected I have met and spoken with many
residents and heard a wide range of views from both
sides of this argument. It is clear to me that this issue is
causing great concern and division within our
community. During the 2014 campaign this issue
prompted many questions from locals who were unsure
of what the split would mean for them and their
families. Since the election I have received much
correspondence from residents asking about the
potential increase in rates, the effect on the delivery of
services and the potential asset division between Hume
and the proposed new council. These are questions the
Liberal government was neither willing nor able to
answer.
On Friday, 27 March, I joined the Minister for Local
Government in Sunbury to announce that the
government had acted to ensure the welfare of local
residents, a number of whom work for Hume City
Council. We acted so that residents would not be
disadvantaged by the upcoming separation, previously
scheduled to occur on 1 July. The minister advised the
community that the Victorian government would
extend the order in council by 12 months. This
important decision to extend the order was made by the
government to address the ongoing and unresolved
issues pertaining to services, staff and asset
management.
The Minister for Local Government was left with no
option but to delay the split, following advice from
Hume City Council that there are still too many
unresolved issues and that the time remaining is
insufficient to fix them. To assist with the number of
issues the former government left in its wake, the
Minister for Local Government has appointed as
transition auditors Frank Vincent, QC, and John
Watson, a respected Sunbury resident with over
40 years of municipal experience. It is expected that
these newly appointed transition auditors will work
with Hume City Council to oversee the proposed split
and work alongside the community to ensure the best
possible outcome for our hardworking residents.
Today I ask the minister for an update for my
community on the work of John Watson and Frank
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Vincent, an update that I am sure will be warmly
welcomed by residents.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is my understanding that during an
adjournment debate members have to ask for an action
of the minister, and an update is not constituted as an
action. I believe that has been the precedent in the past.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order. The member is asking
the Minister for Local Government for an update on a
council separation issue.

Bairnsdale Secondary College
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — My adjournment
matter tonight is for the Minister for Education, and the
action I seek is for the minister to come and visit the
Bairnsdale Secondary College community. I will
provide a little bit of background as to why I am
requesting this visit, one that I would be more than
happy to join the minister on. Bairnsdale Secondary
College is the biggest secondary school in my
electorate of Gippsland East. In recent times the school
has undergone quite a transformation. It has a
state-of-the-art facility funded by the previous
government with $10 million, but the school remains
half built because stage 2 is required to complete the
school, at a cost of $12.5 million. Prior to the recent
election in November the coalition government had
committed those funds.
In the last three weeks I attended one of the school
council meetings and had a good chat with the
principal, the school council president and members of
the full council. They are obviously very keen to have
the completion of their school put on the radar of the
current government. I have visited the half-built new
facility on a number of occasions, including one visit
with the former education minister. It really is a
fantastic facility. It is a great teaching environment, and
the staff are very happy. The school council is
obviously thrilled to bits with the new facility, and the
kids agree that it is a fantastic learning facility for them.
In a previous adjournment debate I invited the minister
to visit Sale Specialist School for similar reasons. It is a
school that had funding committed for stage 1 building
works, but it also needs to be completed. I am very
pleased that the minister has agreed in good faith to
come down, and I hear on the grapevine that that may
be sooner rather than later. I thank the minister for
agreeing to visit Sale Specialist School. Given that
Bairnsdale Secondary College, which as I said is the
biggest secondary college in our electorate, is in a
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similar predicament, I also encourage the minister to
visit the site to see the chalk and cheese differences
between the new and the old facilities. I encourage him
to meet with the school community and discuss the
$12.5 million in funds that is required to complete what
will be an even better facility when it comes to full
fruition. I hope the minister will respond favourably to
my request and that on his visit to Sale Specialist
School he could perhaps decide to come a little bit
further east and visit Bairnsdale.

Pascoe Vale electorate funding
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I appreciate
the opportunity to raise a matter for the attention of the
Treasurer. The action I seek is that the Treasurer ensure
that the government provides for the complete
$5 million rebuild of Westbreen Primary School and
the $10 million construction of noise walls along the
Western Ring Road in the upcoming budget. In the
lead-up to the last state election I welcomed the now
Premier to Glenroy, where he committed that a Labor
government would allocate $10 million to build noise
walls along the Western Ring Road. The Premier
indicated that some design work had already been done
and would continue in the new year, to be followed by
the construction phase.
This announcement came as a great relief to local
people, particularly Glenroy residents who have been
suffering from the unrelenting noise of the traffic on the
Western Ring Road for far too long. People are
suffering from the effects of the noise day and night,
and it continues to worsen. Local residents are entitled
to enjoy a barbecue in their backyard or complete some
gardening without having to constantly contend with
the noise of the roaring traffic. The known effects of the
night-time noise have been causing great distress in the
local community for quite some time. People,
particularly babies, are unable to sleep at night. It is of
the utmost importance that this project be fully funded
in the upcoming budget so that affected residents are
provided with the much-needed relief they deserve.
Prior to the election Labor also pledged to provide
$4 million in addition to the $1 million maintenance
money that had already been promised to fund the
rebuild of Westbreen Primary School. The provision of
$5 million in total will enable the construction of six
new classrooms, an art room and an administration
area. These new facilities will optimise learning and
teaching outcomes for all students.
For the second time in the past year, the now Deputy
Premier and Minister for Education was given a tour of
the school’s inadequate facilities by deputy principal
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Trevor Daly, school council president Bridget Kille and
school captains Mahmoud Mahmoud and Montana
Condo. During the minister’s most recent visit, the
school representatives explained to him that they have
already undertaken great preparatory works for this
project and believe the most cost-effective way to
manage the rebuild is to undertake all of the works at
once rather than to divide the project into stages.
It is crucial that the rebuild of Westbreen Primary
School be fully funded in the upcoming budget so that
students are provided with a first-rate education in
first-rate facilities. I ask that the Treasurer ensure that
the government provides for the completion of these
important projects in the upcoming budget — projects
that will have significant long-term benefits for
constituents in the Pascoe Vale electorate.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
counsel the member for Pascoe Vale to be aware that
she can raise only one issue in the adjournment debate.
She appears to have raised two issues. No point of order
was taken, but I advise the member of this for future
reference.
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onto the highway, and that has contributed to pressure
on the intersection.
There have been two reported fatalities in recent years.
In the first, a cyclist lost his life after a van collided
with his bicycle. In the second, a car making a
right-hand turn onto Nepean Highway collided with a
stationary truck. Those two fatalities aside, there have
also been a number of serious incidents. The most
recent one of which I am aware occurred in December
last year when a motorist hit a pole and had to be
airlifted to the Alfred hospital. It was a very close-run
thing, as I understand it.
I have not specified the sort of action I am seeking
except for an improvement in safety because whether it
be lights, a roundabout or a new treatment of the
intersection, that is a matter for traffic experts, and I do
not presume to be one. This intersection desperately
needs improvement from a safety point of view. I
commend the matter to the minister, and I seek his
assistance in resolving this issue as promptly as
possible.

Sunshine North asbestos exposure
Nepean Highway–Tower Road, Mount Eliza
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — This evening I raise
a matter for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The action I seek is that the minister ensure that
appropriate traffic management measures are
implemented to improve the safety of the intersection
of Nepean Highway with Tower Road and with
Volitans Avenue in Mount Eliza. The intersection in
question is effectively at the southern boundary of
Mount Eliza. The land south of both Volitans Avenue
and Tower Road, on both sides of Nepean Highway, is
the commencement of the Mornington Peninsula green
wedge.
Despite its location right on the boundary, this is
essentially a suburban intersection. Certainly the traffic
load is of a suburban nature. Unfortunately until
recently the roads also effectively marked the spot
where the 80-kilometre-an-hour zone changed to a
90-kilometre-an-hour zone, which was the case for
many years. That changed six or seven months ago, and
it has improved the safety of the intersection but it is
still not safe enough. The intersection It has had a
reasonable collision history, but traffic volumes are
rising. Peninsula Link has opened, and that has taken
some pressure off, but volumes are still rising. There
has been substantial development of the roads feeding
to Tower Road and to a lesser extent from Volitans
Avenue, but there are a lot more cars wanting to get

Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, and the
action I seek is that the minister establish a dedicated
phone line to be available for my constituents who may
have concerns about the matter of asbestos in Sunshine
North. I have been contacted by many constituents who
are concerned and uncertain, particularly following
recent media reports in relation to asbestos in Sunshine
North. Residents are concerned about what is being
done in response to concerns raised about the
Wunderlich factory in McIntyre Road, Sunshine
North — first raised late last year, as we all know —
and the possible risk of asbestos in nearby homes.
The Wunderlich site operated from the 1920s onwards
and ceased operation in 1982. Clean-up and redemption
were completed in 1985. Many residents are distressed
because of the ongoing media reports and uncertain
about what is going on. They want the pure facts. So far
50 properties have been tested within the vicinity of the
asbestos factory. Last year an expert panel was
established, and two community forums were hosted in
the suburb. I understand that thorough testing by the
Environment Protection Authority is underway, with
testing on some samples being conducted in Melbourne
and some having been sent to America. I have been
advised that to date results of all indoor air tests for
asbestos have been below the limit of detection.
However, many residents are still concerned, and
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rightfully so. As a local I too feel their concerns and I
believe that much more communication is needed, most
importantly because North Sunshine is a diverse
community. Residents have the right to feel safe in their
homes and receive accurate, factual information. This
must be done. On behalf of my constituents I call on the
minister to commit a dedicated phone line to be
available for my constituents who may have concerns
so that they can feel assured that everything is being
done in response to this very important issue.

Country Fire Authority Cowes station
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — My adjournment matter
is for the attention of the Minister for Emergency
Services. Under the coalition government $2.3 million
was committed for the construction of a new Country
Fire Authority (CFA) station in Cowes, Phillip Island.
The action I seek is for the minister to meet with me on
site in person so that she is able to witness firsthand the
reasons for this project to be given top priority for
government funding. The CFA is one of the largest
volunteer emergency services and community safety
organisations in the world. Its fire stations are
specifically designed to support and facilitate the
emergency needs of firefighters and to house specialist
vehicles and equipment. The Phillip Island Fire Brigade
currently protects over two-thirds of the island,
supported by the San Remo, Kilcunda and Wonthaggi
brigades. It responds to around 200 calls a year and
currently has about 50 operational staff and members.
A new CFA fire station at Cowes will increase the
brigade’s capacity to respond to emergencies locally
and across the state, not least during peak tourism
periods. Phillip Island is home to many major events,
including the MotoGP, the V8 supercars event, the FIM
Superbike World Championship and the Beyond the
Valley music festival. Around 74 per cent of its
call-outs are primary calls, not support calls. It is a fact
that the outcome of any given job for the CFA is
determined within the first 5 to 10 minutes after a call is
made. Response time is critically linked to staff
readiness, and staff readiness is determined by the
availability of resources.
The current building at Phillip Island has not been
upgraded since the mid-1980s. It is grossly inadequate
and also raises some serious occupational health and
safety concerns. For example, there is less than a metre
between the walls and vehicles, which makes it
exceedingly difficult for firefighters to put on their
personal protective clothing and get prepared,
particularly when the trucks are moving. There is no
ventilation, which means that diesel smoke and fumes
are constantly being circulated throughout the offices
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and meeting rooms. The station is infested with rodents
and birds, and there is asbestos throughout the building.
The role of the Phillip Island Fire Brigade is to protect
the community and all those who visit the island. It is a
job which is infinitely more difficult without funding.
Funding should be based on operational need, and
clearly Phillip Island falls within that category. I urge
the government to support this project.

Eltham electorate schools
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I raise an issue for the
attention of the Minister for Education. I have
absolutely fantastic schools in my electorate, including
St Helena Secondary College and Montmorency
Secondary College, a school I have already celebrated
today. Thanks to strong community activism, including
by the hardworking Sue Dyet, St Helena Secondary
College was built in 1984 under the Cain Labor
government. It was an important investment for the
area, and this school has had many successes since it
opened.
I have worked with St Helena Secondary College, the
very popular Glen Katherine Primary School, the
Eltham Redbacks Football Club, the Eltham Netball
Club and our two local councils, Nillumbik Shire
Council and Banyule City Council, for nearly two
years. Eltham is in the enviable position of having one
of the most popular soccer clubs — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
ask the member for Eltham to specify her action.
Ms WARD — My action is to ask the Minister for
Education to advocate on behalf of my community for
the budget.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
do not think asking for advocacy from the minister is a
matter for the adjournment debate. Perhaps the member
would like to rephrase the action.
Ms WARD — My action is to ask the minister to
provide funding for my schools. May I continue?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
ask the member to continue.
Ms WARD — The Eltham Redbacks, which is a
fantastic local club, has experienced massive growth
and success. With over 900 players, this club is a
tremendous community asset. We are also lucky
enough to have dedicated parents who a few years ago
responded to community need and created the Eltham
Netball Club, which is just booming. By working
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together we have developed a visionary sporting facility
that will not only address the growing needs of
St Helena Secondary College and Glen Katherine
Primary School but also help to respond to the needs of
the Eltham Redbacks, the Eltham Netball Club and
other sporting interests, including basketball. Leading
up to last year’s election Labor pledged $2.5 million
towards this innovative project.
Montmorency Secondary College has developed
exceptional programs around leadership. As I
mentioned in a speech earlier today, many students are
putting in hard work for the One Girl project. At the
2010 election Labor pledged $10 million to rebuild the
school, but this pledge was not matched by the previous
government over the last four years. Last year Labor
promised $14 million to rebuild the school and give its
students the facilities they deserve. I have seen the
terrible science rooms these kids learn in and the issues
with wear and tear the school has experienced over
decades. In fact I am sure not much has been done to
the school since the Leader of the Opposition was a
student there a number of years ago. It is a pity he
waited until Labor made its commitment last year
before deciding to support his own school; it is a deep
shame.
I will absolutely support my local schools, and I would
love the Minister for Education to come and visit my
schools to have a look at the tremendous work they do.
I ask the minister to find funding in this year’s budget
to give my local schools the excellent facilities they
more than deserve.

Avoca Shire Turf Club
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Racing. The action I seek is for the
minister to visit the Avoca Shire Turf Club with me. I
am calling on the minister to show some interest in
country racing, meet with the club and go into bat for it.
Over recent years the Avoca Shire Turf Club has built a
strong program around the Avoca Cup, which is held
on Caulfield Cup day, the Pyrenees Advocate Anzac
Day Avoca Races and the December Pyrenees
Christmas Racing Shindig. When Labor was last in
office it took that third race meeting away from Avoca,
but the coalition restored it as an annual fixture on the
racing calendar. Last Avoca Cup day I was at the races
with the then Premier and 6000 other people. The then
Premier and Minister for Racing committed to retaining
the third meeting if the Liberal-Nationals government
was re-elected.
The Avoca Shire Turf Club is run by a wholly
volunteer committee and delivers huge benefits to
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Avoca and the district. This race meeting is important
to the viability of the club and the economic
development of one of Victoria’s great wine and
tourism areas. The December race meeting continues to
grow in popularity and importance to the region.
Daytrippers come for their Christmas parties and
tourists book local accommodation in motels, hotels
and bed and breakfasts. The December meeting has
become the local winemakers gathering, and the local
winemakers of the Avoca, Moonambel and Redbank
districts are vitally important to the region’s overall
tourism experience and export business. This is an
important event in its own right, but it is also the event
that makes the Avoca Shire Turf Club viable. Cutting it
out puts the whole annual calendar at risk.
Liberals care about country people. We understand the
community and economic benefits that come from
racing. Since the election we have not seen the Minister
for Racing in Ripon. There has been nothing but
silence. The minister needs to get out of Melbourne,
visit the Avoca Shire Turf Club with me and stand up
for country racing.

Royal Commission into Family Violence
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I ask the Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence to consider holding
a forum in Geelong as part of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence. I also ask that the minister attend
the forum. The royal commission is an opportunity to
identify practical and lasting measures to address
family violence. Research shows it is overwhelmingly
women and children who are affected by family
violence and men who are violent towards them. For
this reason family violence is described as being
gendered, but men may also be affected by it. This is a
growing problem. In 2013–14 over 35 000 family
violence intervention order applications were finalised
by the Victorian Magistrates Court. That figure has
increased by 83 per cent over 10 years. Last year one
woman per week in Australia was killed by their
current or former partner. Tragically this year two
women a week have been killed.
Geelong is certainly not immune to family violence. I
have heard many women tell their stories and learnt
about the horrific impact it has had on them and their
children. Geelong has great services, such as Minerva
Community Services, Bethany Community Support
and our police unit. However, the demand is high.
Workers are providing critical services all day, every
day to vulnerable and traumatised members of our
community — mostly women and children. They
provide a valuable service with their exceptional skills
and expertise. I would like to give them the opportunity
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to raise their concerns and issues and contribute to
finding solutions. I look forward to participating in and
contributing to this royal commission on behalf of my
electorate of Geelong.

Responses
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I rise to respond to the member for
Geelong, and I thank her for her request for a forum on
family violence in her electorate. I would like to take
the opportunity to congratulate the member for Geelong
for her continued leadership and advocacy on the issue
of family violence. I know she works tirelessly
alongside members of her community and understands
the terrible impact family violence has on women and
children in her electorate. The member for Geelong
wants to make a lasting difference in her community,
and I welcome the opportunity to work alongside her
and to hold a forum in the coming weeks, bringing the
sector, important community stakeholders and victims
together in order to present a submission to the royal
commission. The submission will represent the unique
interests and concerns of Geelong.
As the Premier has said on many occasions, it is time
for solutions. More of the same will only deliver more
of the same tragedy. Whichever way you look at it, the
statistics with respect to family violence are particularly
grim. As the member for Geelong highlighted, last year
one woman a week died in Australia as a result of
family violence, and this year 31 women have died.
That is double last year’s average. One in three women
will experience violence and one in five will experience
sexual assault. The impact on children is equally
horrific and long lasting. The police tell us that last year
they attended over 68 000 incidents of family violence,
and Acting Chief Commissioner of Police Tim
Cartwright has estimated that there were also at least
35 000 unreported incidents.
These figures clearly show that we are well and truly
beyond crisis point. That is why the Andrews
government has put in place the royal commission —
the first of its kind in Australia, with $36 million of
resources and the broadest scope possible — to conduct
a root and branch investigation of family violence in
Victoria. We want to prevent family violence; improve
early intervention; protect those at risk; support victims;
make perpetrators accountable; determine best practice
for response, intervention and prevention; and improve
community attitudes towards women and children.
The royal commission is accepting written submissions
until 29 May and is about to commence community
consultation for victims and those who support victims.
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There will be public hearings midyear, and there is an
issues paper and also a ‘How we work’ document
available on the royal commission website, which is of
use to those who want to make a submission or appear
before the royal commission. It is also vital that I, as the
responsible minister, and local members visit
communities, listen to their concerns and help in the
preparation of submissions. I look forward to visiting
Geelong. I again thank the member for Geelong for her
important initiative, and I look forward to holding that
forum with her in the coming weeks.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — There were a
number of other issues raised on the adjournment. The
member for Warrandyte raised a matter for the Minister
for Environment, Climate Change and Water seeking
funding for the Mullum Mullum Creek Trail, and I will
convey that to the minister.
The member for Sunbury raised a matter for the
Minister for Local Government seeking an update on
the separation of Sunbury from the City of Hume, and I
will convey that to the minister.
The member for Gippsland East raised a matter for the
Minister for Education seeking that the minister visit
the Bairnsdale Secondary College community, and I
will convey that to the minister.
The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Treasurer seeking support for the construction of noise
walls on the Western Ring Road and for a primary
school in her electorate, and I will convey that to the
Treasurer.
The member for Mornington raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety seeking some
traffic management measures for an intersection in
Mount Eliza, and I will convey that to the minister.
The member for St Albans raised a matter for the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
seeking the establishment of a dedicated phone line
regarding asbestos in Sunshine North, and I will convey
that to the minister.
The member for Bass raised a matter for the Minister
for Emergency Services seeking that the minister meet
the member for Bass in Cowes to view the potential site
for a fire station.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Education seeking that the minister secure funding
for schools in her electorate, and I will convey that to
the minister.
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The member for Ripon raised a matter for me, and I
will deal with that matter now. The member’s request
was that I attend the Avoca Shire Turf Club with her. I
assure her that I will undoubtedly meet with the club,
but I cannot assure her it will be in her company. In
response to the member’s contention about me getting
out of Melbourne, most recently I attended the Echuca
Cup with the member for Murray Plains. The former
member for Rodney, Mr Weller, was there as well.
Ms Staley interjected.
Mr PAKULA — It was a bloody good day, and I
enjoyed it very much. I was also at the Alexandra
picnic races quite recently — rather than being at the
Blue Diamond Stakes — in the company of the
Minister for Agriculture. I recall seeing the member for
Euroa there on the same day. It was another fantastic
day.
Issues relating to the Avoca Shire Turf Club have
recently come across my desk in relation to a couple of
matters. The club is somewhat aggrieved by the
decision — not of the government but of Country
Racing Victoria (CRV), which makes decisions about
the racing calendar exclusive of government — to issue
a draft schedule for the 2015–16 year which reduces the
number of races at Avoca over that period from three to
two.
The club has been advised that it should continue to
speak to CRV and its CEO, Mr Scott Whiteman, to
push its case for an additional day on the racing
calendar next season. But as I am sure the member
knows, Country Racing Victoria allocates its resources
with the best interests of country racing in general in
mind, and that sometimes means a few swings and
roundabouts between one racing club and another. That
is the first point. But the club ought to continue to
advocate to CRV, as I am sure the member will, for
CRV to potentially make an alternative decision.
The other matter that has come across my desk with
regard to the Avoca Shire Turf Club is its application
for funding under the race day attraction program for
the event it has coming up on Anzac Day. I am pleased
to inform the house that I have agreed to provide the
Avoca Shire Turf Club with funds of $10 495 under the
race day attraction program for the Anzac Day event
coming up in 10 days time. I am sure I will have the
member’s undying praise for that action. In saying that,
I believe I have disposed of the member’s adjournment
matter.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
counsel the Attorney-General to find a better adjective
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to describe a good day out. The house now stands
adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.35 p.m.
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JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 6.15 p.m.
The Clerk — Before proceeding with the business
of this joint sitting it will be necessary to appoint a
Chair. I call the Premier.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I move:
That Telmo Languiller, Speaker of the Legislative Assembly,
be appointed Chair of this joint sitting.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — Order! I draw the attention of
honourable members to the extracts from the
Constitution Act 1975 which have been circulated. It
will be noted that the various provisions require that the
joint sitting be conducted in accordance with the rules
adopted for the purpose by members present at the
sitting. The first procedure, therefore, will be the
adoption of rules.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Chair, I desire to
submit the rules of procedure, which are in the hands of
honourable members. I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
motion.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — The rules having been adopted, I
now invite proposals from members for a person to
occupy the vacant seat in the Legislative Council.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I propose:
That Ms Melina Bath be chosen to occupy the vacant seat in
the Legislative Council.

She is willing to accept the appointment if chosen. In
order to satisfy the joint sitting as to the requirements of
section 27A(4) of the Constitution Act 1975, I also
advise that I am in possession of advice that Ms Bath is
the selection of The Nationals, the party previously
represented in the Legislative Council by Mr Danny
O’Brien.
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Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I second the
proposal.
The CHAIR — Are there any further proposals?
As there are no further nominations, I declare that
nominations are now closed.
Motion agreed to.
The CHAIR — Order! I declare that Ms Melina
Bath has been chosen to occupy the vacant seat in the
Legislative Council. I will advise the Governor
accordingly. I now declare the joint sitting closed.
Proceedings terminated 6.20 p.m.
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