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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Constituency questions
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to make a ruling
regarding constituency questions. As members are
aware, yesterday was the first time the house dealt with
constituency questions under sessional orders. I have
reviewed the transcript of the questions and wish to
make some observations in order to guide members in
asking constituency questions today.
There are general guidelines for questions set out in
chapter 22 of Rulings from the Chair applying to
questions on notice and questions without notice. These
apply equally to constituency questions. Members
should remember that the primary objective of a
question is to seek information relating to government
administration. In the case of constituency questions,
they also need to be capable of being responded to
meaningfully in writing, given that the responses are to
be published in Hansard and the questions database.
A constituency question, therefore, is not an
opportunity to ask for action, which is the purpose of
the adjournment debate. I remind all members that their
constituency questions must seek information and not
ask for an action or an opinion or seek solutions to
hypothetical situations.

Speaking time
The SPEAKER — I draw the attention of the house
to standing order 131, which provides additional
speaking time for the lead speaker of any other party.
This provision was adopted by the house in 2004
following a recommendation from the Standing Orders
Committee. In accordance with this provision, the lead
speaker from the Greens party will be entitled to speak
for up to 20 minutes on the second-reading motion of
normal bills and up to 1 hour on appropriation bills.
I would like to remind members that today is Teal
Ribbon Day. The Minister for Health is co-hosting an
event with Ovarian Council Australia at 10.00 a.m. in
the Parliament House gardens to raise awareness of the
disease and support those affected by it.

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General:
Efficiency and Effectiveness of Hospital Services:
High-value Equipment — Ordered to be published
Public Hospitals: Results of the 2013–14 Audits —
Ordered to be published
Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency — Report
2013–14
Legal Profession Act 2004 — Practitioner Remuneration
Order under s 3.4.24
Ombudsman — Councils and complaints — A report on
current practice and issues and A good practice guide —
Ordered to be published
Statutory Rule under the Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 9
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report of the Victorian
Inspectorate under s 30Q.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 24 February 2015:
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Further Amendment Act
2014 — Part 1, Part 2 (except ss 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18,
20, 21 and 22) and Part 3 — 30 October 2014 (Gazette S400,
29 October 2014)
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent Care
and Other Matters) Act 2014 — Part 6 and Part 7 (except
Division 3 and s 151) — 21 January 2015 (Gazette S10,
20 January 2015)
Courts Legislation Miscellaneous Amendments Act 2014 —
Division 2 of Part 3 — 15 October 2014; Parts 2, 4 (except ss
68, 69(2), 70, 71 and 73) and 6 — 10 November 2014; Part
5 — 1 April 2015 (Gazette S364, 14 October 2014); ss 68,
69(2), 70 and 71 — 1 January 2015 (Gazette S376,
21 October 2014)
Crime Statistics Act 2014 — Whole Act (other than Division
3 of Part 4) — 1 January 2015 (Gazette S364, 14 October
2014)
Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences and Other Matters) Act
2014 — Sections 8 and 9, Part 6 and Divisions 1 and 8 of Part
7 — 3 November 2014 (Gazette S400, 29 October 2014)
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Further
Amendment Act 2014 — Whole Act — 30 October 2014
(Gazette S400, 29 October 2014)
Family Violence Protection Amendment Act 2014 — Whole
Act (except ss 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16 and 21) —
2 November 2014 (Gazette S400, 29 October 2014)
Gambling and Liquor Further Amendment Act 2014 —
Sections 4, 6, 7, 9, 13, 14, 22, 23, 24, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40,
43, 44, 45 and 46 and Part 4 — 15 October 2014 (Gazette
S364, 14 October 2014)

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
394

ASSEMBLY

Gambling and Liquor Legislation Amendment
(Modernisation) Act 2014 — Part 1, ss 53, 54 and Part 3 —
15 October 2014 (Gazette S364, 14 October 2014)
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Road Legislation Amendment Act 2013 — Sections 10, 12,
18(1) and (2) and 19 — 1 November 2014; s 13 — 1 March
2015 (Gazette S400, 29 October 2014)

Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — The issue of the federal government’s
failure to commit to the national partnership agreement
on homelessness (NPAH) is a matter of some concern.
Members will recall that this house has been advised
that I raised with the Honourable Scott Morrison, the
federal Minister for Social Services, his failure to
respond to the state’s reasonable claim that he match
the three-year commitment that the Victorian
government has made to continue the national
partnership. It is with some pleasure that I can inform
the house that the Honourable Scott Morrison has now
responded, but in a cryptic manner. In recent
correspondence to me he said:

Wills Amendment (International Wills) Act 2012 — Whole
Act — 10 March 2015 (Gazette S376, 21 October 2014).

I understand the need for certainty for the homelessness sector
beyond the expiration of the NPAH on 30 June …

Inquiries Act 2014 — Whole Act (except s 148) —
15 October 2014 (Gazette S364, 14 October 2014)
Justice Legislation Amendment (Confiscation and Other
Matters) Act 2014 — Divisions 1 and 3 of Part 2 and Parts 6,
8 and 9 (other than s 60) — 2 November 2014 (Gazette S400,
29 October 2014)
Justice Legislation Amendment (Succession and Surrogacy)
Act 2014 — Parts 1 and 6 — 30 October 2014; remaining
provisions — 1 January 2015 (Gazette S400, 29 October
2014)

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Country Fire Authority Fiskville facility
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement is in
response to the ill-informed and inaccurate comments
made during question time on 12 February by the
Minister for Emergency Services in relation to the
Fiskville Country Fire Authority (CFA) training
facility. The minister alleged that the previous coalition
government had done nothing in relation to concerns
about contamination at Fiskville. These comments are
simply untrue. The coalition ensured that a
comprehensive process of review and action was
undertaken by the CFA and across the whole of
government to address the issues at Fiskville, which is
in stark contrast to the complete lack of action and
interest shown by Labor in its previous 11 years in
government. It took a coalition government to
investigate and take action.
In December 2011 the CFA commissioned Professor
Robert Joy to conduct an inquiry into past hot fire
training practices and the potential for contamination at
Fiskville. Support services were also immediately
established for anyone who believed they may have
been affected by historical practices. In June 2012 the
CFA, as a precaution, switched to town mains water for
practical firefighting training. In June 2012 the Joy
report was delivered. In July 2012 the CFA accepted all
10 of Professor Joy’s recommendations and committed
to 11 additional management initiatives. In addition,
Cardno Lane Piper commenced implementation of all
the recommendations.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

He went on to say that the white paper on the reform of
federation process is the primary vehicle through which
the federal government will be considering
homelessness in the longer term.
I point out that this arrangement is several months
overdue, and there is a need to commit to the national
partnership. The federal government will be aware it
has committed to no increase in the GST and that any
changes to the NPAH should occur beyond 2017. We
hope this is still the case.

Croydon electorate roads
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I rise to draw two
very important matters in my electorate to the attention
of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. Local roads
and traffic safety have always been high priorities for
residents in my electorate of Croydon. Two
intersections require urgent upgrades. Recently singled
out in the 2014 RACV Redspot survey, and identified
as longstanding traffic nightmares, were the intersection
of Maroondah Highway and Oban Road, Ringwood,
and the intersection of Dorset Road, Maroondah
Highway and Bellara Drive, Croydon. The intersection
of Maroondah Highway and Oban Road experiences
significant levels of congestion during peak periods due
to very high volumes of traffic on Maroondah
Highway. It was ranked no. 1 in 2012 on the Redspot
survey for the city of Maroondah. During the morning
and afternoon peak periods traffic builds up and
extends for over a kilometre, significantly delaying
motorists waiting to turn into Oban Road. The traffic
congestion at this intersection cascades out to other
local roads as motorists have difficulty trying to enter
this intersection from any direction.
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An enormous headache for local residents is the
intersection of Dorset Road, Maroondah Highway and
Bellara Drive, Croydon, which you could say is two
intersections operating as one. It has a very complex
configuration and consists of Maroondah Highway,
Dorset Road and Exeter Road acting as one intersection
and Dorset Road and Bellara Drive as the other. There
is a high number of movements at this intersection at
any time of the day, and with limited signal time this
intersection also sees traffic queuing for up to
1 kilometre during peak periods, causing extreme
frustration to local residents and motorists. I regularly
travel through both of these intersections and
experience firsthand what local residents face on a daily
basis. I call on the government to prioritise both these
intersections for upgrades to ease traffic congestion and
improve safety.

Lunar New Year
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — The Lunar
New Year was on 19 February this year. It is a
particularly important celebration, which I am sure
members across the chamber participated in with
Chinese and Vietnamese communities and other
growing communities, such as the Korean community
in Victoria. With the indulgence of the Speaker I will
say a few words in Mandarin:
議長好。
我是多元文化部長。
過年了，祝議長
新年快樂、恭喜發財、身體健康、萬事如意。

It is also an important celebration for the Vietnamese
community, who celebrate it as the Tet festival. I was
lucky enough to attend a celebration at Sandown
Racecourse organised by the Vietnamese Community
in Australia, Victorian chapter. A particularly important
and impressive program is the Vietnamese Dual
Identity Leadership Program, which supports young
leaders in the Vietnamese community.
The Victorian government is proud to support this
program with $100 000 in funding over two years. The
Vietnamese community is also dedicated to
remembering the great sacrifices and triumphs of the
Vietnamese community, which I am sure are an
inspiration to members of this house, considering the
very difficult circumstances of their migration and
settlement. The Victorian government is also
committed to providing $100 000 in funding for a
feasibility study for the first stage of the Victorian
community museum. The Vietnamese and Chinese
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communities in Victoria, and other communities who
celebrate the Lunar New Year, are an integral part of
the rich multicultural society we live in.

Echuca and Swan Hill events
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I would like to
encourage members on both sides of the chamber to
consider a trip to northern Victoria to visit any of the
great calendar events that are happening up there in the
autumn season. Two weekends ago I had the
opportunity to visit the Riverboats Music Festival in
Echuca. It was a fantastic event, with Greg Champion
from the Coodabeens as the master of ceremonies. It
attracted a huge crowd. I encourage people who want to
come north for the long weekend to come to the Swan
Hill Region Food and Wine Festival. It will be a great
weekend not only for enjoying the hospitality of Swan
Hill but also for enjoying the fine wines and foods of
that area.
I congratulate the Echuca and Swan Hill communities
and their associated local councils for the events
calendar they have put together. The two cities thrive
on and survive by having people from outside come to
visit. I assure people that once they cross the north of
the divide they will find the weather is always better
and they will enjoy a good time up there, with the
hospitality of the locals. I ask those members of
Parliament from Melbourne to think about coming to
northern Victoria sometime in the next few weeks and
to think about coming to Swan Hill in particular over
the long weekend for the food and wine festival. They
can have a ride on the PS Pyap paddle-steamer,
particularly on the Friday night, when the welcome
function will be held on the paddle-steamer with a jazz
band. I ask members to come north to enjoy a great part
of Victoria.

Diggers Rest Primary School
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On Wednesday,
17 December 2014, I had the great pleasure of
attending carols by candlelight at Diggers Rest Primary
School. It was not the first time I had been to the
Diggers Rest carols, as many years ago I attended as a
child when my mum, Lesley, worked at the school as
an integration aide. The event was extremely well
attended, and despite the unseasonal chilly December
weather everyone was in fine spirits and had their best
singing voices on.
The current enrolment at Diggers Rest Primary School
is around 90 students, which makes it a relatively small
school for the area. But the talent pool at Diggers Rest
Primary School was certainly not small that night, with

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
396

ASSEMBLY

carols sung by students from prep all the way up to
grade 6. The performances were outstanding. It was
great to see the look on the faces of parents and friends
as students belted out the carols and celebrated what
had been a great year of work at Diggers Rest Primary
School.
I would like to thank all the staff, the parents and
especially the students for having me along to the
carols. I congratulate them on their wonderful effort.
The motto of Diggers Rest Primary School is ‘Where
individuals matter’, and it is clear that the staff and the
school leadership worked very hard to encourage
students to do their best. I particularly acknowledge the
school principal, Rachelle Hedger, for all her work at
the school and within the small but very close-knit
community of Diggers Rest. Well done, Diggers Rest
Primary School. I look forward to visiting you again
soon.

Brighter Days Festival
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am pleased to
support the Brighter Days Festival, which will be held
in Bright on the Labour Day long weekend to raise
funds for two children’s charities. Bright resident Jason
Reid and others do a great job running this event for
car, bike and music lovers, which raises money for the
Dystrophic Epidermolysis Bullosa Research
Association Australia and the Sudden Unexplained
Death in Childhood Foundation. To support the cause I
will be riding a Harley-Davidson to Bright to attend the
start of the festival on Friday, 6 March, departing from
Yarrawonga on a day ride. I encourage motorbike and
custom car enthusiasts to join me. The Brighter Days
Foundation has raised more than $200 000 through
donations, auctions and events.

Shirley Wilson
Mr McCURDY — Congratulations to Shirley
Wilson, who received Hamilton Park’s Local Achiever
of the Year award as part of local Australia Day
celebrations. Shirley and her husband, Mike, will leave
Hamilton Park next month for Geelong after almost
40 years as residents there. Shirley and Mike were
instrumental in starting the Hamilton Park Social Club
in the 1980s, which has put on some fabulous
community events over the years. The Wilsons have
supported countless community activities, the
Glenrowan Football and Netball Club and Meals on
Wheels during their time at Hamilton Park.
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Anzac centenary
Mr McCURDY — I am honoured to be attending
the Anzac Centenary — Victoria’s Journey of
Remembrance program at Wangaratta High School on
Friday as part of the Anzac centenary
commemorations. The Victoria’s Journey of
Remembrance program encourages and supports
Victorians across the state to learn more about World
War I history, research their own personal connections
and work within their local communities to
commemorate the Anzac centenary. I am sure that
school students will get a lot out of the program and
that it will encourage further research into World War I
and involvement in Anzac centenary commemorations.

Fuel prices
Mr McCURDY — I requested the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission to include
Wangaratta and its surrounds in the investigation into
the increasing variance in country and city fuel prices. I
will continue to take action to address these
circumstances.

Broadmeadows electorate infrastructure
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — A GP
super-clinic and a sports and aquatic centre have been
opened in Broadmeadows following funding from the
Victorian and Australian Labor governments.
Decades ago families in Broadmeadows raised millions
of dollars for a local hospital. Instead of building the
hospital in one of the state’s highest growth areas and
an area of greatest health need, the then Victorian
Liberal government built it in the then marginal seat of
Essendon. This triumph of politics over rational
decision-making led to the hospital being known as the
Yes Minister hospital, because when it was opened the
plastic was still wrapped around the equipment but
there were no patients.
The money raised by the Broadmeadows community
went to Dianella Community Health, and I am
delighted that extra funding from the former Australian
Labor government has resulted in the GP super-clinic,
which I had the privilege of opening in Broadmeadows
with the federal member for Calwell, Maria
Vamvakinou.
The Broadmeadows Aquatic and Leisure Centre was
similarly funded by Victorian Labor and the City of
Hume. I had the privilege of opening it on behalf of the
Minister for Planning, and I thank him for his
long-running support of the Broadmeadows
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community, stretching back to his landmark vision for
social, community and private housing. The
infrastructure is vital, but so are education and skills for
jobs to help build this community. I look forward to
working with the Treasurer on Labor’s Back to Work
plan and other projects for economic development. I
have also called on the Australian government to
become a partner in this whole-of-community approach
to try to resolve these issues.

Graffiti
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Recently it was
brought to my attention by a constituent that a graffiti
mural existed along the vibrant retail strip in Carlisle
Street, Balaclava. This uncommissioned mural depicted
a demon smoking ice and getting rich, raising concerns
for many locals and questions over the appropriateness
of such a message. I am all for freedom of expression.
However, given Victoria is facing an ice epidemic we
must do all we can to combat the glorification of this
drug, which ruins thousands of lives. I want to
commend Mark Lewis from Golds retail outlet and a
number of other shop owners who approached me to
see what we could do to remove this mural. I also
congratulate the City of Port Phillip, which has now
agreed to take this mural down.
I would also like to congratulate lgor Vainer of Vainer
Optical who has put in a positive mural around his
shop, using the work of students from Caulfield Park
Community School to create a graffiti mural at the back
of his store with the fitting theme of eyes. I believe
Mr Vainer’s idea is a great model going forward and
could be adopted by many local councils which are
looking for ways to encourage creativity while stopping
tagging and vandalism.

Australian Jewish News
Mr SOUTHWICK — I would like to congratulate
Australian Jewish News on its 120th birthday
celebration, and I would particularly like to thank the
Magid family for their great work. Zeddy Lawrence is
the editor. Congratulations to the team at the newspaper
for providing an important news outlet for the
Melbourne Jewish community.

C Care
Mr SOUTHWICK — I was pleased to join my
friend and colleague in the other place, Margaret
Fitzherbert, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region, on Sunday, 15 February, at C Care for a great
cook-off for the needy.
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Child and Family Services Ballarat
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Child and Family
Services Ballarat, known as CAFS, is a community
service organisation based in Ballarat. It provides a
range of programs and services to children, young
people and families who are vulnerable or in need of
support. This year it celebrates 150 years since it first
began, and I was pleased to join many CAFS staff,
volunteers and clients at a celebration last week. CAFS
dates back to 1865, when its founders established the
Ballarat Orphanage. After the closure of the orphanage
it became the Ballarat Children’s Home and more
recently took its current name. Today CAFS provides
programs and services which not only support children
and young people but also support families, men and
communities. These programs and services cover a
wide range of family and early childhood services,
family counselling, out-of-home care and support
services, foster care, homelessness assistance, family
violence intervention and men’s behavioural changes
programs.
The goal of CAFS is to give every individual the
optimal opportunity to live in a safe and nurturing
family. CAFS now has more than 185 staff and
200 volunteers in offices in Ballarat, Ararat, Bacchus
Marsh and Daylesford and provides help and support to
more than 5000 individuals and families each year
across the Victorian Central Highlands region. I
commend CEO Allan Joy and board chair Shane
Strachan, along with all staff and board members
present and past and the many volunteers who have
supported so many young people and families across
our region.

Central Reserve, Colac
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I wish to
raise concerns the redevelopment of Central Reserve in
Colac. The Colac district has produced many successful
sportspeople over the years, including AFL premiership
captain Luke Hodge and, more recently, Aaron Finch,
who made a century for Australia in the first game of
the current Cricket World Cup. The Colac Otway Shire
Council is undertaking the redevelopment of Central
Reserve in order to provide the people of Colac with a
premium sporting venue which reflects this success and
which will inspire others to follow in their footsteps.
The council is currently refining its designs and calling
for tenders for the project.
The federal government has shown its support of this
vision and has committed $2.5 million to kickstart the
project. Further funding will be required to bring the
project to fruition, and the coalition government had
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committed funding to the project. I call on the Minister
for Sport to work with the Colac Otway Shire Council
and to support it in providing a premier sporting venue
for the people of Colac and the surrounding district.

Victorian Rural Health Awards
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Last Friday I had the
pleasure of representing the Minister for Health at the
10th annual Victorian Rural Health Awards held at the
magnificent Bendigo Art Gallery. It was a great
pleasure to present 55 awards to men and women
working as doctors, nurses, allied health professionals,
practice managers and Aboriginal health workers across
rural and regional Victoria. Congratulations to the Rural
Workforce Agency of Victoria for presenting these
awards.
There is no question that working in a rural setting is
different in many ways from working in a metropolitan
area. For starters, the opportunities to connect with
patients as real people, through shared involvement in
sport, school and community groups, even bumping
into one another at the supermarket, mean that regional
and rural health practitioners have great insight into
their patients and the health needs of their communities.
In return, health practitioners in regional Victoria are
highly respected and admired in the communities they
serve.
There are obviously many challenges too. The number
of ways you can be injured by farm animals are too
numerous to mention, but they include being kicked,
rammed, bitten or infected with giardia or ringworm,
and of course the work can be long and arduous.
Of special significance were the awards recognising
length of service. Today I would like to acknowledge
the fantastic contribution of three GPs, who between
them have served the people of Macedon for an
awe-inspiring 106 years. Dr Christopher Priest of
Kyneton has served our community for 39 years and is
still going strong; Dr Rodney Guy of Gisborne Medical
Centre is celebrating 36 years of service; and Dr David
Conron, who attended to the medical needs of the
people of Gisborne for 41 years, is now working
part-time in Winchelsea and this year celebrates
50 years of general practice.

East–west link
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — The anger in my local
community towards the stop work order applied by the
Premier to the east–west link and his determination to
cancel that project is palpable. It makes no difference
where I am — be it shops, sporting clubs or community
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events — locals feel compelled to voice their disgust at
the rug of hope being pulled out from under their feet
and their despair at the job opportunities that will fall by
the wayside and the prospect of no future work to
sustain them and their families. Businesses, tradies and
independent contractors feel outright anger when they
regard a future of being weighed down by further loss
of productivity on top of what they already deal with —
the missing link to the west and north-west.
The Andrews government can try to fill the media with
the appearance of activity in other areas, spending
mega-millions on new bureaucracies to make it look
like it is doing something, but this issue will not go
away for my electorate of Ringwood. The output of
business is what determines our standard of living. The
sooner the Premier and his government start to
understand this, the sooner they will start doing things
to make it easier for existing businesses, tradies and
others to do business and for entrepreneurs to consider
start-ups that will flourish — because businesses will
have the opportunity to move freely around this state. It
is not an either/or; it is not public transport or roads; it is
both.

Education funding
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — The Victorian
Auditor-General’s report Additional School Costs for
Families demonstrates the level of neglect of our
schools by the former government and how little the
coalition values public education. Parent payments
skyrocketed under the former government in the wake
of mass cuts to our schools. In the same period of time,
during which those opposite ripped out $1 billion from
education, parent payments increased by nearly 30 per
cent.
McKinnon Secondary College in my electorate already
has to raise more than $400 000 to deliver a quality
education to students, and the coalition’s abolition of
the education maintenance allowance (EMA) has now
added an additional burden. A total of 203 McKinnon
Secondary students in 2013 and 176 in 2014 accessed
the EMA. These numbers are far greater in areas of
Melbourne with significantly more disadvantage than
McKinnon, but the former government decided to put
these costs back on the schools. The EMA funded items
essential to a quality education, but it was also about
making sure that students felt that they fitted in.
As the report states:
Welfare agencies have in recent years publicly expressed
concerns about the effect of exclusion on a child’s
wellbeing — reporting that such exclusion can lead to low

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

self-esteem, behavioural issues, refusal to attend school and
poor academic performance.

While the coalition has slashed and burnt, I am proud
that the Andrews government will provide funding so
that struggling families will have access to school
uniforms, camps and excursions, and breakfast clubs, as
well as eye testing and glasses.

Australia Day
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I am a firm believer that
Australia Day is a day when we can come together as a
community and celebrate what makes us a great nation.
Like all postcolonial societies we have, in certain
circumstances, treated our Indigenous people
shamefully, but this does not diminish the great story
that is Australia.
I am appalled that any member of this house would
think to diminish our role as community leaders by
cynically attending the Invasion Day rally held in the
CBD on 26 January. This rally only seeks to promote
division and discord in our society. However, I am not
shocked that the Greens member for Melbourne would
attend such an event. Preachers of hate and division,
such as those who promote Invasion Day, do not
advance the cause of reconciliation — quite the
opposite.
The fact that the member for Melbourne thinks it is
acceptable to attend such an event demonstrates that the
Greens are committed to divisive identity politics and
do not serve Australia’s national interest. I say this to
the member for Melbourne and all members of the
Greens: you are now elected members of Parliament —
no longer, one would hope, some university Trot.
Please try to remember this.

Ken Lay
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise to
acknowledge the outstanding contribution of Victoria’s
21st Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, who
retired on 31 January after a stellar 41-year career at
Victoria Police. Referred to by media figures as
‘Whispering Ken’, his quiet style often masked his
sharp focus and determined leadership. He was
appointed to the top job three years ago at a time of
great challenge for Victoria Police, and he quickly set a
course to stabilise his organisation before outlining
plans to adapt Victoria Police’s operating model to fight
modern-day crime.
Ken’s willingness to place himself at the centre of our
community’s quest to prevent family violence and
violence against women will be his most enduring
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legacy. He called men to account for inappropriate
behaviour towards women, and his advocacy led to
Labor’s commitment to establish Australia’s first Royal
Commission into Family Violence. His leadership has
also seen substantial improvements in how Victoria
Police responds to the challenge of family violence.
Ken’s sense of decency and humanity were most
evident in his response to the tragic death of Luke Batty
and his unwavering support for Luke’s mother, Rosie
Batty.
He has done much and achieved much. We are better
for his service and poorer for his departure. I thank him
for his personal support. He leaves Victoria Police in
very good shape. I am sure I speak on behalf of all
members in this house in wishing him, Christine and all
his family the very best for his future.

Tolmie Sports Day
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I was delighted to be part
of the opening of the l29th Tolmie Sports Day on
Valentine’s Day. Nestled in the high country about half
an hour north-east of Mansfield, Tolmie puts on an
annual sports day that needs to be experienced. It offers
the best of country sports and has a remarkable history.
Tolmie certainly sticks to the traditions. Some events
such as the woodchop and particular equestrian events
have been part of the program every year for 129 years.
Other events have undergone some modification but
remain fairly loyal to their origins. Events such as egg
tossing, gumboot throwing, sheaf tossing, crosscut saw
and sack racing provide a great day’s entertainment. I
got to judge the Miss Junior Tolmie Sports and Tolmie
Sports Tiny Tot categories; that was the only stress in
what was a wonderful day out.
I was most impressed by the level of community
support. So many volunteers were on hand, helping out
in so many different ways to ensure that the day was a
success. The level of community sponsorship was also
noteworthy. There are too many people to thank for
their efforts, but I do want to mention the president,
Meg Allan, and Cr Marg Attley.

Warburton Up and Running
Ms McLEISH — I actively participated in the 12th
Warburton Up and Running event on Sunday, partaking
in the 5-kilometre walk in perfect conditions in idyllic
surrounds. The success of this community event was
evident. There were 850 entrants, 150 up on last year,
which was fabulous. The day was supported by the
Warburton Advancement League, the members of
which in its 60th year continue to do great things for the
community. The community banks at Yarra Junction
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and Warburton plus local businesses managed to put up
$5000 in prize money. The Warburton Country Fire
Authority and State Emergency Service are
beneficiaries of this great day, and they would not have
been disappointed.

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I would like to
comment on progress in relation to a range of election
commitments in the Ivanhoe electorate. In particular, I
note that the people of the Ivanhoe electorate voted
Labor because they want to ban the trucks on Rosanna
Road, which is a commitment that has been made by
the Labor government. They voted Labor because they
want to see the duplication of the Chandler Highway
bridge, which was ignored by the previous government.
They voted Labor for a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed
zone in the East Ivanhoe shopping village. They voted
Labor in the election because they want extra bus
services on the 517 route through the black hole that is
the Viewbank area when it comes to public transport.
They voted Labor for extra La Trobe University bus
services — another initiative and one that will be half
funded by La Trobe University but that was ignored by
the previous government.
The people in Ivanhoe voted Labor because they want
three extra services at peak times on the Hurstbridge
line. They voted Labor in Ivanhoe to scrap zones 1 and
2 in transport services and cut their transport bills. They
voted Labor in Ivanhoe because they want grade
separation at Rosanna station at Lower Plenty Road.
They voted Labor for the $11.5 million commitment to
Viewbank College. They voted Labor because despite
the previous government promising more than
$5 million for Rosanna Golf Links Primary School, one
year after the budget in which a quarter of the funding
was announced not one shovelful of dirt has been
turned. Members of the previous government put the
shovels away.
The people of Ivanhoe voted Labor to see action at
Rosanna Primary School and St Martin of Tours
Primary School and a new tech school for Banyule.

Mary Dundon
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I rise today
to acknowledge the remarkable milestone celebrated by
Mary Laura Dundon, a constituent in the Pascoe Vale
electorate. On 19 February Mrs Dundon celebrated her
100th birthday in the company of 200 of her closest
family and friends — in itself a warm and fitting
acknowledgement of her extraordinary achievements.
Mrs Dundon is the treasured mother of Cathy and the
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dear friend of Monica Gould, a former minister and a
former President in the other place. Mrs Dundon was
born and raised on a farm in the Western District of
Victoria, an area renowned for its rich agricultural
resources. From the early age of 10 Mrs Dundon
assumed a great deal of responsibility, being charged
with the task of looking after her three siblings and her
invalid grandmother whilst her parents worked the land.
Despite this she still managed to attend school on a
regular basis. Her grandchildren continue to be
enthralled to this day by her stories, especially as she
recalls her days riding to and from school on a horse.
At the age of 22 Mrs Dundon married John Dundon, an
event that she described as marking the start of her
‘good life’. Together they raised four wonderful
children. Those who know Mrs Dundon attest to her
altruistic nature and her kindness and empathy for those
less fortunate than herself. In 1987 Mrs Dundon retired
to her daughter’s house in Pascoe Vale and has kept
herself busy and engaged through her active
involvement in the local community. Nowadays
Mrs Dundon spends her mornings pottering around the
garden before retiring for a well-deserved nap in the
afternoon. I congratulate Mrs Dundon on reaching this
remarkable milestone and wish her all the best for the
years ahead.

Swinburne University of Technology
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — Today I congratulate
Swinburne University of Technology, which is in
Hawthorn, on the launch of Victoria’s newest law
school. I was very honoured to attend the launch at
Swinburne University on Monday evening, and I want
to place on the record — I think on behalf of everybody
in this chamber — our congratulations to Chancellor
Graham Goldsmith, Vice-chancellor Linda Kristjanson
and law school dean Dan Hunter. I also want to place
on the record recognition of the fine speech given by
Her Honour the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court,
who spoke in large measure directly to the students,
encouraging them not only to enjoy their studies but
also to engage with the higher ethical questions. It was
a very fascinating and insightful address.
I also place on the record the fine remarks
extemporaneously given by His Honour Alan
Goldberg, who, despite battling a severe health
condition, gave a remarkable address that inspired
everybody. The take-out from his remarks is that we
can spend a lifetime building a reputation and in a
moment of madness squander that fine reputation. It
was a fine address. The Swinburne law school has
around 70 students and will have a focus on
commercialisation.
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Teal Ribbon Day
Mr WATT (Burwood) — Today is Teal Ribbon
Day, and I want to pay tribute to all those women who
are affected by ovarian cancer. Speaking personally, I
note that people in my life are affected by this disease,
and I want to pay tribute to all those women who are
going through a tough time. People can visit
ovariancancer.net.au if they want more information.
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government’s approach to implementing related Betrayal of
Trust recommendations) the actions that schools are required
to take to achieve a child-safe environment.
The bill also enhances the VRQA’s powers to monitor and
review school compliance with the minimum standards of
registration, including the new standard concerning the
protection of children from child abuse within schools. The
VRQA’s powers to collect and disclose information will be
widened.
Human rights issues

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE SCHOOLS)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) 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 act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Child Safe Schools) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Child Safe Schools) Bill 2015 (the bill), as
introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
the human rights protected by the charter act. I base my
opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The following charter act rights are relevant:
the right to privacy and reputation, set out in section 13
of the charter act; and
the right to protection of families and children, set out in
section 17 of the charter act.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
Privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter act is relevant to clause 12 of the bill.
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 12 of the bill would broaden the VRQA’s ability to
share information that it has obtained during the performance
of its functions with a prescribed group of persons or bodies.

Overview of bill
The bill proposes amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 (ETR act) to add a minimum standard for
registration of government and non-government schools
about managing child safety and responding to allegations of
child abuse within Victorian schools. The amendment is the
first step to implementing the government’s response to
recommendations 12.1 and 16.1 of the report of the Family
and Community Development Committee of the Parliament:
Betrayal of Trust — Inquiry into the Handling of Child Abuse
by Religious and other Non-Government Organisations
(Betrayal of Trust report).

Currently the VRQA has limited information disclosure
powers under section 4.9.4 of the ETR act concerning the
kinds of information that can be shared, and the entities with
which it can be shared. The VRQA may only disclose to the
secretary of the department, a department of the
commonwealth government or to another registering body,
and only with respect to information about or arising from:
the registration or approval of a person or body
including the application for that registration or
approval;
a compliance audit conducted about a person or body;

Recommendation 16.1 of the Betrayal of Trust report
recommended that the government review procedures for
responding to allegations of criminal child abuse within
Victorian schools and identify a benchmark to apply to
non-government schools. Recommendation 12.1 of the
Betrayal of Trust report recommended that government
implement minimum standards for maintaining ‘child-safe
environments’ for all organisations with direct and regular
contact with children.
The bill will amend the ETR act to require registered schools
to satisfy the schools regulator, the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority (the VRQA), that they have taken
actions, in accordance with a ministerial order, to manage the
risk of child abuse, including responses to allegations of child
abuse.
The bill would empower the minister to make a ministerial
order to prescribe (in a manner consistent with the

any action the VRQA takes in relation to a registered or
approved person or body;
the performance of a function or the exercise of a power
by a person at the request of another registering body;
and
the breach of, or failure to comply with, a government
training contract by a registered training organisation
(which provides vocational education and training).
The bill proposes to extend the class of prescribed persons or
bodies the VRQA is authorised to disclose information to
under section 4.9.4 of the ETR act. The amended class
includes the secretary of another department of the Victorian
government, a public sector body, a municipal council, a
registering body, a school registering body, a department of
the commonwealth, state or territory government, and an
agency of the commonwealth.
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The bill also proposes a less prescriptive approach to
identifying the circumstances in which the VRQA may
disclose information. Instead, the bill will authorise the
VRQA to disclose information to a prescribed person or body
if that information relates to the recipient’s performance of a
function.
Most information the VRQA obtains relates to the registration
of a school. However, the VRQA may also incidentally
collect information of a personal nature. For instance, the
VRQA may collect personal information about individual
students, and school staff who work with those students.
The bill authorises the VRQA to disclose information about a
school’s registration to another Victorian government
department (such as the Department of Health and Human
Services), or a government agency or regulator in another
jurisdiction where the school has interstate campuses or
operations. The amendments also authorise the VRQA to
disclose information about, for example, safety issues to the
appropriate government entity, such as the Victorian
WorkCover Authority. In any of these circumstances, the
VRQA may disclose personal information.
I consider that such information disclosure is not unlawful,
nor arbitrary. The proposed law authorises information
sharing by the VRQA for purposes related to the functions
and powers of the recipient. The sharing of such information
is lawful. The sharing of information is not arbitrary since it is
always connected to the performance of a lawful function.
This sharing of information is necessary to ensure that
regulatory bodies and government agencies are able to
efficiently access necessary and relevant information.
In my opinion, the provisions are compatible with the right to
privacy in section 13 of the charter act.
Protection of families and children
Section 17(2) of the charter act provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to protection that is in his or
her best interests and is needed by reason of being a child.
Section 17(2) recognises that children are vulnerable because
of their age and entitled to special protection.
Clause 5 of the bill creates a new condition of registration for
all schools. The condition will be implemented through a
regulatory framework that will require schools to take actions
to manage the risks of child abuse, and to achieve a child-safe
environment. The actions required of schools will be in
accordance with a ministerial order made under the ETR act.
Actions that might be prescribed in the ministerial order
include developing and implementing recruitment policies for
school staff who work with children, revising procedures for
responding to allegations of child abuse, or providing
guidance or training to decision-makers and other school staff
about managing the risk of child abuse. The intention is to
improve the capabilities of schools to manage and mitigate
the risk of child abuse and respond appropriately to
allegations of child abuse. This is important since any abuse
that occurs would infringe the rights of the child.
I consider the proposed framework for schools upholds and
promotes the rights of children to be protected from abuse.
The Hon. James Merlino, MP
Minister for Education
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Second reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill proposes amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 (ETR act) to enable the implementation in
Victorian schools of the government’s response to certain
recommendations made by the Family and Community
Development Committee (the committee) to the previous
Parliament.
On 13 November 2013 the committee tabled in the other
place its report entitled Betrayal of Trust — Inquiry into the
Handling of Child Abuse by Religious and other
Non-Government Organisations (the Betrayal of Trust
report). The committee made a number of findings and
recommendations about monitoring organisations’ responses
to child abuse, and preventing child abuse occurring in
organisations.
This bill will take the first steps toward implementing
recommendations 12.1 and 16.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report in Victoria’s schools.
Recommendation 12.1 of the Betrayal of Trust report
recommended that the government implement minimum
standards for maintaining ‘child-safe environments’ for all
organisations with direct and regular contact with children.
The government has a policy agenda regarding the
development of minimum standards for a child-safe
environment for organisations that work closely with
children. This bill would give effect to that policy with
respect to schools.
Recommendation 16.1 of the Betrayal of Trust report
recommended that the government review the procedures
used by Victorian government schools for reporting and
responding to allegations of criminal child abuse, and identify
a benchmark to apply to non-government schools.
While the government has further work to do to fully respond
to recommendations 12.1 and 16.1 of the Betrayal of Trust
report, and to implement in full the remaining
recommendations in the Betrayal of Trust report, this bill will
ensure that in future all Victorian schools are required to take
action to better manage and reduce the risk of child abuse,
including through their responses to allegations of child
abuse. This bill will make this requirement one of the
minimum standards for school registration.
This bill will establish a framework that empowers the
Minister for Education to make a ministerial order under the
ETR act that specifies the actions that schools must take to
create a child-safe environment in order to meet the newly
proposed minimum standard for school registration.
Although further deliberation and consultation with schools is
needed before the particular content of the ministerial order
can be determined, the government anticipates that the
ministerial order may require schools to have in place
appropriate recruitment and staff management policies,
guidance for people occupying positions of trust, or complaint
management and resolution procedures.

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS AMENDMENT (CHILD ABUSE) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

The bill also enhances the range of compliance and
enforcement actions the schools’ regulator — the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority (the VRQA) — can
take to uphold the minimum standards for registration,
including the new minimum standard for managing the risk of
child abuse in the schools context.
The ETR act provides that the VRQA must not register a
school unless the school complies with the minimum
standards for registration. The VRQA may suspend or cancel
school registration if it finds after a review of operations that
the school has failed to comply with a minimum standard for
registration.
The bill grants the VRQA greater flexibility and discretion
when conducting a review into a school’s compliance with
one or more of the minimum standards for registration.
The bill will restore the VRQA’s power to issue binding
guidelines to registered schools.
The guidelines may relate to one or more of the minimum
standards for registration, including the new child-safe
schools standard.
The bill will empower the VRQA to register and enforce an
undertaking that is given voluntarily by a school that is the
subject of a review. An enforceable undertaking can secure a
school’s future compliance with a minimum standard for
registration, and can be a practical alternative to the VRQA’s
other compliance and enforcement options — such as
suspension or cancellation of registration.
The bill will clarify the types of conditions on registration that
the VRQA may impose on a school. A condition on
registration may be expressed to operate for a limited period
of time, rather than throughout the registration period. In
addition, the bill clarifies that the VRQA may impose a
condition on registration in connection with a review of a
school’s operations. Usually these conditions are imposed
after the completion of the review; however, the bill will also
permit the VRQA to impose an interim condition on
registration during the course of conducting a review but only
in urgent or exceptional circumstances — for example, to
ensure student safety. The bill includes clear procedural
protections for the school when the VRQA proposes to take
such action.
The bill will also authorise the VRQA to relevantly collect
and share information with a wider class of Victorian
government agencies, and regulators in other jurisdictions.
Currently the VRQA is not authorised to disclose information
about school safety issues to the Victorian Department of
Health and Human Services, or the Victorian WorkCover
Authority. The amendments would allow such information to
be shared more widely within government.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 March.

LIMITATION OF ACTIONS AMENDMENT
(CHILD ABUSE) 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 Limitation of
Actions Amendment (Child Abuse) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Limitation of Actions Amendment (Child
Abuse) 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 amends the Limitation of Action Act 1958 (Vic.) by
removing all limitation periods for actions for damages
founded on the death of or personal injury to a person
resulting from child abuse, and by removing the 12-year long
stop limitation period for actions under part III of the Wrongs
Act 1958 (Vic.) in cases where the wrongful death was
caused by child abuse.
The amendments extend to instances of child abuse that
occurred at any time, regardless of whether or not those
claims were previously barred by a limitation period.
The bill expressly provides that the removal of limitation
periods will not affect the court’s inherent jurisdiction/powers
to control or dismiss proceedings that could undermine the
administration of justice.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
The following charter act rights are relevant to the bill:
the right of children to protection as in his or her best
interests — section 17(2);
the right to a fair trial — section 24.
Protection of children (s 17)

Lastly, the bill will make several statute law revision
amendments to correct typographical errors and outdated
references.
In conclusion, the bill will amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 to put in place the necessary arrangements
to ensure that registered schools better manage the risk of
child abuse, including responding to allegations of child
abuse.
I commend the bill to the house.

Section 17(2) of the charter act provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in
his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason
of the vulnerability of their age.
The bill supports the right of a child to protection under the
charter act by removing all limitation periods with respect to
actions for child abuse. The reforms remove a significant
barrier currently faced by victims in issuing civil proceedings
before the expiry of the relevant civil limitation period, and
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provides victims with an ‘as of right’ opportunity to seek a
remedy for the devastating harms they have suffered.

that survivors of child abuse face in recovering compensation
for the devastating effects of their abuse.

The bill recognises the deep long-term effects of child abuse,
such as the extended amount of time (often several decades) it
takes for victims of child abuse to understand the abuse they
have suffered and issue proceedings in respect of this abuse.

In particular, a major obstacle for survivors is the existence of
statutory time limits created by the Limitation of Actions Act
1958. The Limitation of Actions Act establishes time periods
within which proceedings for different civil actions must be
commenced. If proceedings are brought outside a limitation
period, a claimant can be barred from obtaining a remedy.

Furthermore, by extending broadly to both physical and
sexual child abuse, regardless of the setting in which the
abuse occurred, the reforms acknowledge harmful effects that
both forms of abuse, occurring in any context, can have on a
child’s physical and psychological wellbeing.
Right to a fair trial (s 24)
Section 24 of the charter act provides that a party to a civil
proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided by a
competent, independent, impartial court or tribunal after a fair
and public hearing. The purpose of the right to a fair hearing
is to ensure the proper administration of justice, and applies to
all stages in proceedings and in relation to any Victorian court
or tribunal.
The removal of limitation periods with respect to child abuse
is relevant to the right to a fair hearing that may be called into
question due to a lack of evidence arising from the passage of
time. The bill supports this right by providing an express
evidentiary protection that the removal of limitation periods
does not in any way affect the courts’ inherent power to
control the exercise of their jurisdiction, including by
dismissing or ordering a permanent stay to proceedings where
the administration of justice may be compromised. This
would include where the lapse of time has a burdensome
effect on a defendant that is so serious that a fair trial is not
possible. In addition, a court will still be bound to provide a
fair hearing of the issues by applying the normal rules of
evidence.
Are the relevant charter rights actually limited by the bill?
The rights identified above are not limited.
Is any limit on relevant rights by the bill reasonable and
justified under section 7(2)?
N/A
Guidance re use of jurisprudence and previous SOC
practice
N/A
The Hon. 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 Family and Community Development Committee tabled
its landmark report Betrayal of Trust on 13 November 2013.
The report highlighted, among other things, the difficulties

Betrayal of Trust examined civil limitation periods, and
concluded that they were inappropriate for survivors of child
abuse, who, due to the injury inflicted upon them by their
abusers, often take decades to fully understand and act upon
the harm arising from their abuse. Many of the courageous
survivors of abuse that spoke to the Family and Community
Development Committee explained the debilitating and
confusing effects that child abuse can have on a young child’s
physical and mental wellbeing, including feelings of shame,
embarrassment, and guilt, which continue into adulthood and
often result in victims suppressing and concealing their abuse
from others for many years.
The ongoing work of the national Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse mirrors the
findings of Betrayal of Trust. The chair of the royal
commission, Justice Peter McClellan, has remarked of
multiple instances where elderly survivors speaking to the
royal commission are revealing their past abuse for the very
first time in their lives.
Many survivors therefore find themselves faced with an
expired limitation period by the time they are ready to
commence legal proceedings, and must place themselves at
the mercy of courts even to have their claim heard. In
settlement negotiations, too, survivors have told how the
prospect of an expired limitation period has been used against
them to reduce the settlement amount that is offered.
Betrayal of Trust therefore recommended that child abuse be
excluded from the operation of the Limitation of Actions Act.
This government has pledged to implement all outstanding
recommendations from Betrayal of Trust, and the
introduction of this bill is an important step in the process of
allowing access to justice for survivors of child abuse. It gives
effect to the relevant recommendation from Betrayal of Trust
by completely removing all limitation periods that apply to
civil actions for damages founded on child abuse.
In removing limitation periods, the bill draws no distinctions
between where or when the abuse occurred. While the current
Limitation of Actions Act prescribes a complex and
confusing array of limitation periods in relation to child
abuse, with different limitation periods applying depending
upon the identity of the alleged perpetrator and the time and
context of the abuse, the bill is uniform in its operation and
treats all child abuse claimants equally and fairly.
Furthermore, the bill will apply to past, as well as future
claims of abuse, regardless of whether or not past claims were
previously subject to a limitation period. While the bill will
not reopen cases that have previously settled or been subject
to final judgement, it will allow historical victims of abuse —
such as many of those who spoke to the Family and
Community Development Committee — the opportunity to
have their civil claims heard in court. This will be the case
even if those people were previously dissuaded from bringing
their claims by the existence of limitation periods.
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The definition of ‘child abuse’ used by the bill is broad,
encompassing both the physical and sexual abuse of children,
as well as psychological abuse that arises out of instances of
physical or sexual abuse. By including physical abuse, as well
as sexual abuse, within the scope of the bill, the bill
recognises that different forms of abuse do not always occur
in isolation, and — as the Family and Community
Development Committee and the royal commission have
recognised — the short and long-term effects of child
physical abuse can be equally devastating as those of child
sexual abuse. To avoid doubt, it is also important that the bill
recognises psychological abuse that is connected to physical
or sexual abuse — such as when a child is ‘groomed’, is
made to feel erroneously complicit in abuse that has occurred,
or is coerced or shamed into covering up abuse. This
psychological abuse can cause harms that are often
inseparable from the harms caused by physical or sexual
abuse.
The bill does not seek to define the exact boundaries of what
constitutes ‘abuse’ — a task that is fraught with difficulty and
may inadvertently exclude valid claims. Instead, the bill will
allow courts to determine whether or not abuse has occurred
in accordance with the ordinary meaning and common
understanding of the term, informed by sources such as the
work of the Family and Community Development Committee
and the royal commission.
For example, the royal commission’s working definition of
child sexual abuse includes ‘any act which exposes a child to,
or involves a child in, sexual processes beyond his or her
understanding or contrary to accepted community standards’,
while Betrayal of Trust found that children in institutional
care were subjected to physical abuse that included beatings,
canings, being locked inside a room without a blanket, or
having their heads forced into their dirty linen if they wet the
bed.
The bill also recognises that the effects of child abuse are not
always confined to the primary victim of the abuse, but can
also extend to the dependants of a victim, who may be
unaware for many years that childhood abuse was the cause
of the victim’s suffering and death. Accordingly, the bill
removes the 12-year ‘long stop’ limitation period where a
dependant of a deceased victim of child abuse wishes to bring
an action for wrongful death.
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before a court, making Victoria a leader in this area across
Australia and the world.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 March.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (HAIRDRESSING
REGISTRATION) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) 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 Public Health
and Wellbeing Amendment (Hairdressing Registration) Bill
2015.
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Public Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to
provide for the registration, on an ongoing rather than
periodic basis, of premises in which certain businesses are
conducted.
1.

The bill does not engage any human rights protected by the
charter.
2.

In recognising that survivors of child abuse face unique and
challenging circumstances, the bill is careful to safeguard the
fundamental rights of parties before a court, including the
right to a fair and balanced trial. The bill expressly notes that
it does not affect any existing powers the courts have to
control or dismiss proceedings, which might include
circumstances where a court determines that a fair hearing of
a matter is impossible due to a lack of evidence caused by the
passage of time. However, any such decision would be a
matter for the court to apply at their discretion to protect the
proper administration of justice, and not through any exercise
of right by a defendant.
The work of the Family and Community Development
Committee, and the courage of survivors who have spoken
and continue to speak about their past abuse has been
invaluable. We have seen how the debilitating effects of child
abuse often entirely prevent survivors from bringing claims
before the expiry of civil limitation periods, and we have
therefore removed these time barriers to give survivors of
child abuse the opportunity ‘as of right’ to bring their claims

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

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the human rights protected
by the charter it is unnecessary to consider the application of
section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider the bill is compatible with the charter as it does not
raise any human rights issues.
Hon. Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health
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Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The purpose of this bill is to reduce the burden and cost of
regulation for many hairdressing and make-up businesses,
while maintaining the capacity for local government to deal
with any public health risks arising out of the operation of
these businesses.
This is a common-sense change that will benefit over
4000 small businesses whose activities have been assessed as
posing negligible public health risks. It gives effect to the
government’s election commitment to reduce business
regulation wherever possible, while preserving the integrity of
systems designed to protect public health and safety.
The vast majority of hairdressing and beauty salons are small
businesses. The government recognises that small businesses
face many day to day challenges, and have less capacity to
absorb the costs of regulation than medium-sized or larger
businesses.
Some regulation is an inescapable part of doing business in
today’s world. The community rightly expects governments
to regulate where necessary to protect public health and
safety.
However, it is also incumbent on governments to ensure that
regulation is well designed, proportionate to risk and does not
impose inefficiencies or unjustifiable costs on businesses and
community organisations.
Honourable members will be aware that the Public Health
and Wellbeing Act 2008 requires certain business premises to
be registered with local councils. This requirement aims to
ensure that the regulated businesses comply with standards set
out in the Public Health and Wellbeing Regulations 2009.
Those regulations require business operators to ensure their
premises, equipment and work systems are clean and
hygienic.
Along with premises within which services such as tattooing
or body piercings occur, hairdressing and beauty therapy
premises are required to be registered, and to pay a
registration fee. These businesses are required to renew their
registration periodically — usually annually — and to pay a
fee each time they renew their registration.
The registration fee is set by councils. The average annual fee
paid by hairdressers to councils is about $170 per year.
To ensure business operators are complying with health and
hygiene standards, council enforcement officers generally
inspect the premises when they first open, and then annually
when registrations are renewed.
This bill provides for a new, streamlined registration system
for businesses that only provide hairdressing and/or make-up
services which do not involve intentional skin penetration.
These businesses will no longer need to keep renewing their
premises registration annually, or to pay a fee for renewal of

Wednesday, 25 February 2015

their registration. Instead, from 1 March 2016, these
businesses can apply to their local council for a ‘one-off’, or
permanent, registration.
Alternatively, these businesses can wait until councils
forward the normal registration renewal forms to them,
usually towards the end of the year, in this case 2016, to apply
for the new ‘one-off’ registration.
Registration will be ongoing unless the business is sold or
moves to a different business address.
In practice, the amendments will mean that councils will
inspect businesses when they first register, rather than on an
annual basis.
The changes will save each of these businesses about $170
per year. They will also be spared the time and effort of
submitting annual renewal forms to councils, and the time
taken to undergo annual inspections with council enforcement
officers, which entail opportunity costs.
This bill represents a risk-based approach to public health
regulation. It is based on the principle that regulatory burden
and the resources of regulators — in this case councils —
should be targeted to address real risks to public health.
Under the Public Health and Wellbeing Act, councils have an
important duty to protect, promote and improve public health
within their municipalities. Councils have a trained workforce
of environmental health officers who handle many diverse
public health issues responsively at the local level.
These changes will free up council officers to focus on
genuine public health risks, and assist councils to manage
their limited regulatory resources effectively.
Businesses solely providing hairdressing services and those
applying temporary make-up pose a low public health risk, as
these services do not involve intentional penetration of the
skin. An analysis of council enforcement data about
hairdressing businesses undertaken by the Department of
Health and Human Services has confirmed that this is a
low-risk industry sector. Councils report that they receive
very few complaints from the public about hairdressing and
make-up businesses.
Councils also report they are required to investigate very few
alleged incidents. And these incidents do not relate to
conditions that generally pose risks to public health.
Hairdressing and make-up businesses that also perform other
services that pose higher risks to health, such as tattooing and
body piercing, will continue to be regulated under the current
arrangements — that is, they will continue to be required to
renew their registration periodically, and be subject to
minimum health and hygiene standards and regular
inspections.
Councils will still keep a register of hairdressing and make-up
businesses. This will mean they can keep track of these
businesses, and can properly monitor and respond to any
complaints from the community that may arise about a
particular business.
Hairdressing and make-up businesses will still be required to
comply with minimum standards of cleanliness and hygiene
under the Public Health and Wellbeing Regulations 2009.
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Council officers will retain all of their existing powers to
inspect these businesses, and to monitor and enforce
compliance with cleanliness and hygiene laws. They will also
retain their current powers to cancel or suspend the
registration of a business, as a last resort, if the business does
not comply with public health laws.
I am pleased to note that, during consultations, the hair and
beauty industry has indicated widespread support for the
changes, which will particularly benefit very small businesses
with limited liquidity. Local government is also supportive of
this initiative.
The government looks forward to working collaboratively
with industry and local government to make sure the changes
are communicated to key stakeholders in a clear and timely
manner.
This will enable business and local government to plan for the
changes, to ensure a smooth transition to the new
arrangements.
The bill strikes a sensible balance between reducing the
burden of business regulation while retaining safeguards for
public health, and the department will continue to monitor the
adequacy and balance of the regulatory environment
following its passage.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 March.

LEGAL PROFESSION UNIFORM LAW
APPLICATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
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interfered with’. This is relevant to clause 26 of the bill, which
inserts a new section into the Legal Profession Uniform Law
(uniform law) to provide that a ‘relevant person’ may disclose
information obtained in the administration of the Legal
Profession Uniform Law or the Legal Profession Uniform
Rules to a person or body in a non-participating jurisdiction
(that is, a state or territory that has not applied the Legal
Profession Uniform Law) in relation to a function of that
person or body under a law which corresponds to the Legal
Profession Uniform Law.
A ‘relevant person’ is defined to mean a range of persons and
bodies performing functions under the Legal Profession
Uniform Law. In Victoria, it includes the Victorian Legal
Services Board and commissioner (and their delegates) and
the Victorian Legal Admissions Board.
The kind of information disclosed under the new provision
could include personal information — for example,
information relating to a disciplinary investigation into a
particular legal practitioner.
The disclosure of information as contemplated by clause 26
of the bill would not be unlawful as it would be authorised by
legislation. It would also not be arbitrary, as it would need to
occur in connection with the respective roles of the person or
body performing functions under the Legal Profession
Uniform Law, and the person or body performing functions
under a corresponding law — that is, it would need to be
connected with their mutual responsibilities for regulation of
the Australian legal profession.
Also, the additional power to disclose information conferred
by clause 26 extends only to persons or bodies in Australian
states and territories other than NSW (disclosure to NSW is
already authorised by the uniform law). Each Australian state
or territory has a regime, either legislative or administrative,
for protecting personal information, to which the relevant
persons or bodies would be subject.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

Second reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:

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 Legal
Profession Uniform Law Application Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Legal Profession Uniform Law
Application 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.
Human rights issues
Section 6 of the Legal Profession Uniform Law Application
Act 2014 overrides the charter in respect of the Legal
Profession Uniform Law (uniform law), and bodies
performing functions or exercising powers under the uniform
law. However, statements of compatibility are still required
for any bills that amend the uniform law.
At section 13, the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy ‘unlawfully or arbitrarily

That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The bill will make a number of minor and technical
amendments to the Legal Profession Uniform Law
Application Act 2014, in preparation for the full
commencement of that act, which is currently planned for
1 July this year.
When it commences, the act, together with corresponding
legislation in NSW, will create a harmonised system for the
regulation of the legal profession in Victoria and NSW. The
system has scope to be expanded to all other states and
territories, ultimately creating a national scheme for the
regulation of the Australian legal profession. This has the
potential to deliver significant benefits to the legal profession
through the elimination of red tape, but also, importantly, to
consumers of legal services through the creation of
nationwide best practice standards and regulatory
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frameworks. New statutory authorities, including the Legal
Services Council and the Commissioner for Uniform Legal
Services Regulation, have already been established under the
scheme, and are currently preparing for its full
commencement.
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In my opinion, the bill, 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 will make an important technical amendment to the
provisions of the act dealing with the requirement for a law
practice to disclose to its clients its expected costs in each
matter. The amendment will clarify the use of the term ‘total
legal costs’ so that these provisions, which are a critical
consumer protection element of the act, are clear on their face
and can be readily interpreted by legal practitioners and their
clients.
Specifically, the amendment will make it clear when the term
‘total legal costs’ is intended to exclude GST and
disbursements. This will help to resolve an inconsistency with
the term ‘legal costs’, which is defined to always be inclusive
of disbursements. The amendment will also clarify that a new
uniform standard disclosure form which may be used for
inexpensive matters may require the disclosure of GST and
disbursements. The form is currently under development by
the Legal Services Council and is planned to apply to matters
under $3000.
The bill will also provide regulatory authorities operating
under the uniform scheme with power to share information
with interstate regulatory authorities, including with those in
jurisdictions that have not applied the uniform law, such as
may occur currently under the existing legal profession
regulatory regimes in Victoria and NSW. This will ensure
that regulatory authorities operating under the uniform
scheme are able to collaborate appropriately with their
interstate counterparts to help them anticipate and respond to
regulatory risks.
The bill will correct an anomaly in the drafting of the act to
ensure the continued jurisdiction of the Victorian Costs Court
in respect of matters initiated under previous legal profession
legislation, and will make other minor, technical and statute
law revision amendments.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 March.

VETERANS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) 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 Veterans and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill).

The bill makes a number of amendments to various consumer
acts to clarify and improve their operation and to correct a
number of minor and technical errors.
Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
No human rights protected by the charter are relevant to the
bill.
Consideration of reasonable and justified limitations under
section 7(2)
As no rights protected under the charter are relevant to the
bill, it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Jane Garrett, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation

Second reading
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In the year that we commemorate the centenary of the
Gallipoli landings, it is important that we continue to focus on
the wellbeing of the Victorian ex-service community. This
bill will make a number of amendments to the Veterans Act
2005 that will make it easier for the trustees of patriotic funds
to provide support to veterans and their dependants.
Firstly, the bill will simplify the process for transferring
patriotic fund assets to a charity located in another state by
enabling the director to approve interstate transfers of up to
$1000 in any six-month period, and the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation to approve
interstate transfers of up to $5000 in any six-month period.
Currently, it is necessary to seek the approval of the Governor
in Council for all interstate transfers of patriotic fund assets,
regardless of the value of the assets being transferred. This
requirement is unnecessarily burdensome, and can cause
problems where financial assistance is sought as a matter of
urgency.
As a related amendment, the bill will also amend the Veterans
Act to clarify that the director, minister or Governor in
Council, as appropriate, can validate transfers of patriotic
fund assets that were inadvertently made without necessary
prior approval.
Secondly, the bill will amend the Veterans Act to give the
director, on the written application of a patriotic fund trustee,
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a limited power to consent to amendments to the trust deed of
that patriotic fund. Many older patriotic fund trust deeds do
not contain a power of amendment. However, over time,
trustees have changed, or new deeds that use modern
language have been adopted, even though there was no power
to make these changes. The trustees of these deeds have
sought to regularise this situation, but due to the lack of an
appropriate facility in the Veterans Act, have been unable to
do so.
This amendment will enable patriotic fund trustees to remedy
defects in the trust deeds of their funds.
Lastly, the bill will insert a process into the Veterans Act that
will enable two or more patriotic funds to amalgamate.
In order to ensure ongoing financial viability, a recent trend
has been for adjacent RSL sub-branches (which are
incorporated associations, and which administer a patriotic
fund or funds) to seek to amalgamate. However, at present,
there is no facility under the Veterans Act to enable two or
more patriotic funds to amalgamate. This means that these
amalgamated sub-branches have been forced to maintain
accounts for two separate patriotic funds. This is placing an
increased and unnecessary burden on these sub-branches.
The bill will also enhance the powers of the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria (‘the director’) to take
investigation, compliance and enforcement action following
breaches of consumer affairs legislation and will generally
improve the operation of other acts within the consumer
affairs portfolio.
Part 3 of the bill will amend the definition of terms contract in
the Sale of Land Act 1962. This act offers specific protections
to people who buy and sell property via a ‘terms contract’.
However, at present, the definition of ‘terms contract’ does
not accurately capture when a terms contract does, and does
not, exist.
The amendments in this bill will correct the deficiencies in
this definition, which will ensure that the Sale of Land Act
provides appropriate protection to those buying and selling
property via a terms contract.
Part 4 of the bill makes two amendments to the Australian
Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012.
Firstly, the bill will amend the debt collection provisions of
this act to ensure that actions taken by a credit provider to
comply with the National Credit Code will not breach
restrictions on prohibited debt collection practices.
Secondly, the bill will amend the director’s delegation powers
to enable the director’s powers under section 126 to obtain
information, documents and other evidence to be delegated to
either an executive within the meaning of the Public
Administration Act 2004 or a public servant with a
classification of grade 6 or above. This amendment will
enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to continue to undertake
compliance and enforcement activities when the director is on
leave.
As a related amendment, the bill will also clarify that the
director is able to take compliance and enforcement action in
relation to breaches of both acts within the consumer affairs
portfolio, and also the regulations made under those acts.
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Part 5 of the bill will amend the Residential Tenancies Act
1997 to enable Consumer Affairs Victoria to take action
against rooming house owners that fail to comply with record
keeping obligations regarding safety checks required to be
conducted for rooming houses.
Part 6 of the bill makes a series of technical amendments to
the Motor Car Traders Act 1986.
Specifically, the bill will enable a deputy chair of the Motor
Car Traders Claims Committee to be appointed. The deputy
chair will automatically assume the functions of the chair
when the office of the chair is vacant, or the chair is absent.
This will replace the current onerous process of requiring the
Governor in Council to appoint an acting chair in these
circumstances.
The bill will also close a loophole that enables licensed motor
car traders to avoid being subject to disciplinary action by
cancelling or suspending their licence.
Part 7 of the bill will amend the Co-operatives National Law
Application Act 2013 to enable co-operatives to resolve
disputes via the Magistrates Court instead of the Supreme
Court.
Finally, part 8 of the bill will amend the Associations
Incorporation Reform Act 2012 to enable the secretary of an
incorporated association to apply for an exemption from the
requirement to permit members of the association to inspect
that association’s register of members. Incorporated
associations will be required to show that there are special
circumstances as to why the exemption should be granted.
Such special circumstances may include where the personal
safety of members of the incorporated association is put at
risk by having their name and address accessible to other
members of the association.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 11 March.

CEMETERIES AND CREMATORIA
AMENDMENT (VETERANS REFORM)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 February; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Cemeteries and
Crematoria Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015.
The coalition supports this important bill, which builds
on the work done by the previous government, and in
particular the previous health minister, the Honourable
David Davis. It is largely reflective of a bill he
introduced into the previous Parliament. That bill was
not passed, and we now have a revised bill before us
today.
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The bill provides due recognition for those in our
community who served our nation with pride in the
various theatres of war, with specific reference to
World War I and World War II. It provides the
opportunity in relation to veterans whose cremated
remains are located throughout Victoria to have those
cremated remains kept in perpetuity when it is clear that
they are those of a veteran.
Under the current law the remains of people who are
buried are kept in perpetuity, so effectively they remain
in their grave indefinitely. However, changes were
made with respect to people who were cremated,
providing for a 25-year period during which the
cremated remains would be retained by a cemetery,
after which the cemetery would allow a family member
to pay a fee to provide for those remains to be kept in
perpetuity. In other words, under the current law, if
contact is not made with a family member, or if a
family member is contacted but chooses not to take up
the offer, the cemetery has the capacity to remove the
cremated remains and dispose of them accordingly.
However, under this bill, for people who fall within the
25-year period and are identified as a veteran, the
cemetery will be required to retain the ashes in
perpetuity. We believe this is fitting for our veteran
community. I thank those who work for our cemeteries,
and in particular I acknowledge the work of the
Cemeteries and Crematorium Association Victoria, an
organisation I had the pleasure of dealing with in my
previous capacity as the Parliamentary Secretary for
Health. Certainly it does great work in the community.
This year marks the Anzac centenary, and I
congratulate the government for continuing with the
initiative of the previous government in introducing the
bill in a timely manner before the centenary. Many
Australians will pay due recognition to those in the
veteran community who served our nation with pride.
The Anzac centenary is also an opportunity for all of us
to reflect on those who have served in all theatres of
war, whether before or after the Anzac battle. I place on
the record my congratulations to David McLachlan and
the Victoria RSL, who do a fantastic job in continuing
to educate the community and provide for our veterans.
In my community I have organisations such as the
Boronia RSL and the outer eastern sub-branch of the
Vietnam Veterans Association of Australia. These
organisations not only provide enormous support for
their membership but they also provide an important
educational role in imparting their knowledge to the
broader community. All members of this house can
undoubtedly think of their local RSLs and the work
they do in their local communities and various other
organisations that are continuing that great work. This
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is also an opportunity for us to educate young people
about the spirit of Anzac and the significance of paying
due recognition, and I believe in a small way this bill
will go towards providing that recognition.
In my region the Springvale Botanical Cemetery is a
major facility and repository for cremations and burials
throughout the eastern and south-eastern suburbs of
Melbourne. I would like to place on the record the
important work undertaken by the Southern
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust and Jonathan Tribe and
the team at the Springvale cemetery in recognising our
veteran community. The buried or cremated remains of
many veterans are located in Springvale. On one of the
niche walls are the cremated remains of Brigadier Sir
George Knox. Brigadier Knox served with the
23rd Battalion in Gallipoli. He resided in the local
community of Scoresby and was the member for Upper
Yarra and Scoresby in the Assembly for more than
30 years. He served this place with distinction, and
during the period of World War II served a period of
time as Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. Upon his
death the City of Knox was named in honour of his
service to that community.
All of us can probably think of our family situations. In
that cemetery are my grandfather’s cremated remains.
He served with the 6th Battalion and landed at Gallipoli
on Anzac Day. Also in that cemetery are the cremated
remains of my Uncle Bill Fullwood, who served on
HMAS Australia in the famous Battle of Guadalcanal
in World War II. There are many family stories and
there are many veterans whose cremated remains are in
various cemeteries throughout Victoria. It is essential
that we provide an opportunity for their remains to be
retained, given their significance.
Anyone who has visited the Springvale cemetery will
have seen outside cremated remains orange stickers that
are placed by the cemetery trust. They are to alert
family members that the interment period for the
cremated remains will be expiring and they will be
removed in due course. This situation currently applies
to veterans remains, and obviously some veterans
remains have already been removed. The measures in
the bill will go a long way in providing an opportunity
for our veterans to be duly remembered and for their
remains to be kept in perpetuity. In future there will be
an opportunity for more work to be done at the graves
of our veteran community, whether by specific
markers, insignia or other forms of recognition that the
grave or interred remains are that of a veteran.
I am pleased the coalition will be supporting this bill.
Given that we are launching into the centenary of
Anzac, the bill provides due recognition. At this
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juncture I put on the record my congratulations and
thanks to a former Premier, Ted Baillieu, for his work
as chair of the Victorian Anzac Centenary Committee
and to all the committee members, including I believe
the member for Wendouree. The committee has had
bipartisan support. It is ensuring that all Victorians will
have an opportunity to be part of the celebration of the
centenary of Anzac. The bill in a small way plays a role
in duly recognising the great work of our veteran
community. I trust the bill will have a speedy passage
through this house, and I am pleased to support it.
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — I am
privileged to be standing here today as Minister for
Veterans in this state. I am a person of Turkish
background, and this year is very special for me on two
counts — both as an Australian and as an MP of
Turkish descent. It is very moving to think that
100 years ago a war took place that would define both
nations going forward. Turkey broke away from the
Ottoman Empire through Kemal Atatürk, the father of
Turkey as we know it today, and Australians made a
mark on history’s pages with their courage. I am proud
to be an Australian of Turkish background and to be
able to stand here and speak in the debate on this very
important bill, the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015.
This bill is very special to all Victorians. It should be
called the Respect Bill because it is all about respect. It
is about recognising the contributions made by all those
who sacrificed their lives back then, those who have
sacrificed them since and those who continue to
sacrifice their lives. It is with great pride that I stand
here today speaking on this bill. I think most of us in
this place attend our local services on Anzac Day. We
put our hands on our hearts and we say, ‘Lest we
forget’. That is what this bill is about — making sure
that we do not forget. It should remind us of the tragedy
of war and the sacrifices veterans have made for our
nation through their service.
There are over 84 000 official war graves or memorials
established in Victoria across at least 484 cemeteries,
the majority located in the Springvale memorial garden.
As we commemorate the centenary of World War I, it
is sobering to remember all of the Australian veterans
who have served in conflicts and peacekeeping
missions around the world. Many of those veterans are
interred or memorialised in Victorian cemeteries. One
of the most visited military graves in Victoria is that of
Captain Albert Jacka, the first Australian to be awarded
the Victoria Cross in World War I for his actions on
19 November 1915, three weeks after landing at
Gallipoli. After the war Captain Jacka went on to serve
his local community with distinction as a councillor and
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mayor of the City of St Kilda. Tragically, he died
suddenly in 1932 of illness resulting from his war
service. He was buried with full military honours at
St Kilda Cemetery, which is now governed by the
Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust.
In the preceding contribution an opposition member
said that this bill was started by the previous
government. Unfortunately, however, it was not
completed, and that is what we are doing today. This
bill is about making sure we put veterans — those who
have given so much to this nation — first. It will ensure
that the cremated remains of veterans are treated with
due dignity and respect. As Minister for Veterans, I
believe it is vital that we recognise the service and
sacrifice of all Australians who have served in war or in
peacekeeping operations throughout the world.
This bill is particularly significant given that 25 April
marks the 100th anniversary of the landing at Gallipoli,
a campaign which saw thousands of Australians die, go
missing or be wounded. However, we must not forget
the Australians who have served in conflicts from the
19th century through to the present day. It is therefore
fitting in this year of commemoration and reflection to
ensure that the cremated remains of veterans are treated
with due respect, in accordance with community
expectations.
The Andrews Labor government respects our veterans,
and this bill is delivering important reforms where the
previous government could not. This bill will ensure
service and sacrifice are acknowledged in the way
cremated remains are managed in Victorian cemeteries.
Currently under the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act
2003 the interment of bodies in Victorian cemeteries is
in perpetuity. There is no legal requirement to inter
cremated remains in a public cemetery; however,
people who want the cremated remains of their loved
ones to be interred in a public cemetery have that
choice. They can either purchase a right to perpetual
interment for the cremated remains or a limited tenure
right of interment, which endures for 25 years, at a
lesser cost.
Public cemeteries are governed by cemetery trusts,
which have a statutory obligation to ensure perpetual
maintenance of their cemeteries. Where a person’s
remains are interred for 25 years, the responsible
cemetery trust has a statutory obligation to notify the
holder of the right of interment at least 12 months
before the limited tenure period expires. Currently the
holder of the right of interment may then extend the
tenure for a further 25 years or convert to perpetual
tenure. They may also decide to move the cremated
remains to a different location, or may alternatively
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want to collect the remains, together with the memorial,
to allow the family time to consider how they wish to
care for those remains in the future. However, under the
act, if the holder of the right of interment cannot be
located, or does not give instructions to the cemetery
trust after the expiry of the limited tenure interment, the
trust may remove the remains from their place of
interment and dispose of any memorial and the
remains — for instance, by scattering the ashes on the
cemetery grounds. It is not current practice for
cemetery trusts to scatter the cremated remains of a
deceased veteran unless this is requested by the
veteran’s family. However, trusts do not currently have
a clear power to leave cremated remains in place at the
expiry of a limited tenure interment.
The current process is inhumane; veterans’ cremated
remains need to be treated with respect. The objectives
of this bill are very clear. It will address the fact that
cemetery trusts do not currently have a legal framework
that assists them to appropriately manage veterans’
cremated remains at the end of limited tenure interment.
It will seek to provide trusts with increased powers to
enable them to appropriately manage the cremated
remains of veterans at the expiry of a limited tenure
interment if no holder of a right of interment is
available to make decisions about the management of
the remains.
In particular, these powers will allow the trusts to
convert the tenure of identified veterans’ cremated
remains from limited to perpetual tenure; relocate the
remains to another appropriate location where
necessary — for example, where the physical condition
of the existing location has deteriorated to a state
unsuitable for perpetual interment; and avoid separating
a veteran’s remains from the remains of family
members, or other people’s remains with which the
veteran’s remains were interred, when the veteran’s
remains are relocated, by moving such remains with the
veteran’s remains when it is necessary to move a
veteran’s remains.
These new powers will allow the establishment of a
memorial at the new place of interment if a veteran’s
cremated remains are moved. This will allow the trust
to ensure that the remains are memorialised
appropriately if any existing memorial on the original
place of interment cannot be successfully relocated.
This bill is intended to ensure flexibility to cater for
different scenarios, provided that the outcome in each
case is respectful treatment of veterans’ cremated
remains. The amendments are intended to reflect
community expectations of respect for war veterans,
past and present. I commend the bill to the house.
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Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is a great pleasure for
me to stand before the house today to represent The
Nationals and speak on the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015. This is a
very important bill, and as the shadow Minister for
Education, the member for Ferntree Gully, noted in his
speech, the bones of this bill were established under the
coalition government. I commend the work of the
previous government on ensuring that veterans’
remains are respected, as they should be, and I
commend the current government on pursuing the
ambition of amending this bill.
This bill creates a legal framework to provide for the
conversion of a right of interment for interring cremated
human remains of deceased identified veterans for
25 years to a perpetual right of interment. It will also
provide for the reinterment of cremated human remains
of deceased identified veterans, and their family
members in specified circumstances. Importantly, this
bill also clarifies the role of the ongoing management of
the reinterred remains of veterans and associated
memorials, which will assist in ensuring that the service
and sacrifice of our veterans is never forgotten.
In rural Victoria the respect we hold for the dignity of
our veterans and our service men and women during
their lives continues after their death. As you travel
through many rural areas of regional Victoria you see
war memorials dotted throughout those communities.
They provide a very important local community
meeting point at times like Anzac Day, but they are also
a continual reminder for us that the people who have
represented this fair country in times of war and conflict
and in the performance of peacekeeping duties are
highly regarded, and we will never forget the
importance of their work in protecting our rights and
freedoms and the democratic system we enjoy today.
I would also like to note the important work of the
coalition government on maintaining war memorials in
our rural communities. There has been a lot of work
done in getting those memorials up to standard in
preparation for the upcoming Anzac centenary
celebrations. In the Lowan electorate we have had
upgrades to memorials in Branxholme, Digby,
Casterton, Jung, Nhill and Tarrington. Notably, I
attended the Remembrance Day service in Rupanyup
last year, where a lovely new and modern plaque was
unveiled. It contains a reference to the Avenue of
Honour, and the community spirit, the support and the
recognition of the service of men and women who have
returned from service overseas, been involved in local
activities or made the ultimate sacrifice are well
recorded there. That is something of which the
community in Rupanyup is very proud.
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As I said earlier, this year marks the centenary of the
Anzac campaign and our nation’s involvement in the
First World War. This is a very important time because
the First World War helped to define us as people and
as a nation. The centenary is also an important moment
in Australia’s history because not only do we remember
the Anzacs who served at Gallipoli and on the Western
Front but we also commemorate more than a century of
service by Australian service men and women. The
centenary will encompass all wars, conflicts and
peacekeeping operations in which Australians have
been involved.
It will be a special time for me because my
great-grandfather fought in the First World War. He
was involved in the 8th Light Horse regiment. Many
people from regional Victoria were involved in the light
horse regiments because of their very good
horsemanship skills. I note that the 8th Light Horse
regiment was involved in the infamous charge at the
Nek. I am not sure whether other members are aware of
this conflict, but of the 522 members of the 8th Light
Horse regiment, 234 men were casualties, which
included 154 fatalities. It was a devastating time, and
those men who returned to this soil, including my
great-grandfather, would be very proud of the bill that
is before us today and be supportive of it passing
without too much concern.
I would like to honour the Returned and Services
League of Australia because it does a lot of work in
ensuring that we have appropriate Anzac Day
ceremonies every year. The RSL is one of the oldest
and most respected local organisations and has a
presence in most rural communities. There are 17 RSL
branches in the Lowan electorate, from Natimuk,
Kaniva and Murtoa through to Lake Bolac and Apsley,
and of course our larger centres of Horsham and
Hamilton.
The Horsham RSL has recently been doing a lot of
work around the Anzac Day centenary. It has been
working with the Horsham Historical Society. John and
Gillian Francis, members of that group, have done
extensive research into the Horsham cemetery and
located 27 unmarked graves containing the remains of
World War I veterans. Should those remains be
cremated, and I assume they will not be, this bill gives a
cemetery trust the opportunity to re-inter those ashes in
a memorial. That is exactly what Horsham RSL is
seeking to do. It is working to memorialise these graves
so that future generations are aware of the service these
individuals gave to our country. John Brondsema,
president of the Horsham RSL, was briefed on the bill,
and he was very supportive of the changes proposed by
these reforms. He was particularly impressed by the
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section in the bill that ensures that every memorial will
be respected and maintained well into the future.
I must refer to another community group impacted on
by this bill, and that is the local cemetery trusts
responsible for the maintenance of the place of
interment where perpetual interment is granted or
where the cremated remains of veterans are reinterred.
On a positive note, the bill will provide for ongoing
maintenance of the final resting place of our veterans,
ensuring that those places are maintained in a safe and
proper condition so that the veterans are offered the
dignity and respect they deserve.
On a negative note, the bill places additional
responsibilities on our cemetery trusts. If we consider
the pressures on local communities and how we
maintain volunteer numbers when looking after our
sporting clubs or for roles such as board members at
hospitals or even councillors in local government,
finding people who are young, active and willing to
assist with volunteering on a cemetery trust is quite
challenging. I note that even some of our smaller
communities in the Lowan electorate have cemetery
trusts, including Byaduk North, Tatyoon, Dergholm
and Chetwynd. I hope support is provided to these
cemetery trusts to ensure not only that we have a
legislative framework that allows trusts to maintain the
cremated remains of veterans into the future but also
that we support cemetery trusts which may be
struggling to find volunteers so that the cremated
remains of veterans are never neglected into the future.
In summary, the bill is an excellent reform. It offers a
dignified recognition of the service and sacrifice of our
veterans. It ensures that the cremated remains of
veterans are treated with respect and that the final
resting place of our veterans and any memorial at that
place of interment is managed appropriately into the
future. I am pleased to support this bill today.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise and contribute to the debate on this bill.
The bill is important because it treats equally in death
those who died in war and those who made it home.
For many veterans, coming home prolonged the pain
and trauma of war.
As the member for Essendon, it would be remiss of me
not to mention the Essendon Rifles, formed from the
60th company, a unit that had been created when the
Defence Act 1904 formed an Australian militia. All
eight companies within the Rifles were headed by
Harold Edward ‘Pompey’ Elliott, and they comprised
men from the Essendon area, including Moonee Ponds,
Ascot Vale and Newmarket.
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Much has been written about Elliot. He participated in
the war, and after he came back he was elected to the
Victorian Senate for the National Party. He was
diagnosed by his doctor as having a ‘definite form of
nervous disorder’, which would now be regarded as
post-traumatic stress disorder, and at the age of 52, on
23 March 1931, Elliot took his own life. Before he was
buried, there was a short service at his home and
thousands of people lined the route to his gravesite to
pay homage to his contribution to the Australian
Imperial Force (AIF). A major figure such as ‘Pompey’
Elliot will always be remembered, but that is not
always the case for ordinary soldiers who serve their
country in war.
I will tell the house the story of a husband and wife who
sat down with their four children in late 1916. Their son
was 18 years old, and the conversation around the table
was that someone needed to volunteer for the war lest
the family be thought of as cowards. The son said he
would go because if his father were killed, four
dependants would need to be looked after.
Fred Bennett enlisted in the AIF on 19 October 1916
with his friend and neighbour George Anderson. They
trained in Melbourne and departed for England in 1916.
They arrived in England in 1917 for further training,
and in June 1917 they arrived in France. The friends
served together. After some time they were sent to fight
in the Third Battle of Ypres, where soldiers sought to
advance 2000 yards to capture the Broodseinde Ridge.
On 3 October they were sent to the line and participated
in the battle that is now commonly known as the Battle
of Passchendaele. The 21st battalion suffered extreme
causalities: 10 officers were killed, 10 officers were
wounded, 3 officers were missing, 62 enlisted men
were killed, 330 men were wounded and a further
24 men were missing. On 4 October 1917 Fred was
killed. His body was never identified or found. He is
remembered at the Menin Gate Memorial to the
Missing in Belgium.
Five days later George was severely wounded with a
gunshot wound to the hip. He was one of the many
casualties suffered by the 21st battalion. He never
returned to the front and spent the rest of the war in
hospital before being discharged from the army in late
1918. He came home in December 1918. George never
worked again — he received a pension — and walked
with a severe limp for the rest of his life. George died in
1974 aged 77. I am not sure whether George was buried
or cremated, but the reality is that if he had have been
cremated, then potentially his ashes and the
contribution he made serving our country would have
been forgotten, whereas Fred will always be
remembered at the Menin Gate. This bill makes sure
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that people who serve their country and are cremated
have that opportunity to be remembered in perpetuity.
In more recent times, I remember one night being at a
party at the house of a friend from university. Her
brother, Matthew, was there. He was a bit older than
me. He was a big, strong, confident man who had left
school to join the army.
He was getting ready to go on a peacekeeping
operation. He served overseas on that peacekeeping
operation, and he came back traumatised. He was
diagnosed with post-traumatic stress disorder and
heavily medicated. I saw him subsequently, and he was
nothing like the person who went away. It is difficult to
think about the notion that at the age of 24 or 25 years
of age you will never work again. His life was
shattered. In some respects it was as if he had died, as if
he had been killed on the battlefield. However, if he had
been killed in a war, then clearly he would be
remembered in perpetuity. His name would be on the
honour roll at the Australian War Memorial. Instead, he
is a broken man. This bill is incredibly important,
because when Matthew dies, and if he is cremated, his
remains will be interred in perpetuity. It ensures the
dignity not only of those veterans who have died in a
conflict but also of those who have returned broken
men.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — The Greens are also
pleased to support this bill. As we know, veterans
memorials play an important part in our shared history,
collective memory and consciousness as a nation. They
conjure up different feelings for each of us. For some, it
is a reminder of the heavy toll of war and that such
things should not be entered into lightly. For others, it is
a reminder of the courage and sacrifice of those young
people fighting for our democratic freedom against the
horrors of totalitarian regimes. But whatever veterans
memorials mean to each of us, it is undeniable that they
hold a special place in our cemeteries and crematoria
and should be treated with special consideration.
The Greens welcome clarification of the law in regard
to veterans’ remains. We support the protection of the
remains in the case of limited tenures and believe the
options provided for managing those remains, in the
circumstances where family members cannot be
contacted, are appropriate and reasonable. Therefore we
are happy to support the bill.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am very honoured
to speak in the debate on the Cemeteries and
Crematoria Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015
for the reason that to me this bill is about two important
things. It is about respect and it is about dignity. I
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acknowledge that the coalition is supporting this bill,
and I thank those opposite for their support.
This is an incredibly important year for us. It is the
centenary of Anzac, as previous speakers have
mentioned. I acknowledge the work that is currently
being done not only in Melbourne but also in regional
areas to commemorate this very important occasion. I
also have the great honour of being a member of the
Victorian Anzac Centenary Committee. I thank all the
members of that committee for the work they do. I
acknowledge the work of former Premier Ted Baillieu
as the chair of the committee and thank him for his
passion in that role. All the members of the committee
are incredibly passionate about marking this important
occasion.
It is so important that we do not forget the ultimate
sacrifices that people made for our country, and that we
do not forget that we are talking about people who were
very young when they went off to war. Some were as
young as 14, and lied about their age. They were young
people in the prime of their lives and all too often those
lives were cut short in the most horrific and traumatic
way. We should not forget about the people who were
left behind. We should not forget about the women who
kept the country going while their husbands and sons
were overseas fighting for us. We should not forget the
anguish that they went through not knowing whether
their loved ones were alive or dead. This bill is about
respect and integrity.
I acknowledge the work done by cemeteries and
crematoria. I make particular mention of my local
cemetery, the Ballarat Cemetery, and the work of David
Beames, the CEO, and the staff and members of the
Ballaraat General Cemeteries Trust. To mark the
centenary of Anzac the trust is publishing a book about
people from the district who served during the First
World War and who are buried or named on memorials
in Ballarat’s two cemeteries. The book’s title is They
Answered Their Country’s Call.
I return for a moment to the Victorian Anzac Centenary
Committee to state that the committee’s work finding
the day-to-day stories of those who went off to the First
World War, not only from the city but also from the
regions. There was a huge regional contingent, which
made such an impact on the towns. There were some
towns where most of the men were gone and most of
them did not come back, which was absolutely
devastating for those regional communities. I also
acknowledge the RSL block at the Ballarat Cemetery,
which is an incredibly beautiful place to go to spend a
little time thinking about the sacrifices that were made.
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We will have some terrific events in Ballarat to
commemorate the centenary. Ballarat does events such
as this so well. They are being organised by the Ballarat
RSL and I also want to make mention of the Sebastopol
RSL, led so well by Doug Higgins, and of course
Ballarat RSL led by Ms Alex Tascas. If anyone ever
gets a chance to go to the Sebastopol RSL smoke night,
they will find it is a great night. There are a lot of
laughs, and Doug Higgins is pretty good at telling some
pretty bad dad jokes. It is a great thing to do. I
commend this bill to the house. This is a very important
bill, particularly in this year, the centenary of Anzac.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Photographing of proceedings
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that I
have given approval for still photographs to be taken
from the public galleries during question time today.
No additional lighting will be used. The photographs
will be used by the Parliament for educational and
promotional purposes.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Employment
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Industry. I refer to the
Premier’s pledge that his government would fight for
every job in Victoria, and I ask: what fighting did the
minister do to save 215 retail industry jobs lost last
week at Coles?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question. Let
me be absolutely clear: this government’s no. 1
commitment is to grow jobs. We went to the last
election with a clear commitment and a clear agenda to
grow 100 000 jobs in the first two years. This is what
we will do. We have a Premier who had a very clear
vision, delivered it to the community in Victoria and
won an election on the back of doing some very
important work in terms of growing jobs, investing
$500 million through the Premier’s jobs and investment
plan, which will activate and stimulate our economy to
grow jobs at a time — —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question specifically related to fighting for jobs, and I
ask you to bring the minister back to making the answer
relevant to the question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — The opposition may not
know what it is like to fight for jobs, but members on
this side of the house know what it is like to fight for
jobs. We have a $500 million Premier’s jobs and
investment plan; we have a Back to Work plan — —

Ms D’AMBROSIO — I am very happy to do that.
When we came to government we faced an
unemployment level of 6.9 per cent, up from 5 — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I insist that the Chair be
able to hear the answer that is given in response to the
question. I would appreciate some semblance of calm.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — We are absolutely clear. We
are not losing one single day — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
sessional orders, particularly sessional order 11(1), say
that all answers to questions must be ‘direct, factual,
succinct and relevant’. The minister has been speaking
for well over a minute and a half, and I have not heard
her mention Coles once. I have not heard her mention
what she has done to fight to save those jobs. She is
clearly not being relevant to the question that was
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister will continue and come back to
answering the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — In the work that we do we
have not lost one single day. We have the Back to Work
plan in a bill which is now in the upper house. We are
expecting the opposition to pass that bill, and I
challenge the opposition to do just that so we can get
Victorians back to work. We have a $500 million
investment plan to grow jobs. We have a $200 million
plan for industries of the future — something the
opposition knows absolutely nothing about. Our
commitment is quite clear. We have a $200 million
Regional Jobs Fund that will grow jobs in the regions
of Victoria so that we can — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is clearly debating the question, and the
minister is clearly not being relevant to the question as
sessional order 11(1) says she must be. She has
30 seconds to go and she still has not mentioned Coles.
She is mentioning a supposed Back to Work program.
We want to know how she is going to keep people in
work, not get them back to work. We want to know if
she is going to fight for the jobs, and what she has done
to fight for the jobs.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Answers will be heard in
silence. The opposition should cooperate with the
minister and allow the minister to answer the question. I
remind all members that it is not only the Chair but also
members of the public who are interested in being able
to hear the answer from the minister.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — We are very clear: we know
that the job ahead is very hard. We know that the
previous government has left the state in a very
precarious position. I have been very pleased to be able
to visit many — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — BAE Systems in
Williamstown. Do you want to hear about jobs and
saving jobs?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — The
Minister for Industry was either unwilling or unable to
save 215 jobs at Coles in Victoria. Is she simply
incompetent, or was the government’s promise another
Labor lie?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — We
as a government are very interested in making sure that
Victorians can stay in jobs. We are offering the Coles
workers assistance through the Business in Transition
support program. That is what we are doing, but we are
not going to rest on that. Every single day we will
champion the job of every single Victorian in this state,
and we are doing that by advocating federally for the
sheer abject negligence of the federal
government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The opposition will
come to order, and so will the government. The Chair is
interested in the answer the minister is providing and, I
repeat, so is the public. Members will allow the
minister to continue to answer the question.
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Ms D’AMBROSIO — We were elected with a
clear vision and a clear plan to grow jobs and support
jobs in this state. We will get on with it. We have the
$500 million Premier’s jobs and investment package,
the $200 million for the Future Industries Fund, and
we — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! I have accepted the point
of order raised by the manager of opposition business
on the basis that it is a different point of order. I further
indicate to the opposition that I have made a ruling that
the minister was being responsive.

Ministers statements: trade missions
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
supplementary question was a very clear question: is
the minister incompetent or is the Premier a liar? She
should answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Our commitment is clear:
every single day will be a day on the job fighting for
every job for Victorians, and we will not let them
down.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I submit
that, in accordance with sessional order 11(2), neither
the minister’s answer to the substantive question nor
answer to the supplementary question was responsive
to the question, in that the subject of jobs at Coles was
not mentioned in either response. I ask you to exercise
your powers accordingly.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
manager of opposition business is now cuddling up to
the sessional orders he opposed. Notwithstanding that,
the minister was asked — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will come to the point of order.
Ms Allan — The minister was asked about
advocacy on job losses, and she made a very powerful
case for the actions of the Andrews Labor government,
and I would suggest that you rule the point of order out
of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I have heard sufficient. I
have ruled on the points of order on both the first
question and the supplementary question: the minister
was being relevant.
Mr Clark — On a further point of order, Speaker, in
relation to your ruling I submit that the application of
sessional order 11(2) is a different matter to your
rulings during the course of an answer as to whether or
not an answer is relevant or is debating or whatever. I
submit that you need to separately determine whether
or not the answer has been responsive to the question
rather than basing your ruling on the points of order
during the course of the answer.

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
make a statement to update the house on this
government’s program of inbound trade missions. As
you know, Speaker, and as perhaps all members
know — certainly all those on this side of the house
know — trade missions are not just about transactions
or occasional visits — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your guidance as to whether or not an update is actually
a new initiative, project or achievement. The Premier
has clearly stated that he is updating the house, and I
would submit to you that that is not new, it is simply an
update, and I seek your guidance as to whether he is
being relevant.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order; the Premier had hardly begun.
Mr ANDREWS — The inbound trade mission has
not happened yet, so it would be new to provide the
house with details of it. We on this side of the house
know that this program of inbound trade missions will
create opportunities, jobs and prosperity, and it is in full
deliverance of our commitment before the election.
I can inform the member for Burwood and all
honourable members that the first of these inbound
trade missions will occur between 11 and 18 March,
that it will be across a number of different sectors and
that it will see more than 200 senior buyers and
investors from right around the world visiting our great
city and our great state. They will come from China, the
USA, Canada, the United Kingdom, Bahrain, India,
Brazil, Korea, Indonesia, Malaysia, Japan and Thailand.
The delegation represents industries from many
different parts of our economy. The trade mission
represents great opportunities for the future in areas not
limited to but of course including food and fibre,
international education, health and medical technology,
and professional services. These inbound trade missions
will be an opportunity — hopefully with bipartisan
support — to showcase all that we do so well as an
economy and a community.
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I cannot think of a better way to showcase all those
sectors and so many more than to bring those senior
buyers, senior investment decision-makers, to our great
state to see what amazing opportunities there are for
investment in Victoria.

Employment
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry. I refer to the Premier’s pledge
that he would fight for every job in Victoria, and I ask
the minister: what discussions did she have with ANZ
before they withdrew 130 Victorian financial services
industry jobs?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) —
When we came to government unemployment right
here in Victoria was the highest in mainland
Australia — 6.8 per cent. We are very clear, we are
absolutely clear, about what our agenda is: we will
advocate for every single job in this state. We will
advocate up hill and down dale; that is what we will do.
We have a very clear agenda, a very clear plan, to keep
people in work and to grow the jobs. We have a
$500 million Premier’s investment and jobs plan, a
strategy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair needs to be
able to hear the answer in order to be able to make
proper rulings should they be required. I ask members
of the government and the opposition to allow the
minister to continue to answer the question in silence.
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Ms D’AMBROSIO — I want to be very clear about
this: not every single business comes to government
before they actually put people off work. That is the
reality of it, but we are out there. I am out there every
single day talking with every single business that wants
to engage with government, and I am keen to make sure
that the door is always open for this government. This
government is open for business — every single door
of every single minister on the front bench is open for
every business. We want to work collaboratively and
engage, with a plan to — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, as per
some of your previous rulings from last week when you
said that answers need to have a semblance of response
to the question that had been asked, the member for
Warrandyte’s question was very specifically around
jobs lost at ANZ in Melbourne, and the minister has not
mentioned ANZ once. Half her time is gone, and I ask
you to bring her back — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition knows that he should not enter into
repeating the question or debating the answer.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, you
have already ruled on the point of order. It is similar to
previous points of order. The question did refer to
fighting for jobs and jobs and investment in the state of
Victoria, and the minister is being entirely relevant to
the question that was asked.
Mr Guy interjected.

Ms D’AMBROSIO — We stand ready as a
government to have dialogue and to engage with any
industry, any business leaders in this state — and we
are doing it. We are not wasting any time. We have a
commitment to invest $200 million in the Future
Industries Fund, and we are now developing strategies
for each of those six key industry sectors that have the
potential for growth and a future here in this state. We
will invest — —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was a very specific to discussions with ANZ
over job losses, and I ask you to draw the minister to
actually answering the question rather than giving a
diatribe about what they think — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Ringwood knows not to enter into debate or into repeat
the question. The minister was being relevant. The
question asked was in relation to jobs in Victoria. That
becomes part of the question. There is no point of order.

Ms Allan — The Leader of the Opposition can
stamp his feet all he likes. He may wish to do that in his
questions in question time.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question was very specific to ANZ, and I would think
that the minister should have to at least mention ANZ
in her answer for it to be relevant. I support the point of
order raised by the Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — We will stand by every
single worker, and we will stand by every single
business that wants to engage with this government.
We have a plan, we have commitments that we took to
the last election, and we will grow jobs in this state. We
will not stand by idly and watch the passing parade of
jobs that leave this state.
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When we came into government we had
unemployment that was the highest in mainland
Australia — 6.8 per cent. We will be very clear. We are
now wasting no time on rolling out a $500 million
package for the Premier’s jobs and investment plan, the
Back to Work plan, that is now stuck in the upper
house. I urge those opposite to move quickly and not
lose time but to actually pass that legislation. Our plan
is clear. It is sitting in the upper house. That is part of
our plan. I urge the opposition to pass that and not
waste one more minute.
Supplementary question
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — With the Premier
also promising to stop the offshoring of financial
services industry jobs, can the minister guarantee that
from today there will be no more job losses in this
crucial industry — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask government
members to allow the shadow minister, on behalf of the
opposition, to ask the question, which I need to be able
to hear. The member for Warrandyte will ask the
question again.
Mr R. SMITH — With the Premier also promising
to stop the offshoring of financial services industry
jobs, can the minister guarantee that from today there
will be no more job losses in this crucial industry, or is
that promise of the Premier also another Labor lie?
Ms Allan — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your guidance in directing the minister to answer this
question, because it appears to introduce substantially
new material that does not directly relate to the original
question that was asked or to the answer provided by
the minister. If the shadow minister wants to explore a
different policy area of government to the one he asked
about in his original question, he can ask another
question at a later point during question time. I would
suggest this is not a matter for a supplementary
question, because it substantially differs from the
original question that was asked.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, the
substantive question related, as you have already ruled,
to jobs in Victoria, in particular jobs with ANZ, and the
supplementary question relates to financial services
industry jobs, obviously including those at ANZ and
those at other businesses in the financial services sector,
so in that respect the supplementary is fully in
accordance with the substantive question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The question is in order,
and I ask the minister to respond it.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — We
will implement every single election commitment —
every single promise — and we will not let anyone
down on that front. Every single commitment will be
implemented. That includes local content, and it
includes the financial services industry.

Ministers statements: Office of Living Victoria
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I want today to inform the house
that I have announced that I have appointed a former
Auditor-General, Des Pearson, to undertake an
independent audit and inquiry into the operation of the
Office of Living Victoria (OLV). This review will look
at all aspects of the business of OLV, particularly
following the money and looking at how every contract
was awarded, how grants were determined and how
that money was spent. Basically, did Victorian
taxpayers get value for the millions of dollars that were
invested in the organisation and its grant programs?
We are doing this because, firstly, the Ombudsman in
her report recommended that more work was absolutely
required. Secondly, when I had a look at the grants and
the projects that were awarded and at some of the
internal reports it was clear to me that there were some
serious issues that we needed to investigate further and
to investigate independently. The Ombudsman tabled in
this house a scathing report on the OLV, identifying
serious breaches of governance and issues such as
millions of dollars having been spent on consultants
and agency staff who had a conflict of interest, and a
persistent failure to comply with Victorian government
procurement policies. In fact the Ombudsman identified
this as one of the worst examples her office had come
across. This is why one of our first acts in government
was to abolish the Office of Living Victoria.
This is not a witch-hunt. This is a genuine attempt to
get to the bottom of what happened at OLV, and I am
very confident that Mr Pearson will ensure that he will
have the confidence of all of us in his review, that the
matter will be fully investigated and that the
investigation will be fully independent.

Rail manufacturing industry
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — My question is to the
Minister for Industry. I refer to the fact that last year
Labor promised an immediate pipeline of work for the
Victorian rail manufacturing industry, and I ask: given
that the so-called immediate pipeline has dried up, and
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with Alstom now considering the future of its Ballarat
operations, when will the government get around to
providing this desperately needed work, or was this
promise just another Labor lie?

minister apologise to the people of Ballarat for yet
another broken Labor promise?

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the member for his question. I want to say that
one thing is for sure: when the government had the
option last year of throwing out a lifeline to Alstom, the
government was nowhere to be seen. That is the reality
of it. It had the option in 2014 to purchase more trains
from Alstom. That is what it had. We will — —

The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has shown that he has the best lungs in
this chamber. Great lungs!

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, which
I think you can anticipate, the minister is clearly
straying into debate by attacking the opposition. I ask
you to bring her back to the question that was asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister was
referring to a previous government administration. The
minister is in order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — This is what we were faced
with after we won the election. We had nothing
happening from the other side. What we have said is
very clear: we will work to support businesses such as
Alstom. We have plans in place that will be referred to
very soon. But let us be very clear about this. We have
an absolute commitment, and we have already made
very clear our policies of minimum local content —
50 per cent — on future rolling stock. We have made a
very clear commitment for 100 per cent sourcing of
steel from Australia for our 50 level crossings.
I have actually had meetings with Alstom, and that
might come as a surprise to the opposition, but the
reality is that we are very clear as the government about
the situation that the previous government left Alstom
in. We will not stand by and let Alstom slip away,
unlike the previous government, which did nothing and
stood on the sidelines while we had marches of people
walking out the door and businesses leaving.
We now have a Back to Work plan in the upper house,
which we want the opposition to vote for so that we can
pass it and get people back to work. But let us be very
clear that it is only the Andrews Labor government that
supports every single worker, and we will not let any
single worker down. We will not let Alstom down.
Supplementary question
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — With the Premier
boasting in October last year, ‘We will get involved in
this and waste not even one day’, I ask: with 87 days
already wasted after coming to government, will the

Honourable members interjecting.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
very pleased to receive the supplementary question, as I
am with every question that comes from the opposition.
Let us be very clear about what we are faced with right
now in this term of government with Alstom. A
minister in the previous government said with respect
to rolling stock:
We did that. We ordered the rolling stock, and the rolling
stock will be here when it will be here. I don’t know when. I
don’t know whether we ordered it too late.

That was a former minister, Damian Drum, a member
for Northern Victoria Region in the other house. This is
what we are dealing with when it comes to Alstom.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question. I ask you to
bring her back to answering the question that was
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — The answer to the question
of course lies with the opposition’s frontbench — the
former minister. Let us be clear that we are not wasting
one single day. We have a plan, and we will have more
to say on Alstom in time. That is what we will do, and
we will not stand by and let Alstom and other
businesses wither on the vine. That is what they were
faced with when those on the opposite benches were in
government.
Honourable members interjecting.

Ministers statements: roads and bridges
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — It is a pleasure to update the house on two
significant commitments of the Andrews government
relating to road upgrades in outer suburban — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I seek
your guidance. I would like it if you could make a
ruling based on whether or not an update — and I
understand that it has only been 8 seconds — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! What is the member’s
point of order? The member will come directly to
making a point of order.
Mr Watt — I simply seek your guidance as to
whether an update is a new initiative, project or
achievement. The minister has quite clearly stated that
he is updating the house, and any layperson — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member was doing
well but not now. The member will resume his seat.
There is no point of order.
Mr DONNELLAN — It is a pleasure to update the
house with new information on our marvellous — —
Mr Watt — On a further point of order, Speaker,
given your ruling, I simply renew my question, which
is — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I have ruled on the point
of order.
Mr DONNELLAN — The member for Burwood is
a goose. Seriously!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Hawthorn that when the Chair is on his feet the member
will remain silent. I will be seeking advice from the
Clerk on a particular matter, and the house will pause
for a few seconds.
The minister will withdraw his remark and continue
with answering the question.
Mr DONNELLAN — I happily withdraw the
remark, and I will get back to our Stronger Country
Bridges program, which is a great program. There is
$35.8 million to strengthen a total of 48 regional
bridges along regional freight routes. This will
substantially reduce costs and improve productivity for
the industry. The work is expected to start later this
year. Of the 48 bridges, 31 are along freight routes such
as the Hume Highway, the Goulburn Valley Highway,
the Western Highway and the Monash Freeway.
The second commitment we made, in regard to outer
suburban roads, was to bring forth work on the
Drysdale bypass, Thompsons Road, Yan Yean Road,
Plenty Road and Napier Street, Bendigo. Above all
else, it was very positive to see the former employer of
both the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of
The Nationals, the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF),
saying:
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It’s good to see the Labor government are wasting no time in
upgrading country Victoria’s regional freight and level
crossings.

Mr Tuohey said:
Investing in transport and infrastructure projects holds the key
to unlocking rural Victoria’s economic potential.

We have been given a big tick and a seal of approval by
the VFF.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Employment
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My question is to
the Minister for Industry. I again refer to the Premier’s
pledge that his government would fight for every job,
and I ask: with Labor’s reckless decision to scrap the
east–west link now costing jobs at companies like
William Adams CAT, what has the minister done to
fight for the jobs of these workers, or are these jobs
expendable just to save inner city Labor seats from the
Greens?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the member for his question but certainly not for
delivering a 6.8 per cent unemployment rate, the
highest in mainland Australia, when those opposite left
government. That is what we got from the opposition.
What absolute gall from the opposition! We have been
very clear about what our agenda is. It is to grow
jobs — —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, the
answer should not be related to what the opposition
says, thinks or does. There is a specific question here,
and I ask you to draw the minister back to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — When we came into
government we faced an unemployment level of 6.8 per
cent, the highest in mainland Australia. We faced a
situation where we had nothing happening under the
previous government, and this is the context that is
important for us to understand. The types of questions
we are being thrown by the opposition here today say
that we have a feigned interest in every single worker in
this state and a feigned interest in every single business
in the Victorian economy when in fact we have had
nothing but grandstanding today from members of the
opposition because they did nothing for four years in
government — nothing to help our economy, nothing
to drive jobs, no pipeline of investment — —
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Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now debating the question. I ask you to
bring her back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I want to be very clear about
this: Victoria used to be the powerhouse of Australia’s
economy. The Andrews Labor government has a plan
to get Victoria back to that status because every single
worker deserves that. Every single business deserves
that. What we will do is very clear. We have been very
clear about the removal of 50 level crossings, which
will inject significant amounts of money and
investment into businesses in Victoria, with 50 per cent
local content and also of course the jobs that go with
that. We will do that, and we are not wasting a single
day, unlike those on the other side.
Supplementary question
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — With William
Adams CAT now openly discussing redundancies,
nine-day fortnights and annual leave reductions due to
Labor’s reckless decision to scrap the east–west link, I
ask the minister: when is she scheduled to meet
William Adams CAT, or has she not even bothered to
contact the company?
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
interested in meeting with every single business, and I
will do that. I will fight for every single job. My
department is now already engaged in discussions with
William Adams CAT, and we are not wasting time. We
do not have to wait for members of the opposition to
tell us what to do, because the fact is that if we were
waiting for them we would stand here doing nothing.
We have a very clear commitment. We will fight every
single day with the jobs plan we have that is now stuck
in the upper house. We urge the opposition to stop
playing silly political games — because it has learnt
nothing from the last election — and to get on with
business and to pass that legislation in the upper house.

Ministers statements: emergency services
report
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — Today the Andrews Labor government is
publicly releasing a comprehensive and detailed report
which contains both great news and shocking news for
Victorians. The report is about a life-saving pilot
program that was run by the Country Fire Authority
(CFA) and Ambulance Victoria in 2012, right at the
height of the ambulance crisis that gripped this state.
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The pilot involved five CFA brigades where training
and equipment were provided so that there could be
response to the top emergency cases, such as cardiac
arrest, in an effort to make sure that sick people were
reached as quickly as possible.
The report shows that the results were outstanding and
that lives were saved. Instead of an average
15.1-minute response time for Ambulance Victoria
cases alone, when both agencies were dispatched
response times were cut to an average of 12.6 minutes.
We know that in life-and-death situations every second
counts. In almost 40 per cent of the 600 cases the report
looked at the CFA got there first, and when its officers
dealt with people in cardiac arrest on the scene, survival
rates for those people improved dramatically. That is
the great news.
The shocking news is what was done by the previous
government about this report in 2012. We
understand — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, which provides that
statements by ministers need to be in relation to new
government initiatives, projects and achievements.
While the minister, as you ruled yesterday, is entitled to
make passing reference to the context, I submit that
with barely 37 seconds to go the minister has made
more than passing reference and needs to come to the
point of the new government initiative to which her
statement relates.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member’s point of order should be ruled out of order
because in informing the house of any information
about this report that has been released today it is
entirely appropriate to explain the context in which this
report has sat within government over recent times. The
minister’s statement is entirely in order, and the
member’s point of order should be ruled out of order.
Mr Watt — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the House has just belled the cat — she just
said it is new information. Sessional orders do not say
anything about new information; they talk about new
initiatives, projects and achievements.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not need advice
from government members. The member will make his
point of order or resume his seat.
Mr Watt — As the Leader of the House said, the
minister is clearly discussing new information, and that
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is not within the sessional orders, so I support the
manager of opposition business in his point of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms GARRETT — It is new information because
the mob opposite sat on this report for two years, and
what we are doing is releasing the report. Not only are
we releasing this report, which contains life-saving
information, we are going to deliver this program to all
33 integrated stations. We are going to save lives,
unlike you.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will speak
through the Chair.
Ms GARRETT — Unlike this mob — we know the
tennis was very good for the last few years! — we are
not sitting on this report. We are acting, and this
government will save lives.

Employment
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Industry. This Friday,
Dairy Bell is scheduled to close its factory, followed by
five of its retail outlets, after 44 years in Victoria. On
top of job losses under Labor at ANZ, Coles, Telstra,
Ernest Hillier, IBM and Better Foods, I ask the
minister: does this not show that Labor’s so-called jobs
plan, promising 100 000 new jobs, is simply another
Labor lie?
Ms Thomson — On a point of order, Speaker, I
submit that the question as asked by the Leader of the
Opposition and by other members opposite in regard to
Labor lies is not in fact accurate, and questions should
be factual. This question is not factual, and I ask that
that language not be allowed in asking the question and
that the Leader of the Opposition be asked to rephrase
his question.
Mr GUY — On the member’s point of order, if she
would like me and the opposition to provide some
factual information about the job — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will resume his seat. The Premier will come
to order and government members will come to order. I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to rephrase his
question.
Mr GUY — On a point of clarification, Speaker,
which part would you like me to rephrase?
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The SPEAKER — Order! I am very sure that the
Leader of the Opposition is fully aware that the part to
be rephrased is the latter part of his question that relates
to Labor lies. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
rephrase that part of the question.
Mr GUY — Speaker, in deference to you, of course
I will do that. Noting that this question has been asked
four times and noting that this Friday Dairy Bell is
scheduled to close its factory, followed by five retail
outlets, after 44 years of operation in Victoria, and
noting that this is on top of job losses under this
government at ANZ, Coles, Telstra, Ernest Hillier, IBM
and Better Foods, I ask: does this not show that the
minister’s so-called jobs plan promising 100 000 new
jobs is simply and utterly not working?
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is totally in
order. The minister will answer the question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question.
The only thing that is not working is the opposition,
because if it had the interests of Victorian jobs at heart
it would be passing that legislation in the upper house
and not wasting its breath grandstanding as it is here
today. Let us be very clear that we are getting on with
the projects that the Victorian people voted for:
4500 jobs in removing 50 level crossings; 3500 jobs in
Melbourne Metro; $200 million for the Future
Industries Fund, including food and fibre — something
the opposition knew nothing about and cared nothing
about when it was in government. It had four years of
doing absolutely nothing.
We have a plan, and we are getting on with it. It is now
incumbent on the opposition to do the right thing and
match its words to even a 5 per cent degree and pass
that legislation in the upper house. Then we will get on
with it. Let us start rolling. We will not be wasting any
time. We have the funding, we have the plans and we
have the vision. We have a commitment, and we will
meet every single commitment that we made to the
Victorian people for their jobs and their businesses.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Noting that
the minister seemed not to mention once the words
‘Dairy Bell’ in her answer, nor ‘Coles’, nor any of the
others, I simply ask: will the minister join me this
Friday at Dairy Bell to explain to staff why Labor’s
jobs plan has utterly failed them — yes or no?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has asked the question. He will allow the
minister to respond to his question.
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I
thank the opposition leader for his supplementary
question. This is from an opposition that in government
sacked 4000 people, and here its members are today
feigning interest in every single — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, it was a
very succinct and direct question. The minister is
debating the question, and I ask you to bring her back to
answering it.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, you
ruled earlier today, with regard to constituency
questions, that questions had to be seeking information
rather than an action. It strikes me as very — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the member to continue.
Mr Pakula — It is a question. With regard to the
point of order raised by the member for Box Hill, in
which he said the minister was debating the question, I
put it to you that when an action is sought rather than
information it is very difficult for the minister to do
anything but debate the question. On that point,
Speaker, you may want to rule on whether or not
seeking an action rather than information is in fact
allowable.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — I meet every single day with
businesses, and I will continue to do that. I will
continue to work alongside businesses and consult with
them about how our plans — the plans of the Andrews
Labor government — can assist them in keeping their
businesses open and people employed. We will not
waste any single day by doing just that.

Ministers statements: rural and regional
schools
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — The
Andrews Labor government will address the neglect
that regional and rural schools have suffered over the
last four years. Support structures for our regional
schools crumbled, dwindling from one senior officer
supporting 25 schools to one officer supporting up to
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over 60 schools. Somehow regional offices were
miraculously supposed to be able to provide
meaningful support to schools stretched across half the
state, covering distances from Mallacoota to Mentone
or from Footscray to Portland.
We will not continue this legacy of abandonment. We
have wasted no time. Proposals for reform are being
developed, and over the coming months I will be
working with stakeholders across rural and regional
Victoria, engaging with principals associations,
regional networks and school communities as we
collectively repair the damage of the last four years.
After four years of the school capital program being
halved, our regions will also see the impact of our
initial commitment of $530 million. I will name just a
few. At Beaufort Secondary College — ignored for
four years — we will upgrade facilities and finish the
job Labor started; at Castlemaine Secondary College
there will be a vital upgrade, including a high-tech
engineering, chemistry and physics precinct; and at
Kurnai College in Morwell the school urgently needs to
be rebuilt as it is filled with asbestos and has rotting
walls and serious problems with its plumbing and
electrics. That was stalled under the previous
government.
We are going to give back to the students of Morwell
the school they deserve. There is also Drysdale Primary
School; Warrnambool Special Developmental
School — a school abandoned by the former Premier;
Bendigo Senior Secondary College; and Phoenix P–12
College. Our schools have been abandoned for long
enough. Only an Andrews government will make
Victoria the education state.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — (Question 72)
I raise my question for the Minister for Public
Transport. It relates to constituent queries that have
been raised with me regarding the Ferntree Gully
railway station. Last year there was an announcement
that the railway station would be upgraded with the
provision of 110 additional car parking spaces to be
constructed at the station at a total cost of $1.1 million.
That was certainly well received by all the commuters
who use that station as well as the broader Knox
community, as they knew it would improve the amenity
of this important facility. The works were to commence
this year. I raise the question with the minister and seek
information and confirmation that the works will be
commencing in this current calendar year.
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Thomastown electorate
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — (Question 73)
I have a question for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. Over the last four years residents of the
Thomastown electorate have had to endure some of the
worst traffic congestion I have ever experienced, yet
they live at least 30 kilometres from the CBD. Over the
last four years of the state Liberal-Nationals
government, there has been no action to address this
ever-worsening traffic crisis. Will the Labor Andrews
government fulfil its election commitment to the
O’Herns Road–Hume Freeway project to fix some of
this traffic nightmare?

Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 74) My
question is to the Minister for Planning. I refer to the
fact that on 23 January Somma Sourivong, Planning
and Development Manager at the Department of
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, wrote on the
minister’s behalf to Mrs Diane Raeburn, a constituent
of mine, about the Big Hill Enhanced Development
Project (BHEDP) — a proposed open-cut mine in the
middle of Stawell — and said:
The former Minister for Planning’s decision of the EES for
the BHEDP project is final and cannot be reviewed or
overturned.

I also refer to the fact that on 7 February 2015 the
apparently confused Minister for Energy and Resources
wrote to the same constituent and said:
… I have asked the Department of Economic Development,
Jobs, Transport and Resources to identify an appropriate
assessment pathway for a revised project proposal.

Given that the environment effects statement is either
final or not, how does the minister reconcile this direct
contradiction?

Macedon electorate
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — (Question 75) My
question is directed to the Minister for Education.
Daylesford Secondary College is one of three
government secondary schools in my electorate and the
only secondary college in the Shire of Hepburn. It is a
fantastic school, but one that was wilfully neglected by
the previous government. Labor completed stage 1 of
the rebuild of Daylesford Secondary College in 2009,
and in 2014 both the now Minister for Education and
the now Premier visited the school and saw the state of
the facilities. They were quite shocked.
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The community was thrilled when the now Minister for
Education and Premier made a pre-election
commitment of $10 million to complete the rebuild.
The school is ready to go; the master plan has been
dusted off, and the community is celebrating the end of
four long years of neglect under the previous
government. This commitment is about ensuring that
young people in my community have the education
facilities they deserve. I ask the minister to reaffirm this
$10 million commitment and provide me with advice
on time lines for the delivery of this project.

Benambra electorate
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — (Question 76) My
question is to the Minister for Education. In the 2014
state budget the coalition committed $3.8 million to
upgrade the facilities at Wodonga West Primary
School. An additional $650 000 was announced in
October 2014 for an early learning centre as part of the
development. It is becoming clear that the new
government is seeking to delay demolition works until
the end of this year. The school community is also
concerned about the curious new demands being placed
on the school to justify the need to replace these
dilapidated buildings. Accordingly I ask: can the
minister advise the current status of these upgrade
works and provide an assurance that bureaucratic
hurdles will not further delay these much-needed
works?

Bendigo West electorate
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — (Question 77)
My constituency question is for the attention of the
Minister for Training and Skills. Can the minister
provide an update on the forced merger of Bendigo
TAFE and the Kangan Institute instigated by the former
government? This process was shrouded in secrecy at
the time. There was a lack of transparency, and it was
announced without any consultation with the Bendigo
community. It is important for the Bendigo community
and the future students of TAFE in regional Victoria to
have a clearer understanding of the process surrounding
the forced merger, an update on where the merger plan
is at and what the future will deliver for students and
staff at both campuses.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 78) My
question is to the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water. During the last sitting week the
minister stated:
The first report that was ever done on cattle in Australia’s
high country and national parks dates back to the 1860s. That
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report very clearly showed that cattle do an enormous amount
of damage in our national parks and in our high country areas
but make little impact on the prevention of burns.

Auditor-General’s report, and encourage greater public
use of the land and more transparency of the trust?

Given Australia’s first national park was established
near Sydney in 1879 and did not have cattle, can the
minister advise how cattle grazing is linked to fuel
reduction in that report and extend her answer to detail
how many subsequent trials and reports have actually
addressed the impact of grazing on fuel reduction?

Oakleigh electorate

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 79) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. I ask that the minister provide some
information about processes of community consultation
in the removal of level crossings across the state, in
particular the Abbotts Road level crossing in
Dandenong South, one of my electorate’s industrial
hubs. Abbotts Road is a particularly dangerous level
crossing, with two deaths at the site in recent years. In
addition to these serious safety issues, the congestion
caused by this crossing has been responsible for
productivity losses for local businesses due to transport
delays. Local businesses and their representatives have
some thoughts on how this project may be carried
forward with greatest benefit to local industry and
community safety, and they are keen to share their
ideas with government.

Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 80)
My question is to the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. In September 2014 the
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office released a report
titled Management and Oversight of the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve. The report highlighted that the
significant trustees have not been effective in their
overall management of the reserve, and that there is a
need to improve arrangements to effectively guide the
management of the reserve. The report also highlighted
that the trustees have not established a strategic plan for
land use and development. Consequently, conflicts of
interest have not been adequately managed, and
preference has been afforded to racing interests, with
insufficient attention given to use of the reserve for
recreational pursuits of the public.
A key issue in my electorate is the lack of open space
and the pressure to find sporting facilities for football,
cricket, soccer and even basketball. As I have stated
publicly, the racecourse reserve could ideally be used
for these sporting activities, which would complement
its racing activities. I therefore ask: will the government
action the recommendations of the Victorian

Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — (Question 81)
My constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport. The minister would be acutely aware
of the congestion and safety issues at level crossings
across Melbourne. In the electorate of Oakleigh there
are level crossings which are desperately in need of
removal and which I believe should be priorities — two
in Murrumbeena, at Murrumbeena Road and Poath
Road, and two in Carnegie, at Koornang Road and
Grange Road. This arrangement of four level crossings
in a row is unique in Melbourne. They choke traffic,
north and south, morning and night.
Many of the crossings in the Oakleigh electorate are
ranked by the RACV as amongst the worst in
Melbourne, and previous consultation with the
community has confirmed their significance. I note the
urgency of the approach this government has adopted in
setting up the Level Crossings Removal Authority. I
seek advice and an update from the minister on this
government’s commitment to the much-needed
removal of level crossings in the Oakleigh electorate
and along the Dandenong corridor.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Infrastructure projects
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Speaker has accepted a statement from the member
for Warrandyte proposing the following matter of
public importance for discussion:
That this house expresses concern on behalf of Victorians at
the Andrews government’s broken promises of shovel-ready
projects and the consequences for jobs, investment and
confidence in our state.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — It gives me
pleasure to rise on this matter of public importance. It is
incredibly disappointing to have to rise today to
highlight the growing list of promises made by this
government to the people of Victoria that it has
subsequently broken. Moreover, it is disappointing that
these promises have been broken with such speed. It
has only been a couple of months since the then
opposition leader, now Premier, went to Victorians with
a grand vision for Victoria — a pipeline of projects that
would support jobs right across this state. In just a few
short months we have seen the reality. We have seen
the Premier for the person he is, and the promises for
what they are — completely out of touch with reality.

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

The Premier told Victorians he would not waste one
day in getting these projects going and that he would
fight for every job. The reality is many projects have
been slowed, and other projects that were apparently
shovel-ready will not be started for months or years.
They may not be started at all if the funding does not
come through, and funding is another issue that has
shocked Victorians.
On the Thursday before the election the then opposition
leader did not stand in front of Victorians and say, ‘We
have got this great signature project, the West Gate
distributor’. He did not say, ‘It’s only going to happen
if we get funding’. The now Premier did not stand up
and talk about the level crossing removals and say,
‘Well, if we sell the port of Melbourne, then we will get
these level crossings out’. He did not stand up with his
signature Metro rail project and say, ‘If we don’t get
federal funding, this is never going to happen’. He got
up two days before the election and said, ‘All our
projects are fully costed and fully funded’. That is what
he said and now we see, just a few short months later,
that all of these projects are in question. The reality is
that these projects were never fully costed; these
projects were never fully funded. The reality is that
there were disclaimers on each and every one of them,
and he treated the Victorian public like fools in saying
that they were ready.
Let us begin to talk about the government’s
‘shovel-ready’ project. I use inverted commas around
that term because the project is far from shovel ready.
We have heard the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
get up in this place on many occasions, and I think it is
fair to say that not only members on this side of the
house but those on the other side all agree that the
minister has been appalling during question time. When
we have asked the minister questions about this
supposedly shovel-ready project we discover that he
has absolutely no idea about the project. Moreover, this
so-called shovel-ready project is far from that.
We have asked the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
how many properties will be acquired as a result of the
project. His answer was simply that people in the inner
west support the project. I wonder how supportive those
people who live in the inner west and who one day are
going to get told that their houses will be acquired are
going to be. We have asked the minister about the
Aboriginal cultural heritage study, and he just tells us
there will be some consultation. The reality is that those
sorts of studies take some time. We have asked about a
range of environmental issues, and we have asked him
when soil survey results will be published. He just says
that they are getting on with the job. The government
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needs to get on with the job and show us how shovel
ready this project actually is!
We have also asked the minister about the cost
blow-out on this project, which has jumped from
$500 million to $680 million. The Minister for Roads
and Road Safety got up in this house and said that this
will definitely be a $500 million project. I ask the
minister: why is it that the government has asked
Infrastructure Australia for $680 million if the project is
only going to cost $500 million? It is certainly a fact
that it is a half a billion-dollar bottleneck.
I refer to the expression of interest (EOI) that was
supposed to come out. Again, Victorians were led to
believe that the expression of interest for this entire
project would be out by Australia Day this year.
Instead, we see an EOI for a fraction of this project. It is
an EOI that amounts to nothing more than simply a set
of traffic lights at an intersection. The fact is that there
are many issues on this project that go to proving that it
is not shovel ready. The government does not have a
business case, it does not know where ramps and sound
barriers are going to be, it has not done the design, it
has not done an environment effects study, and it has
not done a cultural heritage study.
This week we asked about who was going to be the
planning authority. We asked whether it was going to
be the City of Maribyrnong or the City of Hobsons
Bay. The minister did not even know what council area
the project was in. He did not even know what
municipality this supposedly shovel-ready project was
in. He told us that the City of Hobsons Bay had nothing
to do with the project.
Ms Allan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Minister for Public Transport will have her turn in
a minute.
Mr R. SMITH — It is absolutely appalling that the
minister does not know anything about this supposedly
shovel-ready project. We have proven it time and again.
The media gallery knows, Victorians know and
certainly the house knows that this shovel-ready project
is anything but shovel ready.
Let me talk about the level crossings project. The
government a few weeks ago was very excited about its
level crossings project. Its media release is headed
‘Work begins: removing our 50 worst level crossings’.
This is one of the government’s signature projects. The
media release says it is going to remove level crossings
at:

MATTERS OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
428

ASSEMBLY

Main Road in St Albans, Blackburn Road in Blackburn,
Burke Road in Glen Iris and North Road in Ormond.

To show how little the government has to announce in
reality, all you have to do is to look back at the
2014–15 Budget Overview, which states:
The 2014–15 budget invests $685 million to remove four
level crossings … These level crossings are at:
Main Road, St Albans …
Blackburn Road, Blackburn;
North Road, Ormond; and
Burke Road, Glen Iris.

These projects were already planned and funded by the
previous government. They were more than just
planned and funded. In August last year the
government of the day issued a media release entitled
‘Napthine government releases tender to remove four
notorious level crossings’, which states:
The Napthine government is providing $457 million to
remove the level crossings at Burke Road, Glen Iris; North
Road, Ormond; and Blackburn Road, Blackburn —

while $202 million is allocated for Main Road,
St Albans.
We will not just leave it there. This project has been
well and truly on track for a long time. Not only did the
previous government fund it, plan it and put it out to
tender, but also in October the coalition government put
out a media release entitled ‘Short-listed bidders to
deliver metro level crossing blitz’, which states:
Following a competitive expressions of interest process, four
stand-out bidders have been short-listed …

They were for — you guessed it — Main Road,
St Albans; Blackburn Road, Blackburn; Burke Road,
Glen Iris; and North Road, Ormond. If the only
announcement this government can make on its
signature project is about level crossings that have
already been planned, funded and put out to tender with
the tenderers short-listed, then it really does not have
very much to offer this state. It is certainly spin over
substance, and it seems now that every media release
this government puts out will say that projects are either
shovel-ready or fast-tracked. That is what we are seeing
now. We see it, members of the media see it and
Victorians see it. There is certainly no evidence from
the government that it has anything new whatsoever to
offer Victorians.
I turn to the east–west link. As an aside, I worry about
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety’s conflict,
given that he lives in inner city Melbourne and not in
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Narre Warren North, which is the area he represents. I
wonder whether his vehement opposition to this project
is because he is worried about the area in which he
lives. I think that is something we should look at.
The Premier on many occasions has said that the
contracts for the east–west link are not worth the paper
they are written on. The government has certainly been
tying itself up in knots and scaring investors away from
this state, given the fact that yesterday the Treasurer
could not rule out drafting legislation to annul the
compensation claims that will come as a result of the
tearing up of contracts. It is interesting that the
Premier’s view on ripping up contracts has changed. In
2005 when talking about sovereign risk the now
Premier, as recorded in Hansard, thought that ripping
up contracts would lead to:
… making some of the most savage cutbacks this state has
ever seen. It will cut right into the heart of basic services …

He went on to say that this was:
… vandalism and reckless approach that would mean country
services would have to be cut in order to pay for this strategy
of short-term political gain.

More recently, he said in a letter sent to then Premier,
the member for South-West Coast:
Labor has always said we will honour valid, legally binding
contracts on any Victorian government project and we remain
committed to this position.

The reality is he has not committed to that position, and
the fall in business confidence that we have seen as a
result of this reckless decision is something that is
going to take a very long time to rebuild. Investors are
going to be very gun-shy about coming to this state
again and getting ready for major projects that the
government might talk about. The fact that this Premier
has been so reckless is absolutely appalling.
I could talk about jobs, and we talked about jobs in
question time today. The Premier has said he will fight
for every single job, but the reality is that while jobs are
haemorrhaging in this state this government does not
care about jobs at all. The fact that we are losing so
many jobs is a real indictment of this government
because many of those job losses are of the Premier’s
own making. We only have to look at the 3700 jobs that
will no longer be there as a result of the east–west link
contract being scrapped.
We could look at the Linking Melbourne Authority
(LMA) jobs. If I remember rightly, before Christmas
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety was quoted in
the Age as saying that the Linking Melbourne Authority
is a great organisation and that it obviously will not do
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the east–west link but there are projects it can do. Not
one month later the Treasurer was out there saying that
the LMA was going to be abolished but that it would
place the public servants from the LMA in the
department. Not a month after that announcement
people at the LMA were already receiving redundancy
letters. The word of this government is worth pretty
much nothing, and it is certainly not worth the paper it
is written on.
There are other job losses resulting from the east–west
link contract debacle, as far as ripping up the contract is
concerned, and I will quote from the Australian
Financial Review, which states:
As many as 350 people have already lost work as a result of
the halting of the $6.8 billion east–west link, after the main
East West Connect consortium and a separate engineering
consultancy suspended staff this week on the road-and-tunnel
project.
The Lend Lease-led East West Connect consortium has sent
home 250 people from the St Kilda Road office it had
established and it is believed about 100 staff from the
Hyder-Parsons Brinckerhoff joint venture have also been
suspended.

The reality is we are seeing job losses everywhere. We
are seeing job losses at the Port of Hastings
Development Authority, with 70 jobs gone — but hang
on, sorry, they are not jobs. The Minister for Ports told
us that contractors are not actually people who work,
they are not workers at all, so those job losses do not
mean anything to this government — they do not count
at all. It is just appalling. We saw in question time today
an absolutely appalling contribution from the Minister
for Industry, who repeatedly said, ‘This government has
a plan. We’re going to fight for every job. I will meet
with businesses. I stand ready to have dialogue’ — that
is going to help! — and ‘We’re growing jobs, we’re not
wasting a day’.
How can a government say it is growing jobs when we
have had job losses at the ANZ, at Coles, at Dairy Bell,
at Betta Foods and at Ernest Hillier? These job losses
are mounting up day by day, and the argument we are
getting from the government is simply, ‘Our Back to
Work bill is held up in the upper house’. I am sure
Alstom is not waiting for the bill to go through the
house; it is waiting for an order from this government,
whose Premier said he would not waste one day — not
one day — making sure Alstom was looked after. Now
we see, 87 days later, that Alstom is seriously worried
about whether it can continue its operations in Ballarat.
I look at the government’s Project 10 000 document,
and I have to laugh at every single item bullet-pointed
on its front page. The first bullet point says the

429

government will ‘Remove our 50 worst level
crossings’ — starting with the 8 that have been funded,
planned, put out to tender and short-listed by the
government. The second bullet point says, ‘Build
Melbourne Metro rail’ — only if it gets the funding of
course. The third bullet point says, ‘Get 5000 trucks a
day off the West Gate Bridge’. The RACV says that
getting 5000 trucks off is an absolute joke and a
fanciful idea at best. Is this particular project going to
cost us half a billion dollars or $680 million? Is it going
to be more? Who knows? The fourth bullet point says,
‘$2 billion for roads’ — but of course none for local
government, because the government is cutting the
$160 million country roads and bridges program. It is
cutting that program, so there will be no jobs at the
shires. The shires will not be able to keep people on to
do that job.
The fifth bullet point on this document says, ‘Create
10 000 construction jobs’ — starting with cutting
3700 jobs that were already in the pipeline for
construction. I have to say that we are starting a little bit
behind, and I am sure Victorians know that too.
No-one has said it better than the Treasurer of this state.
In an Age article of 10 December he gave this message
to all Victorians:
If you are asking me if the government is locked and loaded
for the next four years, it is not.

That is from the guy who is running the finances of this
state. The words of the Treasurer pretty well cover off
on the whole direction this government is taking. It is
not locked and it is not loaded. Every so-called
shovel-ready project is not ready and every project that
was on foot has been delayed, and Victorians are very
disappointed with the pup they were sold by the
Premier.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
What a lame, sad attempt that was from the shadow
minister for roads and infrastructure in an attempt to
gloss over the fact that when we came to government
this state had the highest unemployment rate on
mainland Australia. The legacy of the former minister
and his cronies on the other side was that they left this
state with skyrocketing levels of unemployment. They
wasted four years. Those opposite want to talk about
shovel-ready projects, but for four long years the
community of Victoria was pleading with the former
government to get on with it and to have some projects
to support, but it absolutely failed to do that. It did
deliver some projects, but they were all projects started
and funded by the former Labor government.
Mr Mulder interjected.
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Ms ALLAN — In the transport portfolio that was so
true. The signature project, the $4 billion regional rail
link project, was started and funded by the former
Labor government. We set up the balls in the cue rack,
and the former government could not even put them
away. That is how hopeless the former government
was. We have seen in the house today, whether it was
during question time or just now during the matter of
public importance debate, the crocodile tears from
those opposite shedding tears for workers. We did not
see too many tears when they were in government. We
did not see them putting their shoulder to the wheel and
having a jobs plan for this state — no, they were not
interested when they were in government. They were
interested in workers when they were in government
only if they wanted to bag the life out of them because
they dared to be a member of a union and stand up for
their rights.
Other than that, they were not interested in the workers.
Their own workforce was slashed by 4500 jobs. That
was one of their very first acts on coming to
government. The crocodile tears from those opposite
long after the horse has bolted can be seen for what
they are — a pathetic attempt to block the
government’s agenda of delivering jobs and
infrastructure projects for the state of Victoria. We have
a very strong program for jobs and infrastructure in the
state of Victoria.
Instead of writing sad, lame notes for a speech in this
sort of debate, I suggest to those opposite that they
should be rushing into the Legislative Council right
now and demanding that their colleagues pass the
government’s Back to Work Bill 2014. At the moment
there is uncertainty around the bill, which is designed to
create jobs and support employers to employ more
people. One would have thought that the Liberal Party
might have supported that bill. This is about supporting
employers. One would have thought that might be
something members of the Liberal Party would
support — but no. They are in opposition now, so it is:
‘Why would we want to support an initiative that might
create jobs? Goodness knows we didn’t when we were
in government, so why would we bother now?’. The
very first act of this opposition should be to assist the
passage of the government’s Back to Work Bill in the
upper house. That will be its choice tomorrow. The
opposition can make sure it is passed this week and it
can make sure it is in operation as soon as possible
rather than blocking this critical piece of legislation
which makes sure we can get on and create jobs in
Victoria.
I want to talk now about a few of the projects that the
Andrews Labor government is getting on with
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delivering, and we have a very strong program. I will
start with the 50 level crossings removal project. We
made a commitment to remove 50 of the most
dangerous and congested level crossings across
metropolitan Melbourne. If we want to talk about the
support of the Victorian community, I think it spoke
strongly and loudly at last November’s state election
about which projects it supports. The community got in
behind our 50 level crossings removal project because
it understood that the project will make a difference in
local communities, improve safety at so many places
across our rail network and enable us to deliver more
rail services as well. Critically, this project is also going
to create 4500 much-needed jobs during its
construction.
We have already started work on this project. We did
not want to wait, as the former government did; we saw
that government waste four long years. We have
already kickstarted this project. We have set up the
Level Crossings Removal Authority, which is getting
on with planning the 50 level crossings removal project,
and we are going to push on with how we will fund the
project. This is an important point. The shadow
minister for roads and infrastructure, the member for
Warrandyte, may regret raising the issue of how the
level crossings removal project is going to be funded.
We have already communicated to the Victorian
community that we want to fund the level crossings
removal project through the sale of a long-term lease
for the port of Melbourne. If there is any question about
this, it will come from those blockers opposite. Our
proposal to sell a long-term lease for the port of
Melbourne is identical to the proposal that those
opposite put forward last year and were well down the
path of advancing. If they oppose the level crossings
removal project, does that mean they have now turned
their back on the sale of a long-term lease for the port
of Melbourne? Not only do they want to be train
vandals; they want to be economic vandals as well by
stopping the level crossings removal project and
stopping the government’s agenda when it comes to the
sale of a lease for the port of Melbourne.
The shadow minister tried to be a bit clever in talking
about four of the level crossings that are out to market.
Project 10 000, which listed the 50 most dangerous
level crossings to be removed, was released in October
2013 — —
Mr Mulder interjected.
Ms ALLAN — That is the most action the former
Minister for Public Transport has engaged in for a very
long time.
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We released our Project 10 000 list in October 2013.
Initially it was opposed and talked down by those
opposite, then lo and behold, what popped up in last
year’s budget? Some funding for the four level
crossings that were already on the Labor Party’s list for
removal. They were happy to be copycats after we had
released the list. They included four of the level
crossings that were on Labor’s list. The shadow
minister made something of this. The shadow minister
might want to know how much of the $600 million in
funding that was allocated in last year’s budget has
been spent. How much do members think might have
been spent by the end of last year? All that was spent on
that project was $1 million. Those opposite were so
committed to it happening straightaway that they spent
all of $1 million. That is exactly the sort of lazy, slow
response that we reject.
We are already pushing on with the removal of the 50
most dangerous level crossings — —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
bring to the attention of the house that preliminary
works go on prior to that, and there has been no
reference made to that. I suggest — —
Ms ALLAN interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
That is not a point of order. I do not need the assistance
of the minister in ruling on the point of order. I have
ruled it out of order.
Ms ALLAN — It is pretty clear to the house today
that the opposition opposes our 50 level crossings
removal project. It opposed it last November during the
state election. The Victorian community has spoken
and is clearly behind the removal of 50 of our most
dangerous level crossings.
I turn now to the Melbourne Metro project. Goodness
me! What a disgrace it is for those opposite to even
want to talk about this project, because if they were fair
dinkum about seeing the Melbourne Metro project
realised, they would have supported it. There is a
business case for the Melbourne Metro project — a
project that is going to create 3500 jobs during
construction. We could have had that project underway
by now. The business case was largely complete, but it
was left sitting on the shelf for four long years under
those opposite. Despite the former minister telling the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in 2013 that
this was the no. 1 project, despite the community
pleading for it and despite the rail system desperately
needing it for extra capacity on our rail network, this
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no. 1 rated Infrastructure Australia project for Victoria
sat on the shelf for four long years.
The Andrews Labor government breathed new life into
this project last week, and we have committed
significant funds to get the Melbourne Metro project
moving again. We have put in $40 million this current
financial year to set up the authority and get the detailed
planning work done so that we can get an expression of
interest out to market next year and see significant
construction start in 2018. It is what our construction
industry needs, it is what our rail system needs and it is
what Infrastructure Australia says our state needs as
well.
What we need in Victoria is for those opposite to pick
up the phone to their Liberal mates in Canberra and say,
‘Get behind this project’. We have seen the federal
government support urban rail projects right around the
country, including the regional rail link. There is no
reason other than pure politics — petty politics — for
the federal government not to get behind and support
the Melbourne Metro project. Infrastructure Australia
thinks it should. The community certainly thinks it
should. Organisations like the Victorian Employers’
Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the RACV
think we should do this, and the Lord Mayor of the City
of Melbourne thinks we should do this.
I would love it if we could have a bipartisan ticket on
this issue and be able to say to Prime Minister Tony
Abbott and the federal government, ‘Get behind this
project, it makes sense, it will create jobs and it will
create a significant economic boost through the
improved transport infrastructure that we can provide as
a result of it’. I just hope that those opposite drop their
opposition to this vitally important project. I am always
an optimist, and I will always be pleased to see the
views of those opposite change on these matters.
I turn now to a couple of other important projects. Last
week we announced that we are fast-tracking the
Murray Basin rail freight project. It is interesting to note
that in relation to rail freight, it is only ever Labor
governments that invest in regional Victoria’s rail
freight network. Those of us who remember know it
was the former Labor government that had to buy back
the rail freight network after a failed privatisation
attempt by the former Liberal-Nationals government of
the 1990s.
We got Tim Fischer to do a review and oversaw a
significant investment in upgrading the lines, and now
it will only be a Labor government that will deliver the
Murray Basin rail freight project. We are injecting
significant funds to see this important project
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supported. The Victorian Farmers Federation loves
it — its members think it is great — as does the
Mildura Development Corporation. A chap by the
name of Chris Crewther is well known to those
opposite; he is not so much liked by The Nationals, but
he is known well by those in the Liberal Party. He said
on behalf of the Mildura Development Corporation:
We are very excited about this project going ahead and thank
the Victorian government for their funding commitment
today.

That takes me to the other project that we talked about
last week — a new project on the agenda — which is
going to make a great difference to public transport
commuters and the city of Melbourne: the upgrade of
Flinders Street station. This is going to be an important
piece of work. It is going to upgrade and restore the
heritage facade of this building; it is going to make the
upstairs space usable. It is a disgrace that those opposite
wasted four years dancing around this issue. They could
have got on with these works straightaway. We are
doing it.
I think the Lord Mayor put it pretty well last week. He
said on 3AW:
I would rather have something done than the world’s most
ambitious plan.

He said it right. He is dead right. He knows that the
former government’s plans around Flinders Street
station were pie in the sky. They were not funded.
There was not a dollar in the state budget for any of the
plans that were submitted as part of the design
competition — not a dollar. We rejected that go slow,
do nothing approach, and we want to see Flinders Street
station respected. This is a fantastic, grand old building
that deserves respect. We are upgrading the facade and
improving the public transport passenger facilities,
because it is the busiest station in the Melbourne
transport system. It is what this grand old building
deserves.
There are so many other projects we are getting on
with — whether it be the roads, bridges or level
crossings in country Victoria — that there will be
action on this year. We have had a lot of work to get
through over the last 12 weeks. We have had 12 weeks
to kick this state into action again. We have had to get
projects moving, we have had to bring money forward
in the budget and we have had to shake things up,
because for four long years the state was on cruise
control with the driver asleep at the wheel. That is not
good enough.
We want to see this state once again be the state that
creates jobs, drives economic activity and supports
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local infrastructure projects. We are already getting on
with it. This year’s budget will get on with it even
further, and we look forward to delivering on each and
every one of our commitments to the Victorian
community.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Listening to
that speech is like listening to the kind of delusion on
display when Khrushchev told Nixon that Soviet TV
was better quality than American TV. It is the kind of
delusion that you would only get from the Labor Party,
whose members force themselves to believe the view of
the world that what comes out of their mouths is
somehow law and gospel and absolutely right. It is the
kind of view of the world that the north–south pipeline
was good policy, and that everyone in regional Victoria
wanted it. It is the kind of delusion that said that a
desalination plant — the biggest in the world — was
going to be necessary immediately for Victoria and that
we should sign away contracts, whatever it took, to
build it and build it immediately. It is the kind of
delusion that says that Cain and Kirner were good
economic managers, but of course we have the sons
and daughters of Cain and Kirner now back here in
government, trying to spin the same kind of wanton
delusion to this house.
I note the shovel-ready projects this government has
talked about. It is a great term, ‘shovel ready’. I do not
know if the Minister for Roads and Road Safety knows
that you can get a shovel for $9.50 at Bunnings — a
shovel for only $9.50! I wish he did know that, because
$9.50 per shovel for the West Gate distributor, which I
note the previous speaker did not talk about, would in
fact be the biggest spend from the government for the
West Gate distributor up to date. Let us have a look at
this West Gate distributor, because as it has been put
out by the roads minister, it is the biggest road project
in Victoria. That is what he would have us all believe. It
has come out of nowhere, perhaps out of Luke
Donnellan’s mind when he was in the cafe up in Fitzroy
that he likes to go to all the time on the weekend.
Mr Scott — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
members should be referred to by their correct titles.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
uphold the point of order.
Mr GUY — That is quite right, Acting Speaker,
though I thought his accurate title was withdrawn
sometime in question time! He mentioned it himself. I
am referring to the member for Narre Warren North.
Let us go through things again in relation to this West
Gate distributor, because we are told it is the biggest
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road project in Victoria — bigger than the necessity for
a second river crossing for the West Gate Bridge,
bigger than the east–west link, bigger than the
north–east link and bigger than the Thompson Road
upgrade. This is apparently the biggest. Let us have a
look — is it shovel ready? The Labor government says,
‘This is shovel ready’. That is what telling — —
Mr Richardson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc will cease interjecting in
that manner!
Mr GUY — Here we go; it is the little kid from Hey
Dad.! Let me use the Premier’s own words, ‘If there
was a fourth row, mate, you’d be in it’! Those are the
Premier’s words, not mine.
Let us get back to shovel ready, because we are getting
$9.50 shovels! Compulsory acquisitions are going to be
very important when you are building the biggest,
shovel-ready road in the state. If it is the biggest, you
are going to have compulsory acquisitions; they have to
be done. But of course the government has not talked to
anyone — no-one, not even the council. In fact the
minister came into this chamber this week and declared
confidently that the Hobsons Bay City Council does not
have any planning changes, because the road does not
go through the Hobsons Bay city. That is funny,
because the Hobsons Bay City Council itself is talking
about the West Gate distributor and the work it is going
to have to do, given that road goes through the city of
Hobsons Bay.
I tell you what, if the roads minister does not know
where the biggest road project according to the Labor
government is going to go, then we have some
problems. He does not know if there has been any
compulsory acquisitions of property, he does not know
if Aboriginal cultural heritage studies have been done
and he does not know if any soil testing has been done.
Apparently that is important, even though you are just
putting tarmac down. The minister scratches his head.
He probably gets out his Melway. Sitting in a cafe in
Fitzroy, he wonders if it is near the seat of Narre
Warren North and then says, ‘Well it goes through this
boundary and this boundary. I can’t find it, but it
doesn’t matter, we’ll send it off to Infrastructure
Australia, despite it costing another $180 million. We’ll
just ask for that, sign the brief and send it off’. It is the
biggest road project in the state. It is apparently shovel
ready, and he has no idea where it is going to go.
The member for Warrandyte accurately told this
chamber about the government’s plans for level
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crossing removal. These are big plans. I saw the
announcement by the Minister for Public Transport.
She does not know the difference between a coupling, a
pantograph and a bogie on a train. I will have to get her
to talk to my six-year-old son, because he could
probably give her more information on what these
trains parts are than she knows. I saw her on the news
over the weekend, and she said that the government
was going to eliminate all these level crossings, as
Labor apparently promised.
Of course, as the member for Warrandyte accurately
said, she believes that removing the level crossings at
Main Road, St Albans; Blackburn Road, Blackburn;
Burke Road, Glen Iris; and North Road, Ormond, is
apparently a concept of Labor. It was apparently
thought of by the former Bracks government and
maybe the former Cain government, and possibly the
government of John Cain, Sr, might have thought of
this too.
Apparently it is all Labor’s idea, irrespective of the fact
that it was funded, costed and set underway by the
former Treasurer, the member for Malvern, and the
former Minister for Public Transport, the member for
Polwarth. These are the people who did the work to
eliminate these level crossings, not the people who are
under a delusion like the Soviets were back in the
1950s. It is quite astounding.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr GUY — I can take interjections from the
member for Essendon — he is not bad. The member for
Mordialloc — he is on the fourth row.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Leader of the Opposition will continue through the
Chair, and members of the government backbench will
cease their interjections. The Leader of the Opposition
to continue.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr GUY — I am trying to give you a compliment,
member for Essendon.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The Leader of the Opposition!
Mr GUY — Through you, Acting Speaker, I was
trying to say I did not think the member for Essendon
was too bad. I see the member for Melton has come
into the chamber, and I am sure he will add to it. We
are going to talk about delusion — and indeed
dangerous delusion. What the matter of public
importance said, as was moved by the member for
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Warrandyte, was actually quite frightening. The
Minister for Industry has effectively admitted to doing
absolutely nothing for the best part of three months
when it comes to job losses. But members should not
take my word. The Premier said, ‘I will not waste a
single day’ — that is what he said. That does not mean
87 days; it means not one.
This is the word of the man who now leads the state,
and his word means nothing to the people of Dairy Bell
Ice Cream, dozens of whom will lose their jobs as
Dairybell closes after 44 years in Victoria. It means
nothing to the 215 people who are going to lose their
jobs at Coles. I think all of us on this side were
shocked, and indeed insulted, on behalf of the people
from Coles that the industry minister could not even
utter the name of the company where the people are
losing their jobs. Such is the disgraceful arrogance of
this minister that she comes into this chamber and
deludes herself that sitting around and meeting a union
has got something to do with saving 215 jobs at Coles,
when her Premier said, ‘We will not waste a single
day’. Frankly, that is complete and utter rubbish.
In Ballarat 600 jobs at VicRoads are forgone. Of course
the member for Bendigo East talked about $30 million
for a ballroom in Melbourne — $30 million for a
ballroom in Melbourne compared to 600 jobs for
Ballarat. Our side of the Parliament believes that
600 jobs in Ballarat is more important. That is our
priority. We will stack our priorities against any
ballroom that the member for Bendigo East wants to
dance around. If she wants to go to her $30 million
ballroom and announce that as a priority for Ballarat,
that is a reflection upon her government, but on this
side of the house we believe 600 jobs in Ballarat is of
essential importance.
Let us look at financial sector in this state. We heard the
Premier again ensuring that none of these jobs would be
offshored. Those were his words. What on earth did the
Premier do to save those 130 ANZ jobs? He gave not a
single guarantee to any people working in the financial
sector in Victoria that this government will even bother
to stand up for further financial industry jobs, on which
this Premier will stand back and watch go offshore,
because that is the guarantee we have from Labor.
In conclusion, we have seen spin, double standards and
lies in what this government said before the election
and how it is reacting after the election. Every single
day we on this side of the house will do the right thing.
We will always stand up for jobs and the way we live.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — While I was listening
to the Leader of the Opposition’s contribution, I got an
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email from my electorate office, saying, ‘Has someone
forgotten to tell the Leader of the Opposition that they
lost?’.
The Andrews government is getting on with the job, but
before I talk about that I want to talk about what we
have seen over the last four years. The former
government would have to have been the laziest
government of the modern age. If you were to write a
book about the Baillieu-Napthine government, it could
be called While Victoria Slept, and, if you were going to
make it into a movie, it could be called Weekend at
Bernie’s. Over the last four years the only industry that
grew in Victoria was the Stilnox industry, the sleeping
tablet industry.
After four years we had an extraordinary trifecta. We
had an increase in the unemployment rate to now be the
highest of any mainland state, we had sluggish
economic growth, and public sector debt ballooned. In
2010, when Labor left office the net debt of the state
government was $8 billion. It was $21.2 billion when
we returned. It was clear economic mismanagement of
the highest order.
I recall that at the time of the former Brumby
government’s defeat I started talking to people in the
business community to try to get a sense of how the
new government was tracking. I remember some of
those preliminary conversations taking place around
early December. People said, ‘Look, they didn’t expect
to win. You’ve got to give them a bit of time — give
them til Christmas and you’ll see’. That is fine. I came
back early in January to do the report card again. I
asked, ‘How are they going? How are they settling in?
What’s your sense on how they’re travelling?’. They
said, ‘Oh, look, not much is happening at this stage.
Just wait until Australia Day. The Premier — he’s
trying to find his feet. He just needs a bit of time. Give
him until Australia Day. He’ll be right’. Fair enough. I
went back to get the report card again. I asked, ‘How
are they tracking?’. They said, ‘Oh, look, just wait until
March. They didn’t expect to win. They just need a
little bit of time to find their feet and they’ll be right’.
March became Easter, Easter became the budget and
then it became 30 June. After that, everyone just gave
up.
The economy was weak, and that was compounded by
cuts to the public sector when the private sector was not
strong enough to take up the slack. The reality is that
the cuts the coalition government made, particularly in
the early days, compounded that weakness. In one
sense, if the economy is white hot and going strongly,
you do not necessarily want the public sector going in
there and bidding on major projects. You do not want it
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to drive up the costs of bidding for work or construction
costs, because that is basically inefficient and more of a
charge on the private sector. Equally, though, you need
the public sector to plug the gaps when there are
weaknesses.

the best and brightest of the private sector here in
Melbourne bidding on major projects so that we can get
innovation and new thinking with really detailed
thoughts and ideas and so we can get policies that can
be rolled out over the course of the government.

A case in point would be what happened to quarrying
companies that produce aggregate. Melbourne is
extremely fortunate in that it has a large number of
quarries around its suburban fringe which can supply
aggregate to major projects close to market, unlike what
happens in Sydney, where often quarries are
200 kilometres away from the destination of the
aggregate. Over the course of the past four years even
the quarrying companies have been complaining. There
was no pipeline; there were no projects. As a
consequence of the indecision and dithering of the
former government, the weakness in the economy was
compounded.

That is what we had in the first decade of this century: a
government that got on with the job of delivering. We
had the Spencer Street station redevelopment, and we
had EastLink. We also had the desalination plant,
which will ultimately be a fantastic project for this state.
Anyone who thinks that we will not have a drought
again is delusional. I seem to recall that a former Leader
of the Opposition, Ted Baillieu, plucked out a date for
when he said we would run out of water. One of the
great attributes of the former Labor government was
that its members supported population growth and
growing Melbourne. If we are going to grow
Melbourne and if we are going to drive population
growth, we need to have essential services and
resources in place, and so we need to make sure that we
have an adequate water supply. That is what the former
Labor government did.

When in opposition members of political parties can
use the time to develop good public policies that they
can deliver when in government to be a good
government. I had the great privilege and honour of
working in the 1990s for John Brumby, the then Leader
of the Opposition, and then for Steve Bracks. I spent a
lot of time with the member for Melton when he was a
member of the other place, and he taught me many
things. We used that time well, and we had some very
good policies which we took to the 1999 election.
Those policies were costed and ordered, and we had a
plan and a vision for the state that we implemented. It
was not the razzle-dazzle we got during the Kennett
years — all that sizzle that seemed to dominate the
1990s. It was substantive, it was detailed, it was
methodical and it was thought out. Those policies were
costed and ordered, and they were outstanding.
I had the privilege also of getting to know some of my
successors, those who worked tirelessly in the
opposition rooms from 2010 to 2014. They are
outstanding individuals who I hope will be in this place
in 15 years time to continue the legacy of a good,
competent and able Labor administration. The quality
of the work that was produced by the former opposition
in the period 2010 to 2014 was better than anything we
produced in my time. It was absolutely outstanding —
much better than anything we produced. That is how
we have developed a pipeline of activities or projects.
What does it mean to develop a pipeline? It means you
go out to the market and start to plan the things you will
do progressively when in government. In doing that
work you need to make sure that for the private sector
consortiums, the teams that start to bid on major
projects, there is a constant stream of work. We want

By having a pipeline of activities, the former Labor
government got the best and brightest in Melbourne.
What happened? The then Labor government lost the
election in 2010, which was the verdict of the people.
All the brains, all the great people who had been
residing in Melbourne during the previous 10 years,
went to Sydney. They went to Sydney because they
saw a government there that understood what it needed
to do and got on with the job. That is exactly what the
government is doing today in Victoria: getting on with
the job of rolling out a pipeline of projects which will
build this state. The government will make sure that
Victorians continue to have the livability we all aspire
to having.
To say that members of the former government were
asleep at the wheel is to defame drowsy drivers. Its
members just showed incompetence. The political
axiom used to be that the Victorian public were quick
to criticise but slow to punish. It speaks volumes that a
government was turfed out after one term. It was a
completely wasted opportunity. The government was
asleep for four years. Now it is the task of this
government to get on and deliver.
Members of this government have done the work. The
Premier spent a lot of time going around and talking
and working closely and tirelessly with the community
to develop outstanding policies. Government members
have the vision for the state, we have the drive and we
have the ability to get on and deliver the things that
count.
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I am pleased to see members of The Nationals in the
chamber. That is terrific because I am sure they will be
supporting the Murray Basin rail project. It is vitally
important because it will ensure that we can get goods
produced in the western districts of Victoria to market
quickly and efficiently, without them being on the
roads. Mineral sands are pretty heavy. If they are put on
trains there is less wear and tear on the roads, and that is
what the government will be doing.
The government will spend $50 million on removing
rail level crossings, which again is really important. It
will spend $35.8 million on strengthening 48 bridges in
regional Victoria. You would think that The Nationals
would be endorsing these plans and rushing towards the
government, asking, ‘How can we help? How can we
try to use our numbers to deliver these great outcomes
for regional Victoria?’. Sadly, they are more interested
in doing the bidding of the Liberal Party. That means
that unfortunately regional communities get left behind.
Government members have done the work. We have a
plan and a pipeline. We have a terrific four years in
front of us, getting on with and delivering these
projects. It may well be that some of the projects will
not be delivered in the life of this Labor government.
There may be oak tree infrastructure that, like the
Melbourne rail loop, takes 10 years to be delivered. It is
really important that opposition members start thinking
about the position they will take on some of these
projects and that they get behind and support them,
because to do so is in the interests of the state. Both
sides of the house agree on the need for population
growth, and both major parties want to see a strong,
vibrant and dynamic economy. The work that has been
done to date by the Andrews government will show that
it is getting on with it.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — What an enlightening
contribution from the member for Essendon. I welcome
the opportunity to contribute to this debate, which
examines the broken promises of the Andrews
government with respect to shovel-ready projects for
our state. Specifically I would like to address how these
broken promises impact on regional Victoria — how
they impact on jobs, investment and confidence in
regional Victoria.
It seems that when it comes to shovel-ready projects,
the Andrews government has never even had regional
Victoria on its radar. When it comes to the important
projects for the people who live in regional Victoria, the
Andrews government does not want to listen to their
needs. History tells us that when it comes to major
projects — these shovel-ready projects that support
jobs, encourage investment and build confidence —
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Labor governments in Victoria overpromise and
underdeliver. How could we forget the regional rail
link? The cost of that project blew out unbelievably
when it was revealed that Labor forgot signals, forgot
level crossings and even forgot the rolling stock. It took
a Liberal-Nationals coalition government to not just put
the project back on track but also bring it in under
budget and ahead of schedule.
It was a similar story with the Bracks government’s fast
rail project, which was promised at $80 million and
blew out to a staggering $750 million. History also tells
us that Labor governments in Victoria have a track
record of mismanaging projects. The food bowl
modernisation project was in tatters until a coalition
government took charge. The north–south pipeline —
what an unmitigated disaster that was! The desalination
plant — $24 billion dollars for 27 years at $1.8 million
dollars a day. It is an absolute millstone around
Victorians’ necks. Myki. Ultranet. The Melbourne
wholesale market. The list of Labor’s mismanaged
projects goes on and on.
Sadly we now have fresh experiences of Labor
governments failing to listen to communities and failing
to invest in the projects and services that matter to the
people of regional Victoria. And when Labor
governments fail to deliver for regional Victoria, they
undermine jobs, they undermine investment and they
undermine confidence in regional Victoria. The failure
of the current Andrews Labor government and these
broken promises are a tremendous blow to regional
Victoria.
It is a great shame, because in the four years up until
29 November 2014 regional Victoria was receiving
unprecedented levels of funding and support from the
Victorian coalition government. Under the leadership of
the Liberal-Nationals coalition government there was
investment in country roads and highways and in
regional rail services. Local hospitals and family health
centres were supported along with schools and training
colleges. The previous government listened closely to
the needs of regional communities and delivered for
them. For example, there was co-investment with
farmers in irrigation schemes and marketing co-ops — I
am sure the member for Gippsland East knows all
about that — and there was work done with local
councils on projects that improved the main streets and
recreation facilities that mean so much to small
communities.
At this point it would be remiss of me not to mention
the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, an initiative that
delivered tremendous opportunities to country
communities, an initiative that delivered jobs,
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investment and confidence to regional Victoria, and a
fund that supported shovel-ready projects, which
reflected the priorities of local industries and local
communities. The Regional Growth Fund was
additional funding, not re-prioritised and reallocated
funding, like the programs now being spruiked by the
Andrews Labor government. It was a dedicated fund
that was making regional Victorian communities better
places to work and live in.

In Gippsland, the Macalister irrigation district
modernisation project is another ideal investment
prospect. Gippsland is a powerhouse of dairy
production, not just in Victorian terms but on a national
scale. That is why in 2012 the coalition government
joined with Southern Rural Water to invest $32 million
in stage 1 of a modernisation project for the Macalister
irrigation district. The planning has been done, and the
business case has been prepared.

The Regional Growth Fund invested $500 million in
support of some 1800 projects and in turn leveraged an
additional $2 billion of investment for regional
Victoria. It supported and created jobs in regional
towns and centres. Importantly, it funded local
priorities: projects that were identified by, and
important to, local communities. These were not
projects decided by a bureaucrat in a Melbourne-based
department. Under the Andrews Labor government,
however, there will be no more Regional Growth Fund.
A successful program set up specifically to support
projects and investment in Regional Victoria has been
sent to the scrap heap by this city-centric government.

It is estimated that the irrigation district footprint makes
an annual contribution of around $500 million to
Victoria’s economy, and the modernisation project has
the potential to boost that by a further $45 million.
What have we had, however, from the Andrews
government? Nothing. It is not serious. The Minister
for Agriculture this week and last week told Gippsland
media that the irrigation district modernisation is not a
priority. Here is another project ready to go. Here is a
project where the Andrews government has the
opportunity to leverage additional funding from the
commonwealth government, yet government members
sit on their hands and ignore the needs of regional
Victoria.

It seems that under the Andrews Labor government if
you live in regional Victoria, you are on your own. Less
than 100 days in the job, and this Premier is finding
every excuse he can not to invest in the infrastructure
projects that matter to the people of regional Victoria.
Labor’s promise of shovel-ready projects has gone
AWOL. From the Mallee all the way down to southern
Gippsland, the Premier is ignoring the infrastructure
needs of the people and the industries that underpin our
regional communities.
The true tragedy of this is that if the Andrews
government genuinely engaged with regional Victoria,
it could get behind a number of very worthy projects.
The Murray Basin rail project is ready and waiting, but
it has taken nearly 100 days of government for the
Premier to admit there is significant merit in this
project. This is a project that those in the freight and
agriculture industries describe as a lay-down misère.
There is $220 million already in the budget for this
critical project, yet last week all the Premier could do
was reannounce $30 million for works which are
already underway. Here is a shovel-ready project that
would create jobs, investment and confidence in
regional Victoria and in this state’s $12 billion
agriculture industry, yet the government is still refusing
to commit. The people of regional Victoria are starting
to wonder how much of the $220 million that is sitting
in the state budget after having been allocated to this
project will be spent as intended.

The list goes on. If the Andrews government would
commit $15 million to Sale Specialist School, it could
be completed. Regional hospitals are being let down by
the Andrews government. The Ballarat Base Hospital
needs to expand to meet the needs of the growing
region, so the Liberal-Nationals coalition pledged
$83 million to start a major upgrade and
redevelopment. It is a similar story in Shepparton.
Goulburn Valley Health needs to expand to better meet
patient needs, but again there is no commitment from
the Andrews government in relation to this important
project. In my own electorate, the Rushworth hospital is
ready and waiting to go. Just $7 million is needed from
this government for the co-location of aged-care
facilities — —
An honourable member — Is that shovel ready?
Ms RYAN — It is shovel ready, but what has Labor
promised? Absolutely nothing.
In Echuca the biggest priority in terms of infrastructure
projects is a second bridge connecting Echuca and
Moama. Every local in Echuca knows that a second
bridge crossing must be built. A $96 million
commitment was on the table and in the budget for this
important local priority. This project would fix
congestion and traffic safety issues, and it would
support local jobs during its construction phase. It was
even funded in the state budget; the money is there.
What is missing is a commitment from the Andrews
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government to invest in shovel-ready projects. What
does the Premier say about this project? I quote from a
report by Fiona Parker on the ABC:

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
uphold the point of order. The member for Ringwood
will take her seat.

Last week, new Premier Daniel Andrews poured cold water
on the project being a priority.

Mr EDBROOKE — Unemployment rose to 6.8 per
cent, and in Frankston we are looking at percentages in
the high teens for youth unemployment. We are
stretched to the limit. Consumer confidence is down,
and business confidence is down as well. Private capital
investment collapsed the year after the Liberal
government came to office, and it has still not
recovered. As the business community said at the time,
we cannot bleed skilled workers to other states. After
only three months in office we are giving the Victorian
economy the adrenaline shot it needs, creating jobs and
building the vital infrastructure the state needs without
delay. We are getting on with it. Let us have a look at
the coalition’s legacy. Regarding employment — —

…
‘We didn’t make commitments in relation to that particular
project’.

On the topic of bridges, it is also bitterly disappointing
that this government has cut the successful
$160 million country roads and bridges program.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I am happy to rise
and discuss shovel-ready projects.
An honourable member — This could go
anywhere.

Mr Richardson — Oh no!
Mr EDBROOKE — This could go anywhere. I
would first like to say that the Andrews Labor
government is getting on with it. The previous
government squandered the opportunities of this state
for four years — four years of nothing — and nothing
shows that more than going for a drive through
Frankston. There was $13.8 million worth of planning,
but nothing happened.
The government has brought forward investment to get
Victoria’s economy on track. There is $100 million for
early work on level crossings, which affect pedestrians,
cars and public transport. There is $30 million for the
Murray Basin and $35.8 million to strengthen
48 bridges in regional Victoria — and the member for
Euroa can note that. There is $50 million for regional
level crossings and $3 million for planning for
suburban roads. We heard the other day about
$100 million being committed to the crumbling
Flinders Street station, which is an icon of Melbourne,
and there is $40 million to establish the Melbourne
Metro Rail Authority to oversee the biggest transport
project since the city loop. All these things are required
and take time to plan.
Over four years we saw the Liberal Party recipe for
government. Public infrastructure spending was cut by
5 per cent. The number of construction jobs is lower
now than when the Liberal government took office.
Ms Ryall interjected.
Mr Staikos — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member for Ringwood is out of her seat and
interjecting, and that is unparliamentary.

Mr EDBROOKE — Oh no, indeed. The coalition
failed to release a jobs plan for Victoria until just before
the 2014 election. After four years there was no jobs
plan. It might be hidden behind the business case for
the east–west link; we do not know. The number of
unemployed people grew by 68 000 under the coalition
government, and the unemployment rate increased from
4.9 per cent in December 2010 to 6.8 per cent in
November 2014. These are facts. Youth unemployment
hit a 15-year high and it now sits at 21.1 per cent for 15
to 19-year-olds — people who need to be getting on
with their lives. It was worst in the former Premier’s
electorate, averaging 18 per cent in the 12 months prior
to July 2014. These are not figures to be laughed about.
The previous government abandoned Ford, Holden and
Toyota, putting at risk up to 100 000 direct and indirect
jobs in Victoria. In the last coalition budget regional
Victoria got only 4 per cent of the funding for major
projects, despite being home to 25 per cent of the state’s
population. It is an absolute shame.
An honourable member — Rubbish!
Mr EDBROOKE — It is rubbish, is it? The
coalition promised not to sack any public sector
workers, and then it sacked 4100 public sector workers.
The previous government oversaw the exit of thousands
of skilled jobs in Geelong, with closures and cuts at
major employers Ford, Alcoa, Qantas, Boral, Target
and Shell. Members must forgive me, but I do respect
the guts opposition members have to be talking about
employment and what has been happening in the last
three months, given the last four years of nothing. The
coalition also refused to apply local content
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requirements for Australian steel on the $1.6 billion
Webb Dock expansion project.
That is not all; let us look at public transport and roads.
Was there even 1 inch of rail put down in four years?
No, there was not. The previous government cut the
V/Line maintenance fund, forcing a blowout in backlog
maintenance. Nine out of 11 V/Line train lines missed
punctuality targets between October 2013 and October
2014, and the people of Frankston were very surprised
to see minutes added to timetables and trains skipping
stations. The previous government promised to deliver
40 new trains over eight years. How many of those
trains were delivered? Seven, with eight more on order.
The previous government promised to deliver but failed
on the Avalon Airport rail link. It promised to deliver
but failed on Doncaster rail. It failed to deliver on
Rowville rail, and it failed to deliver on Southland
station. How is Southland station going? The previous
government shelved the Infrastructure
Australia-approved Melbourne Metro rail tunnel in
favour of the last-minute, unplanned Melbourne rail
link.
An honourable member — On a napkin.
Mr EDBROOKE — On a napkin, indeed. There
were $525 million and 175 jobs cut from the transport
department. It is amazing that members of the
opposition are getting up and talking about fighting for
jobs. There were 450 jobs lost at VicRoads. The
previous government cut $17.694 million from the
premium station program. Trains were running late
frequently during that period, skipping stations and
becoming express so as to avoid punctuality fines. That
is a fact. The previous government cut maintenance,
and capital funding for roads fell across all VicRoads
regions. It cut $95 million, or 56 per cent, in rail
maintenance spending, from $169 million to
$73.3 million.
We have heard a lot of talk about the east–west link.
The previous government signed the contracts just
weeks before the state election, despite the fact that the
cost-benefit ratio was just 45 cents in the dollar. All the
polls showed there might be a change of government.
New and increased tolls have been applied on several
roads, including CityLink, EastLink, the West Gate
Bridge and the Tullamarine Freeway, to help plug the
$2.1 billion black hole.
Traffic modelling predicted that the tunnel would have
been used by a minority of inbound motorists on the
Eastern Freeway in the morning peak during which
only 13 per cent of vehicles are bound for Melbourne
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Airport or the western suburbs. Do members know how
many people in Frankston would have used the tunnel?
Just 0.1 per cent. Congestion would have increased on
the Eastern and Tullamarine freeways and on Hoddle
Street. These are not opinions; these are the Liberal
government’s facts, which it tried to keep secret. The
consultants used by the Napthine government to help
sell the east–west link were not even qualified to
provide traffic forecasts.
The business case revealed that the Napthine
government opted not to submit an initial version of the
business case because it feared that a lower range
cost-benefit ratio could be used to dismiss the project.
By doing this, the previous government told us it was a
dud. It has also been revealed through freedom of
information that the Napthine government’s most
senior transport planners detailed the superior economic
return a rail tunnel under the city would bring to
Melbourne compared to the east–west link.
The issue we have is that we need to have these people
come down to Frankston to hear what are matters of
public importance to people in Frankston. The people in
Frankston want to know that they can actually get on a
train and go to Flinders Street. They want to know that
they have a transport precinct where work is ready to
go and starting. They want to know that ambulances
will arrive on time because the ambulance paramedics
are not being attacked by their own government. They
want to see investment in TAFE, and that is what the
Labor government is doing. We are getting on with the
job, not talking in semantics.
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — I join the debate on
this matter of public importance in that it relates to
shovel-ready projects and infrastructure projects in
Victoria. I put on the record that there would be no-one
more disappointed than me, along with those people
who worked in my ministerial office or the statutory
authorities, including the Department of Treasury and
Finance, and all of those great people we brought on
board to work on the east–west link project, to work on
the WestLink project, to work on the Melbourne rail
link and to work on the airport rail link project. What a
golden era it was going to be for Victoria, in particular
for the construction industry and the workers who were
going to gain full and long-term employment out of
these projects. What a great deal of disappointment
there is out there amongst the construction industry,
amongst the finance industry and amongst planners and
engineers to see these particular projects shelved and
these contracts torn up by the Labor government.
It was interesting to listen to the Premier talk about
delegations from overseas coming to Victoria under the
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Labor government. They will be eyeballing the Premier
and eyeballing the ministers today, looking at them and
thinking, ‘They can’t be trusted. Their word is worth
nothing, and the contracts you sign with this
government are going to be worth even less. They can’t
be trusted’. It is ironic that during this period of time the
government started an advertising campaign on
television, warning us to be wary of shonky travelling
salesmen. What a pack of absolute hypocrites. The
construction industry, the finance industry and the
engineering industry all know very well that these
people cannot be trusted. That is going to come at an
enormous cost of this state going forward.
Any company that comes to do business with this
government is going to factor in a risk in terms of
dollars, and taxpayers are going to have to foot the bill
for that because the government simply cannot be
trusted. The Premier used to say all the time, ‘Let me be
very clear about this: we will honour any contract that
has been signed by the former government’. Now he
walks through the door and says, ‘Let me be very clear
about this: we will rip up contracts that have been
signed by the former government’.
It is interesting when you consider the government’s
talk about its shovel-ready projects. The Melbourne
Metro project involves $40 million to establish an
authority that will not strike a blow on a project until
2018. That authority is what was going to be called the
Melbourne rail link authority. Under the department it
is fully funded, with no additional $40 million. What is
the government going to do with $40 million with an
authority going forward when it is not going to strike a
blow until 2018? This is in relation to the rail industry
of course. That $40 million could fund 80 level
crossings in regional Victoria, where you could put
boom barriers and flashing lights. That is where we put
our money — not into these shonky processes the
Labor government today is talking about, but into real
bricks and mortar and into real infrastructure.
There is the level crossing authority — $100 million on
its establishment and $300 million for works. As we
know — we have heard it all before — all the projects
the government is talking about are projects with a fully
funded plan, sent out to the market by the former
coalition government. Do you know who was doing
level crossings under the former coalition government?
It was Public Transport Victoria (PTV), VicRoads,
Metro, VicTrack and V/Line if they needed to come
together. They were the ones who were delivering those
crossings, quite often ahead of time and quite often
under budget, so why does the government see the need
to go out and spend $100 million of taxpayers money to
set up another new authority when that expertise
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already exists within the government structures we have
in place? That $100 million would get you about
200 regional level crossings with flashing lights and
boom barriers as complete, finished projects. There
could be $100 million for another project like that.
There is $3 million to go towards the Murray-Darling
rail project for patch-up works. There is nothing about
major rehabilitation and nothing about major
infrastructure. The government spends $3 million and
expects to get a pat on the back. There will be a lick of
paint for Flinders Street station. It is interesting that we
are bringing money forward for Flinders Street station.
I went on a tour of the station with Metro Trains
Melbourne and PTV through the course of last year,
and they advised me that as part of the franchise
agreement there was going to be a major upgrade of
Flinders Street station. What I would like to know is
exactly how much of this money is new money and
how much has just been dragged out of that agreement.
Once again, it is shonky smoke and mirrors. That is all
it is.
What about our mate sitting opposite, the new Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, the star of the frontbench,
with his West Gate distributor? It is shovel ready and
ready to go, with no environment effects statement, no
cultural heritage study, no money for major works — a
set of traffic lights and she is underway! So much for a
shovel-ready project!
Of course it is all going to be funded by tolls. The
whole project is going to be funded by tolling
5000 trucks. It is interesting that the work by the port of
Melbourne indicates that the number is going to be
closer to 2000 trucks, so I would like to know where
the rest of the money is going to come from. Is it in the
business case, which nobody has seen? The minister is
not even sure whether a business case for his so-called
West Gate distributor actually exists.
Those opposite are going to take all the trucks off the
West Gate Bridge, but in order to do that they first have
to get them onto the West Gate Freeway. One can
imagine what will happen with people coming in from
Ballarat, Geelong, Hoppers Crossing and Point Cook: it
will get worse, and it will drag the minister under with
it because it is a dog of a project and has been since
day one. As that project goes to tender I wonder
whether those who are putting forward a bid will go
back through newspaper clippings and look at what the
current Minister for Roads and Road Safety said about
signing contracts, which was essentially, ‘We will
honour our contracts; any contracts signed will be
honoured by an incoming government’. The minister
will pay a premium for being dodgy and untrustworthy.
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There is no way known that the projects being talked
about today will come anywhere near the amount of job
creation that was going to occur had the projects I
mentioned earlier gone ahead. East–west link,
WestLink, the Melbourne rail link, the airport rail
link — a golden era for the state of Victoria has been
trashed by the incoming Labor government and with it
all the jobs associated with those projects.
The Minister for Industry talked during question time
about job losses in Victoria. She should know that there
is more to an ice-cream than just the cone; it needs to
have some ice-cream with it as well. I suggest she take
up the offer by the Leader of the Opposition to go out to
the Dairy Bell factory, sit down and have a talk to the
people there rather than letting her departmental staff
do all the work for her. What has occurred in relation to
the infrastructure projects going forward has been an
absolute tragedy for the state of Victoria. In terms of the
so-called West Gate distributor I would say that
perhaps by the middle of next year we might see some
serious work, but for construction jobs in the meantime
and for the people who will be coming from the north
of Australia out of the mining industry, this was going
to be a honey pot of construction work. That is a lost
opportunity.
As future generations look back at successive
governments in Victoria, this government will be
landed with the reputation of being the most reckless,
irresponsible and untrustworthy that has ever served the
state of Victoria. It has put itself first and the interests of
Victorians last, and we know what will occur in the
coming years. Our road network will grind to a halt,
and congestion will worsen. There is no doubt about it;
it has to occur. The freight task is going up, and
investment is going down — and the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety will be going down with it. He
is hiding behind his department. You do not see him
out on those country roads pointing at potholes and
telling us what he will do about them. It is an absolutely
disastrous scenario facing both public transport and
roads in the state of Victoria, and it is a great
disappointment for everybody who worked on those
projects.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I say from the
outset that government members will not be lectured to
by members of the Liberal Party and The Nationals
when it comes to broken promises, shovel-ready
projects, jobs, investment and confidence because for
four years the state had none of those things. How
inappropriate for the member for Euroa to state that The
Nationals support regional Victoria when we know for
a fact that The Nationals abandoned regional Victoria.
They did not even stand candidates in the electorates of
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Bendigo East and Bendigo West, so desperate were
they to win their seats where their Liberal mates were
challenging them.
As for shovels, it is really nice to see that members of
the Liberal Party and The Nationals have rediscovered
shovels after watching them go rusty for four years,
probably in the member for Polwarth’s shed. Those
shiny-handled shovels had not seen the light of day for
four years. Four years ago I sat on the opposite side of
the house, and I watched and waited for the Baillieu
government to reveal its plans for projects, jobs,
investment and growth in this state, particularly in
regional Victoria. We waited for the government to let
the people of Victoria know when it would grow
Victoria. We waited and waited, but all we saw was
stagnation, lack of energy, no direction and no plans to
grow jobs or investment, let alone a pipeline of
infrastructure. With the change of Premier during that
period we saw chaos in this house, and Victorians
wondered where the leadership of this state had
disappeared to. There was still no jobs plan and still no
plans to establish a pipeline of infrastructure.
If we fast-forward to last year and the lead-up to
November’s election, suddenly the Napthine
government came up with a plan to build a road that
would have cost too much and would have been a
financial burden on the taxpayers of Victoria for
decades to come. It was a project that did not stack up,
a project that even the experts said would not relieve
traffic congestion and would have made traffic worse
and a project that was so shrouded in secrecy and lack
of transparency that it was categorically rejected by the
people of Victoria on 29 November 2014. The
Liberal-Nationals coalition should never forget that.
The previous government sat back and did nothing
while unemployment across regional Victoria rose and
youth unemployment in regional Victoria reached
levels not seen for decades. This was a government that
failed to put in place any measure to support jobs
growth and exacerbated the youth unemployment crisis
by hacking into our TAFE sector and making it
impossible for many young people, particularly those in
regional Victoria, to get the skills and training they
need to get a job. Savage funding cuts to the training
system by the former Liberal government have
short-changed the future of thousands of Victorians.
This is not just a comment; it is a fact confirmed by the
Productivity Commission’s Report on Government
Services released just this year.
In my electorate and in regional Victoria more broadly
it is plain to see that the former government was not
only slow to get moving as a government but also failed
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to show leadership and direction. Across Bendigo there
was a slowing down of infrastructure growth, with
projects already established by the Labor government
being the previous government’s only projects, such as
the Bendigo Hospital, planned and started by Labor; the
Ulumbarra Theatre project, planned and started by
Labor; and the expansion of the Bendigo Art Gallery,
planned and started by Labor — to name just a few.
Public infrastructure spending under the
Liberal-Nationals government was cut by more than
5 per cent, and construction jobs were lost. The
4100 public service job cuts impacted on every single
department and every department’s capability. Then in
the former government’s last budget the truth was
revealed about what it really thought of regional
Victoria — with just 4 per cent of the funding for major
projects allocated to regional Victoria, where 25 per
cent of the population live. It also became very clear not
just to me but to the people in the Bendigo region that
cuts to funding for rail and road maintenance were
having a big impact. V/Line services on the Bendigo to
Melbourne line became increasingly strained over the
last four years, and the deterioration in the service was
evident to commuters, who constantly contacted my
office with complaints. Overcrowding, signal failures,
track failures and delayed or replacement services
became the norm. Cuts to V/Line maintenance funding
created a backlog of maintenance. The failure to order
new trains increased pressure on the system.
Roads across regional Victoria were left to deteriorate
under the Liberal-Nationals coalition government, with
$100 million being cut from roads maintenance in 2012
and 450 staff cut from VicRoads, including many
experienced engineers. The government tried to play
catch-up to maintain our regional roads, which had
deteriorated thanks to its own neglect, but it still failed
to provide enough funding for roads maintenance. Over
80 per cent of new roads funding in 2013 from the
Napthine government was being spent in Melbourne,
and regional road resurfacing targets remained lower
than in previous years.
Let me contrast all of the above with the last three
months. Since coming to office the Andrews Labor
government has been getting on with it. A pipeline of
infrastructure has been announced and is ready to go for
Bendigo: the new tech school; the agricultural farm
studies centre at Bendigo TAFE; the expansion of the
Bendigo Stadium; the duplication of Napier Street; the
construction of new schools; one I am particularly
proud of, the planning for a new school at Kalianna; the
expansion of Bendigo Senior Secondary College; the
mountain bike path at Harcourt; the Aspire precinct
project; improvements to our kindergartens; the funding
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commitment to the Passions and Pathways program and
the Career Horizons program, which are both projects
that will engage young people to enable their future
employment; and of course the Bendigo metro rail — a
project that will redefine how people move about our
great city. The metro rail project in Bendigo will create
an alternative public transport system for Bendigo — a
city that is growing rapidly and that can develop this
innovative transport network — that will build for this
future growth.
Unlike the previous government Labor developed its
plan for jobs early and in consultation with industry
representatives, manufacturers and small business
operators. Our $1 billion jobs fund will create
100 000 full-time jobs. The policy includes a
$100 million fund to provide payroll tax relief to
companies that hire young unemployed people,
retrenched workers or the long-term unemployed.
Labor will provide a $1000 payroll tax rebate to each
eligible worker hired by a company.
Our Back to Work legislation providing for the tax
incentive was our first priority in this new Parliament. It
is disappointing, to say the least, that this legislation is
being held up by the Liberals and The Nationals in the
other place. Why is this legislation so important?
Because this is about kickstarting the economy after
four years of stagnation. This is exactly the right thing
to do — rewarding and incentivising those companies
that give a young worker their first start and that give a
worker who has been retrenched or those who have
been unemployed for a long time a second chance;
something the Liberals and The Nationals have never
understood. We will also establish a special jobs
advisory panel, reporting directly to the Premier and
made up of senior business and industry leaders.
Our plan has been endorsed by the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry. Mark
Stone, the CEO, endorsed Labor’s plan. ABC News
online quotes the Premier as stating:
These are new grants, new programs, new policies and a new
culture.

It also reports:
Mr Stone said the jobs policy had an important and timely
focus on youth unemployment.
‘It focuses on our international engagement, a very, very
competitive strength in Victoria’, he said.
‘It focuses on some payroll tax relief and it talks about further
investment in regional Victoria, and that’s where we have the
highest level of youth unemployment’.
…
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‘We’re growing by 100 000 people every year, so a million
people every 10 years. So we’ve got to keep creating jobs’.

Every job is worth fighting for, and the future will not
happen by accident. We need to make things happen in
this state, and that is exactly what this Labor
government is getting on with.
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — It is with great
pleasure that I stand to make a contribution on this
matter of public importance today. It is about things
that are very close to my heart, as I come from regional
Victoria, but also close to the hearts of all those on this
side of the house. We are talking about jobs, investment
and confidence. There is nothing more important in this
state than investment and confidence, and the two
things that underpin jobs are certainly investment and
confidence.
If there is no confidence in the state government, then
investment will not occur. If there is no investment in
Victoria, then job creation will not occur and, worse
still, job losses will occur. As I said, confidence and
investment underpin job prospects in Victoria.
There are many factors, some outside the control of
government, that can influence confidence. Things like
the global financial crisis and the performance of the
economies of our trading partners are generally outside
the control of the Victorian government. However,
there are many things the state government can do and
many signals it can send which will have a direct
impact on confidence and investment.
Breaking promises or misleading the people of Victoria
by falsely claiming, prior to an election, that major
projects are shovel ready has killed the confidence and
willingness to invest in this state. Such statements will
have a direct impact on confidence and investment. I
would like to share with the house a quote from an
article in today’s Herald Sun that directly relates to the
fact that confidence has been undermined since this
government came to power. The article is about what
has been touched on earlier in the house today — the
job losses proposed at William Adams, which also has
an outlet in Traralgon in Gippsland.
The headline is ‘Victorian jobs in peril blamed on
east–west link’. It goes on to say:
A Victorian construction company has told staff it desperately
needs the east–west link or its employees could lose their
jobs.
Earthmoving equipment maker William Adams CAT has told
staff in an internal memo workers faced reduced hours,
redundancies and the closure of regional offices.
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‘In Victoria, we desperately need state and federal
infrastructure spending, in particular the proposed east–west
link development’, managing director Warren Young wrote
to staff in a letter sent out last week.
‘Unfortunately, with the change in government in Victoria
and the lack of support for previous planning, it is still unclear
what activities will proceed and when these are likely to
occur’.

That is a direct contradiction of what those opposite are
saying about shovel-ready projects. Companies in
Victoria have no confidence in the government when it
indicates shovel-ready projects are on the drawing
board and ready to go. The article continues:
The Herald Sun understands staff have been told up to
50 workers could be made redundant in the next week.
The company’s Docklands rental office will be closed, the
Geelong branch will be reduced in size and four sites in
Traralgon will be merged into two or three locations.
In the memo, dated 20 February, Mr Young said a nine-day
working fortnight would be introduced to ‘minimise the
number of redundancies’.
The reduced working hours would save 30 jobs but despite
this, Mr Young said redundancies would be needed …

This is concrete evidence that the spin and
misinformation of the government are having a huge
impact on the confidence of businesses in Victoria.
The creation of sovereign risk by threatening to tear up
legitimate and legally binding contracts is one of the
most irresponsible actions a government can take.
Threatening to introduce legislation so as to avoid
paying compensation, which is a normal condition in
any legally binding contract, is an absolute disgrace. I
would like to quote from an opinion piece written by
the member for Hawthorn and published in the Herald
Sun on Monday. It was a very good opinion piece.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
Mr BLACKWOOD — It was written by the
member for Kew. I apologise to the member for
Hawthorn; I should have realised the member for
Hawthorn would not have had the intelligence to
produce such a great article! The member for Kew
wrote a fantastic opinion piece that ran in the Herald
Sun on Monday. It reads:
Andrews said on 3AW: ‘I didn’t sign these contracts’. True,
Premier, you didn’t, but any sensible First World government
knows you ought to be bound by contractual obligations of
your predecessors, in the same way the Napthine government
was bound by the disastrous myki and desalination plant
contracts of the previous Labor government.
The popular thing to do was to walk away from the mess, but
the coalition did the right thing and persevered with the
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projects in the interests of the state’s finances and business
confidence.

That indicates very clearly that the Napthine and
Baillieu governments did the right thing by the state of
Victoria in honouring contracts that were entered into
by the Brumby government. It goes on to say:
If the Andrews government tries to escape its contractual
obligations by using legislation, it will have forever
undermined the consistency and predictability which
underpins the confidence private citizens and businesses
require when dealing with the Victorian government.
There is no way Andrews can escape paying substantial
compensation to the east–west link consortium, despite his
misleading statements to the contrary before the state election,
without taking the extraordinary step of using the Parliament,
like a Third World despot, to rescind Victoria’s obligation.
Legal advice, released by the shadow Treasurer, from Allan
Myers, QC, shows the contract is binding and the previous
government had full authority to enter into the contracts.
Andrews is proving he has no understanding of our economy
and how vital confidence, particularly from international
investors, is to our future growth.
If he goes down this path, then Victorians will experience the
adverse ramifications for years to come.

The hypocrisy of the government knows no bounds.
Labor’s policy document Platform 2014, published
prior to the recent state election, is a very good example
of just that. It states:
Our major projects should be governed by our priorities, not
our politics.

But Labor played politics with the east–west link. That
project was identified by Sir Rod Eddington in an
assessment produced for the Labor government of the
time as a major piece of infrastructure, critical for the
economy and for the future livability of Melbourne. But
Labor played politics and walked away from it. It is
absolute hypocrisy.
Labor’s policies across the board are having an
unprecedented negative impact on jobs in my region. I
have mentioned William Adams CAT at Traralgon, but
there will also be job losses at the Shire of Baw Baw.
The council has just announced a major restructure of
its organisation that will lead to at least 35 redundancies
and involve reducing four departments to three. There
are two major reasons this action has been forced on the
council. The first is the cap on municipal rates being
enforced by the state government. This has stifled the
shire’s ability to control its own destiny and provide
services that the community demands and is entitled to
expect. The second is the failure of the government to
maintain the country roads and bridges program, which
was introduced by the Baillieu government. That
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program has provided $160 million over the last four
years for the 40 smallest local government areas. The
councils were each provided with $1 million per year
over the last four years to spend on roads and bridges
that they prioritise for the most urgent attention.
Labor says it is going to replace this program with a
$1 billion country roads maintenance fund. Labor is
also going to centralise the way these funds are spent
and not allow councils to prioritise their own projects.
This is a typical city-centric decision, for which Labor
governments are renowned. Labor also fails to highlight
that this is $1 billion over eight years — only
$125 million per year. In the last budget the coalition
allocated over $500 million to country road
maintenance. Labor is going to cut country roads
funding.
In conclusion, the actions of this hypocritical,
irresponsible and reckless government are killing
investment and confidence in this state, and this is
leading to massive job losses. Labor’s lies and deceit
are unforgivable. The people of Victoria will not
forgive, and they will definitely not forget.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I oppose this matter
of public importance placed before the house today by
the opposition. What absolute gall this opposition has to
talk about infrastructure. Members of the Captain
Snooze of Australian jurisdictions come in here and tell
us we are doing it but that it is after 87 days and we are
too slow. They had four years in government and did
nothing. They were the ones snoozing. We are the ones
doing.
Let us have a look at what the dysfunctional
Liberal-Nationals government did in the four long,
dark, lost years under Baillieu, Napthine and Ryan. The
previous government was so dysfunctional that it had a
leader and then it got rid of that leader. It got another
leader, and the people got rid of that leader. Now the
opposition has a new leader. The coalition has leaders
all over the place. The former government was so
dysfunctional it could not even get its act together, so
for four years the state of Victoria stopped — it stood
still. There was no activity other than the activity when
the ministers went out into the electorates and cut
ribbons. They cut ribbons on 2010, 2011 and 2012
Labor projects; the tail end of Labor projects that they
never initiated, that they opposed, that they never even
thought in their wildest dreams could ever be done here
in Victoria. They cut our ribbons.
But then it stopped. We will be in government over the
next four years but how many ribbons of theirs are we
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going to cut? Absolutely zero. None whatsoever. Not
one!
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker. I am sure
it is not the intention of the member for Melton to
mislead the house but I remember the Minister for
Health cutting the ribbon on the Frankston — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood knows that is not a point of order.
Mr NARDELLA — The Royal Children’s Hospital
was our project. The ribbon on the 12 dental chairs out
at Melton that was cut by the previous Minister for
Health was our project. When the Sunshine Hospital
was opened by the previous Minister for Health, not
one Labor member in a Labor area was invited. The
regional rail link was a project of this government and
the Gillard government. The list goes on.
Let us remember what the slogan and the mantra for the
Liberal Party was before the 2010 election. What was
it? Was it ‘Fix the leadership. Sign the dodgy contract’?
That is a no. Was it ‘Fix the maverick MP. Save the
government’? No. Was it ‘Fix the Speaker. Save the
ministerial driver’? — especially for The Nationals.
Never get between a Nationals MP and a white car and
its driver. But that was not the mantra. The mantra
was — what was it, I ask honourable members on the
other side of the house? Anything?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — You do not know. You are too
ashamed. It was ‘Fix the problems. Build the future’.
What a future it was! Those opposite cannot say the
slogan they went to the election on because they are so
ashamed of that slogan. That is because they never put
in place what it promised.
The coalition government never put in place the
infrastructure we needed in Victoria. It could not even
get it right in four years. We had members here today
making things up. They get their briefing notes from
their staffers. The Deputy Leader of The Nationals just
went through their list. The food bowl modernisation
project would never have been achieved under a
Liberal-Nationals government. Two billion dollars
worth of upgrades in the food bowl of Victoria would
never have been done and has never been done by a
Liberal government, and yet its members come in here
and criticise us for doing the things that are needed for
this state.
Then we have the regional rail link, a great Labor
project. For two years those opposite said, ‘It is over
budget, it is going to take longer, the Labor Party has
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stuffed it up’. Then we had them saying that it was
going to come in under budget, and it was going to take
a shorter period of time. Yet what we now find is that
they did not build enough rolling stock. We would have
opened the regional rail link next month but we cannot
because they were so incompetent. The Captain Snooze
government of the century was so incompetent that it
did not build enough rolling stock so we have to wait
until June to open the regional rail link and assist the
member for Geelong and her constituents to come into
the city via a much faster route.
What is this government getting on with? In the 87 days
we have been in office we have done more than that
slothful, lazy opposition, when it was in government,
had four years to do. We have established the Level
Crossings Removal Authority and the metro rail
authority. We are not going to build a railway tunnel to
nowhere or a railway tunnel to Crown Casino to look
after our mates. No, this is the real metro tunnel. We
have allocated $30 million to the Murray Basin rail
upgrade. They talk about it; The Nationals talk about it.
They had four years to put it in place, but in our 87 days
in government we have allocated the money to actually
build it.
We do not talk about it; we build it. We have
announced planning for suburban roads, we have
announced the country roads and bridges program and
we have outlined an unsolicited bids process and
framework. We have established the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, and the list goes on,
but that list of announcements I outlined to the house
were made just in the last seven days. Those
announcements are to build the infrastructure of the
future, not to build the mattress and bed of the future so
that the Captain Snoozes on the other side of the house
can go to bed and sleep. Our announcements are about
building the infrastructure that Victorians need and
deserve. The Labor Party culture is one of hard work,
and everyone on this side of the house understands hard
work. They are out there working every day of the
week. The Premier and the ministers are out there
working every day of the week to create jobs and build
infrastructure for the future. We are not asleep at the
wheel.
The departure lounge of ex-ministers is on the other
side of the house. They could not even do one thing.
Where is the Avalon rail line? It is not there. Was that a
promise? It might have been a core promise; it might
have been a non-core promise. They had four years and
what did they do? There was a press release for the
Avalon rail line. What did they do about Doncaster
rail? They issued a press release. What did they do
about Rowville rail? They delivered a press release.
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What did they do about Southland station? I will tell the
house what they did: they delivered a press release.
They promised a $1 billion upgrade of Flinders Street
station. What did they deliver? A press release. This
was a hopeless government led by hopeless Premiers,
and they have been put in the dustbin of history.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to support the
matter of public importance. Clearly my focus is going
to be on the shovel-ready east–west link given that the
feeder road into that — EastLink — runs a certain way
through my electorate, as does the Eastern Freeway.
My community is directly affected by this attempt to
cancel a shovel-ready project with the loss of 3700 jobs
at the eastern end and the loss of 3000 jobs at the
western end. It is extraordinary to hear from members
of the government their warped interpretation of a
shovel-ready project. The east–west link project had
undergone the expressions of interest (EOI) stage, it
had undergone geotechnical work, it had undergone the
concept design and early planning required to prepare
for a tender to be called, and indeed it had undergone
the tender submission process, and a tender had been
awarded. All these processes were in line with the
schedule applied subsequent to the allocation of
funding in the 2013–14 budget. For the education of
those opposite, that is a shovel-ready project.
If we compare that project with the West Gate
distributor project, we see that the EOI stage of the
latter project is just starting. We then start to see how
out of touch this government is and how embarrassing
it is for it to announce something as shovel-ready when
it does not have the slightest idea what shovel ready
means. It does not have a basic understanding of
design, planning or construction processes, and that
explains why Labor stuffed up so many projects when
it was last in government. It is absolutely embarrassing.
Returning to the east–west link project, let us not forget
that the no-tolls road — sorry, the toll road, is the
feeder road into the Eastern Freeway and into what
would have been the east–west link, which is why there
is a subsequent need for it.
On the subject of broken promises, prior to the election
the Premier said that ripping up contracts would be
irresponsible. He even wrote to the then Premier and
said that if elected Labor would ‘honour valid, legally
binding projects’. In 2005 — 10 years ago — he spoke
in this very house about ripping up the EastLink
contracts. He said it would be an act of ‘fundamental
vandalism’, that it would be ‘reckless’. He even used
the words ‘sovereign risk’ in that context. We have a
bloke who says one thing, and then attempts to do
another. He changes his mind depending on which way
the wind is blowing. He said those things in 2005, and
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now as Premier he is on the record as saying he will
tear up the contract for a major road project when he
knows that action is reckless, that it is an act of
fundamental vandalism and is an issue of sovereign
risk — but he will tear the contract up.
Did the risk disappear? Did the act of vandalism
disappear? Did it suddenly become not reckless? Did
the risk suddenly become lower just because he became
Premier? We have a Premier who accepts that his
behaviour, leadership and actions are in fact reckless,
constitute vandalism and pose a risk to this state from a
sovereign perspective. It is not every day that you see a
Premier acknowledge that his actions are reckless, but
that is essentially what he has done by stating one thing
in this house in the past, then coming into government
and stating the complete opposite. He is totally
untrustworthy. If what he said back in 2005 with regard
to the irresponsible tearing up of contracts were true,
then we have a Premier who does not have the courage
of his convictions. He was telling porkies to Victorians.
It would have been safer for him if he had pleaded the
Fifth Amendment, but he did not. He has totally
contradicted himself, saying one thing earlier and
another thing later.
A Treasurer worth his salt would put Victoria first and
seek to assure financiers and investors in our state that
we are a safe place to invest in and a safe place to do
business. But no, we have a Treasurer and a Premier —
in fact a whole government — who say, ‘Don’t trust
Victoria. Don’t trust that we will honour our contracts.
Don’t trust that we will honour our commitments’.
This relates to opportunity cost. When a financier or
business considers what they will invest in, they look at
the next best opportunity and they ask, ‘What are we
willing to forgo in order to make this investment?’. The
financiers, contractors and subcontractors involved in
bidding for work on the east–west link were
considering the opportunity cost: considering the
funding for the project in the 2013–14 state budget,
considering the schedule of events for the tender
process and the geotechnical work, and considering the
commitments that were being given. They made a
determination that they would take the risk to put funds
into that project as opposed to the opportunity to put
funds into an alternative project. That is how the issue
of risk relates to this state: Victoria is now exposed to
risk because who will trust a Premier who says one
thing one day and says another thing the next day? He
is trying to protect himself and his party from the rise of
the Greens in inner city seats, and therefore he is
willing to put Victoria at risk in order to save himself
and his party. You cannot take him seriously. His word
is not his bond. He says one thing and does another.

CEMETERIES AND CREMATORIA AMENDMENT (VETERANS REFORM) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

We need to look at the issue of jobs and economic
output. Today’s Herald Sun says it all: at William
Adams CAT staff are facing redundancies, a reduction
in hours and the closure of regional offices. Another
company, which is in Ringwood in my electorate, has
exactly the same problem. That is what it is facing.
Instead of growing its business, growing employment
and outsourcing the manufacturing of materials, trucks
and the like, it is facing doing nothing. It is facing lost
opportunity. It is wondering where its opportunity, its
jobs and its future lies because of this project being
scrapped.
Members opposite have no idea. We need only look at
the last time the Australian Council of Trade Unions
(ACTU), under Bob Hawke, tried to start a business. If
you want to look that up, google ‘ACTU Solo’. It was a
debacle, and that is the problem. Those opposite do not
have business experience, they have not employed
people and they do not understand what is involved in
any aspect of business.
In terms of the 3000 jobs on the east–west link, I know
of tradies, independent contractors, small business and
medium business operators who were looking forward
to being able to employ more people, expand their
business and grow opportunities for people. As
somebody who began three entrepreneurial start-ups
that have actually been successful, I know — —
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their families. The rug has been pulled out from under
them.
I recently saw a picture of a herd of cattle behind the
Premier. I must admit that I thought it was a caucus
meeting. Let me say that the only thing that is shovel
ready for this government is the endless piles of male
bovine manure. That is the only thing that is shovel
ready for this government. It has no idea. It does not
care, and it will put Victoria at risk for its own ends.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to support the
member for Warrandyte’s matter of public importance
and set right some of the history that has been rewritten
during this debate, particularly in relation to my
electorate. The Murray Basin rail project was
developed under the previous government and was
shovel ready — in fact the shovel had already been
used. Of the $230 million that was budgeted for the
project, $10 million had been spent during the term of
the former government to upgrade the Hopetoun rail
line. The $30 million announced by the current
government was phase 2 of that project to do urgent
pre-standardisation maintenance on the Mildura line.
Those projects are shovel ready, and the government
has moved the maintenance money on the Mildura line
to the next financial year, which is pushing back urgent
maintenance work. I dearly hope there are no
derailments over the next few months while we wait for
that money to be available in the next budget.

Mr Pesutto interjected.
Ms RYALL — That is exactly right. I know what it
is like to create the opportunity for employees to
flourish and succeed and provide for their families. The
unions are no longer even sticking up for their
members. They put Labor first, their members second
and Victoria last. We have a whole bunch of people —
union members — who no longer have the opportunity
for a job on the east–west link, which is a shovel-ready
project.
Mr Pesutto — Deserting their own people.
Ms RYALL — Deserting their own people —
absolutely. Where are they now? Where are the union
leaders who helped elect this government but who have
now deserted their members? Those members no
longer have the opportunity to get the job that was
going to take them forward. Those union leaders are
silent, and I look opposite and see that the members
there are absolutely silent as well. I am hearing from
those union members that they have been deserted.
They were looking forward to having job prospects and
opportunities and they were looking forward to feeding

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McCurdy) —
Order! The time for the matter of public importance has
expired.

CEMETERIES AND CREMATORIA
AMENDMENT (VETERANS REFORM)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise in support of
the Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment (Veterans
Reform) Bill 2015. This is an incredibly important year
for us to be not only discussing this bill but also acting
on these types of important issues. Those members who
have been watching the wonderful Channel 9
miniseries starring the brilliant young Australian actor,
Kodi Smit-McPhee, will have noticed just how young
these men were. I say ‘men’ because at that stage it was
only men who were sent to the front. Kodi was 17
when this series was shot, the same age as the character
he portrays. When we watch that series, it is a chilling
reminder to us of the naive youth who loved their
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country so much that they were willing to make the
supreme sacrifice.
This bill ensures that there will be continued respect
paid to the cremated remains of veterans who have
served Australia in the armed forces through the ages.
The important thing is that we care for them well after
they are dead and buried, or cremated, and respect their
wishes and those of their families, as well as
acknowledging the wonderful service that they gave to
this country. There is nothing more important to the
families and friends of a loved one than to know where
they are buried or cremated, but also how that site is
maintained and how this will follow through in the
generations to come.
It is important that we secure this part of our history for
the future, particularly for those who served and died
for our country — our veterans, who put their lives on
the line and, as I said, made the supreme sacrifice. It
would be remiss of us as a wider community not to give
them their due respect. This issue flared up a few years
ago, when orange stickers were being put on grave sites
or on plaques saying that the 25-year tenure had
expired. One of those stickers was put on my mother’s
plaque. The cemeteries trust had not been able to
contact my father, who at that stage was in a nursing
home. I turned up at my mother’s grave one day and
sure enough there was an orange sticker on it. I
immediately paid the bill to convert it to a perpetuity
tenure. I note we are talking about $400-odd for
veterans, but I paid over $4000 at Springvale to have
my mother’s ashes and her rose bush put there in
perpetuity.
One of the stories that came out at that time was that of
Digger R. T. Jeffery. He was from the 13th Light Horse
Regiment and died in 1957. Obviously he did not die of
war wounds and lived a relatively lengthy life. I did
some digging, pardon the pun, on Digger Jeffery and
his is a very interesting story. The 13th Light Horse
Regiment was formed at Broadmeadows in 1915. With
a number like 13, it is easy to imagine that the regiment
quickly became known as the ‘Devil’s Own’ regiment.
The regiment left Australia at the end of May 1915 and
disembarked in Egypt at the end of June 1915. The
regiment was to go to Gallipoli, but it was discovered
that it was not an ideal place to take the horses so the
soldiers were deployed without their horses.
That was in September 1915, so for most of its time the
regiment manned the trenches at Lone Pine. They
returned to Egypt and proceeded to France where they
were sent to the Western Front. They did traffic control,
they did rear area security and prisoner escort tasks and
also the more traditional cavalry role of reconnaissance.
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They played an incredibly important part in the war, but
one can only imagine — going back to the series if you
have been watching Gallipoli — how young and how
scared these men, boys in some circumstances, were. I
think we owe it to people like Digger Jeffery to make
sure their remains are treated with respect. I think we
owe it to them to make sure that we never, ever forget
where they have come from and the price that so many
of them paid. We hope that those veterans who came
back and led long and happy lives are also paid due
respect.
This bill ensures that all the cremated remains, in this
case those that have orange stickers, are treated with
respect and that the cemeteries trust for that facility
keep them where they are in perpetuity or move them
and any nearby family members — again, out of
respect to the family — to a more suitable place, but as
a family unit. This is good legislation. It is something
the former Minister for Health, David Davis, introduced
during the last parliamentary term. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
some comments on the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015. I say at the
outset that there are cemeteries which are
multimillion-dollar businesses across Victoria as well
as cemeteries in very small rural and regional areas that
are run largely by volunteers, who maintain those
places, particularly when burials or cremations are no
longer occurring. As a past trustee of the Banyule
Cemetery Trust, which was some time ago now in my
days in local government, I know that many local
councils play a role as trustee of cemeteries across
Victoria.
I worked with the Premier in his role previously as the
Parliamentary Secretary for Health on a complete
rewrite and reform of the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Act in the early 2000s, from around 2003 to 2005. A lot
of that work was designed to bring modern practice to
the way in which cemeteries and crematoria operated,
to make sure that there was greater governance and
accountability across the sector and to ensure
cemeteries were far more responsive to community
expectations, concerns and needs. We have seen, with
the amalgamation of cemetery trusts and the way in
which they are governed across Victoria, a better sense
of accountability and also a better sense of how they are
managed on behalf of the community.
Issues have now risen in relation to the veteran reforms
that are included in this bill, and there is now a greater
opportunity for them to be dealt with by the Parliament.
We can also give greater direction to the cemetery
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trusts, which had different governance arrangements
introduced by the Bracks government, to provide a
greater level of accountability and ensure that cemetery
trusts are reflective of the community’s expectations.
In relation to veterans, I want to touch on a personal
example. A great uncle of mine, Barney Long, who was
my grandmother’s brother, served as a 15-year-old at
Tobruk and also in New Guinea during World War
II. His remains are interred in a cemetery for which the
Southern Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust is responsible.
When we reflect on some clauses in the bill and what
we are trying to do with them, we remember those who
have gone before us and who made those sacrifices. In
many cases they do not have family members to watch
over their remains to make sure they are respected and
to ascertain whether their right to interment in
perpetuity has been determined in the past. The
community is interested in there being longer term
plans in place to respect the rights and the memory of
veterans. With the changes proposed in these veterans
reforms, which form part of the amendments made in
this bill, we will provide opportunity and direction to
give comfort to families and communities, but we will
also give clear instruction and advice to cemetery trusts
around Victoria.
The bill ensures that there is provision for the
conversion of a right of interment of cremated human
remains of deceased identified veterans from a
25-tenure to interment in perpetuity. There is also
provision for the reinterment of the cremated human
remains of deceased identified veterans and their family
members in specified circumstances.
Having visited the Rats of Tobruk memorial in a
cemetery in the southern metropolitan area, I know that
these are great memorials that reflect a different time
and different circumstances. They are places that to this
day are revered and provide an opportunity for different
generations to visit and pay their respects. In reflecting
on the amendments proposed in the bill, I took the
opportunity to pause and think about family members
who have gone before, as I am sure we all have in this
place. They may well have returned from overseas
service in past conflicts, but their status as veterans and
how that is respected and commemorated remains very
important to us.
A lot of work has been done on the way in which
cemeteries are managed and this is reflected in previous
legislation on these matters. Considering the
amendments in the bill has allowed us to reflect on the
community’s concerns that veterans remains be treated
respectfully and that cemetery trustees act responsibly
as custodians of those remains. Some speakers in the
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debate have commented on the practice of placing
stickers on grave sites to warn of the impending expiry
of a 25-year tenure. It can be difficult for cemetery
trustees to locate family members of the deceased,
particularly as they do not necessarily visit the
cemeteries.
It is difficult for trustees, even with their best efforts, to
try to find answers and advocates in the community
who may not necessarily be family members but who
will take the interests of veterans and others into
account. It is a difficult task, but I think the Parliament
is seeking to respond to the community’s concerns in
relation to these matters and to make sure there are
provisions in place that give greater powers to trustees
to manage these issues, as well as giving them greater
direction.
One of the examples that has been cited in the media
recently and that has been discussed going back to 2011
relates to ashes and plaques that can be removed and
disposed of after 25 years. This raises concerns about
who in the community is undertaking advocacy and
taking on custodianship in relation to these matters. The
bill seeks to address a number of those issues. I wish to
also draw attention to the fact that, while there is a
capacity and the provision of resources for larger
cemetery trusts to manage these issues, there will need
to be continued communication and support provided to
very small and volunteer cemetery trustees, particularly
in smaller rural communities, in relation to how they
manage some of these issues.
I know from past work in which I dealt with a lot of the
appointments around cemetery trustees that a lot of
these people volunteer their time, and we are very
fortunate that they do so. They are maintaining gardens
and maintaining public places and spaces that for many
people can often be forgotten. It is important for us to
provide them with the support they need to maintain
these sites in perpetuity to give families some level of
comfort that these matters are respected by the
Parliament.
There are different arrangements in place for some of
our larger metropolitan cemeteries, and there are
resources available to them to fulfil the wishes of the
Parliament in relation to this legislation. I note that
through the amendments being put forward we are
seeking to make sure that we are responding to the
community’s concerns about veterans whose remains
have a limited tenure. We wish to ensure that under the
act such remains will stay in Victorian cemeteries in
perpetuity.

CEMETERIES AND CREMATORIA AMENDMENT (VETERANS REFORM) BILL 2015
450

ASSEMBLY

There are no particular concerns about the way in
which trustees seek to manage these issues in the public
interest. Our concern has been about giving trustees
greater direction about veterans remains and what the
community’s expectations are on how these issues
should be managed. What is being put forward in these
proposed legislative amendments builds on the work
that the Bracks Labor government began when it
reformed the cemeteries and crematoria sector by
making sure there were stronger accountabilities and
governance arrangements in place to manage not only
our cemeteries but also the significant resources —
financial and otherwise — that they have.
It is important in the amalgamation of a lot of our
cemetery trusts to provide a greater critical mass in
terms of the way in which they are governed and
managed across Victoria, including the associated land
management issues. We now have trustees who are not
volunteers but who are remunerated by the Victorian
taxpayer, and I think we now have a greater level of
widespread skills and diversity in the appointment of
cemetery trustees for some of these most significant
places, including those where we have also had
investment in memorials that relate to past conflicts in
which people have served.
I commend the amendments in the bill, and I also note
that the bill builds on the reforms of the Bracks
government in this area.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015. The
Nationals, in coalition, are supporting this legislation.
The bill amends the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act
2003 to provide for the conversion of a right of
interment for interring cremated human remains of
deceased identified veterans for 25 years to a perpetual
right of interment and to provide for the reinterment of
cremated human remains of deceased identified
veterans and their families in specific circumstances.
I think this is a worthy piece of legislation, and it has
been supported and well discussed already during this
debate. However, I think there is a need to be very clear
about the guidelines for cemetery trusts in this
legislation. In country areas cemetery trusts are
voluntary, and although they may claim expenses in
order to make their cemetery trust work, most do not.
So there is some work required here, particularly in the
scenario where the holder of a right of interment cannot
be contacted, because appropriate decisions must be
made about the veteran’s cremated remains. In may be
necessary to move them around or to reinter them and
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so on. I think there need to be clear guidelines for our
cemetery trustees.
At this point I would like to pay tribute to the work that
has been done by those in my electorate around
unmarked war graves. In particular the RSL in my
electorate has worked hard with the state and federal
veterans affairs departments, and Ken Wright, a former
member of the other place, has set about marking the
graves of World War I and World War II soldiers that
have remained unmarked for some time. This is a very
worthy program and one that involves considerable
expense. It has had a great deal of support. I would like
to pay tribute to those who are doing that in my
electorate as people in this centenary year of Gallipoli
start to reconnect with their relations who may have
been veterans and to locate their graves and pay tribute
to their lives.
This is good legislation. It needs a little bit of clarity to
avoid putting pressure on those willing people who give
their time to run our country cemeteries. With those
words, I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is a pleasure
to speak on the Cemeteries and Crematoria
Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015. I would like
to acknowledge the bipartisan support of this bill in the
house and the reflections made by members who have
contributed to the debate. I want to also note that this
bill has significant support from stakeholders, including
the Returned and Services League and many of the
voluntary public cemeteries, which number some 490.
Many of the cemeteries are supported by volunteers in
our community who dedicate their time.
The original bill allows for either a perpetual tenure or a
limited tenure of 25 years for cremated human remains.
The 25-year tenure element of the bill has created the
uncertainty which has led to where we are today. In a
modern context where people are quite transient and
live across the country and across the world, you can
always get in touch with family members when a
25-year tenure comes to an end. The issue that arose
was that an orange sticker, which effectively gives
warning to families that there is a need to address that
25-year tenure, was placed on a site at the Southern
Metropolitan Cemeteries Trust in Springvale. It is quite
an abrupt way of notifying families. It leads to
uncertainty for families and could lead to a
circumstance where the remains of servicemen and
women will be basically scattered throughout the
cemetery gardens and the memorial removed. It is a
cause of great concern and heartache for families.
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It is great that this bill will strengthen our commitment
to preserving the memory and legacy of our servicemen
and women, and it is fitting that this bill has been
brought forward in the year of the Anzac centenary,
which is such a significant event for our community. In
Mordialloc the legacy of our servicemen and women is
honoured not only by our RSLs but also by our schools.
It is great to see our schools and our younger
generations looking to support our communities.
This bill will address significant concerns by effectively
tightening up those requirements to allow the perpetual
tenure to continue. It will convert the interment tenure
status from limited to permanent and will thus create a
legacy for our families. I reflect on my own family. My
grandfather, Noel Richardson, served during World
War II in the United Kingdom as a gunner in Lancaster
bombers. He has a memorial at the Springvale
cemetery. I cannot get there very often, but it is
something that I reflect on personally with fond
memories. It is something that Nan and my family are
very proud of. I am glad that for families like mine, and
the others that have been referred to in the house, those
legacies will be preserved.
It is also fitting when we commemorate the centenary
of Anzac to consider that at the time the Australian
federation was newly formed and the nation had a
population of about 5 million. There were
420 000 enlistments. One in 11 people was caught up in
the conflict, with significant casualties on all sides.
During World War II, 62 000 lives were lost and
156 000 armed forces members wounded. That is a
significant number of people who sacrificed their time
and in many cases much more for our country.
I wish to reflect on the urgency of this bill and why it
has come forward now. Digger R. T. Jeffrey of the
13th Light Horse Regiment passed away in 1957. It
was an orange sticker placed on his memorial stating
that the tenure of the memorial had expired that brought
about the need for this change. Thankfully the cemetery
trust and particularly the volunteers held off and did not
take any action regarding his memorial. They waited
for the government to bring forward legislation before
they made a decision. I acknowledge and commend the
work of our public cemeteries and, in particular, the
volunteers.
It has taken some time to get the bill to where it is now,
given that the issues surfaced in 2011. I am thankful for
the assurance from the opposition that this bill will pass
through the house and will create that much-needed
certainty. It is important to reflect on the contributions
of our servicemen and women. In my electorate of
Mordialloc I was recently given the opportunity to
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reflect on The Fallen by Margaret Diggerson. The
book’s publication was supported by federal grants, and
it focuses on the 59 servicemen from the Chelsea and
Carrum region who served during World War II. At
that time it had been only 25 years since the Frankston
train line was extended from Mentone to Frankston. At
that stage Chelsea was either a holiday town or a
farming location. I wanted to reflect on her work in
acknowledging and celebrating those servicemen and
women.
We need to remember the sacrifices and contributions
that were made in the two world wars. The work of this
bill will complement the Anzac centenary grants
programs and create a fantastic legacy. I offer my
support and also pay tribute to the ongoing work of our
RSLs in the lead-up to the centenary of Anzac,
particularly the Chelsea RSL, which has attracted
hundreds and hundreds of people to its dawn service
over the last few years and is expecting to have to block
off Station Street and possibly even extend across the
train line onto the Nepean Highway this year. I am
thankful to be able to take back to my RSLs the
certainty that has been created for the preservation of
veterans’ cremated remains through this bill. I also
acknowledge the Mentone RSL and the
Cheltenham-Moorabbin RSL for their work. They will
also will conduct marches and events this year. I
commend the bill to the house and thank everyone
involved.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It gives me great
pleasure to join the debate on the Cemeteries and
Crematoria Amendment (Veterans Reform) Bill 2015. I
think all of us in this house were horrified in 2011 by
the Herald Sun reports of the proposed treatment of the
remains of a veteran at Springvale cemetery, leading to
calls from one of the then trustees for legislative
change. It is disappointing that because of the disarray
of the legislative program in the last Parliament the bill
did not proceed due to time constraints, despite being
second-read in both houses. I am pleased that this
government has reintroduced it.
Although it has been delayed, it is fitting that the bill be
introduced in this the centenary of Anzac year when the
community’s consciousness of the contribution of our
veterans has never been higher. It has never been higher
in my lifetime or in the lifetime of this nation with the
exception of the time of the two world wars. There are
many commemorative ceremonies and activities taking
place across the state, and I commend the member for
Wendouree, in particular, for her work on the
committee in ensuring that those important
commemorations take place.
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I am very privileged to represent an electorate that has
some very active RSL sub-branches: Whittlesea,
Hurstbridge and Diamond Creek-Doreen. Formerly my
electorate included the Epping RSL, whose members I
worked with very closely. I want to say a few words
about the Epping RSL sub-branch and a former
member for the federal seat of McEwen. Peter Cleland
was a great mentor of mine, a national serviceman and
a fantastic member of Parliament. Sadly, we lost Peter a
few years ago to motor neurone disease. As well as
being a mentor to me, he was an incredibly active
community member following his retirement from
Parliament. One of his community activities was that of
vice-president of the Epping RSL sub-branch.
One of the first things that Peter raised with me was the
importance of showing respect for our war dead and
our veterans once they have passed. He told me a
horrific story of something that can occur when proper
record keeping, proper respect and proper legislative
frameworks are not in place.
The commissioners who were running the City of
Whittlesea in the 1990s and the council that followed
them forced the RSL sub-branch to move from the
Epping Memorial Hall to its new location in Harvest
Home Road, which its members are very happy with.
There was a beautiful rose garden by the Epping
Memorial Hall. The families of many members of that
RSL sub-branch had scattered in the rose garden the
remains of their loved ones who were veterans.
Although the bill before the house does not cover that
matter, it shows the horror that people can feel when
remains are not taken care of and not looked after.
When the relocation occurred, the rose garden was dug
up. There was no discussion or consultation with even
members of the Epping RSL sub-branch, let alone the
members of the families of the veterans. That was a
great lesson that Peter Cleland taught me. The president
of the Epping RSL sub-branch, Herb Mason, continues
to be a great advocate for living returned servicemen
and for those who have passed.
The RSL sub-branches at Whittlesea and Hurstbridge
do a similarly great job. Despite being one of the
newest sub-branches, Diamond Creek has altered its
membership and coverage rules to become the
Diamond Creek-Doreen sub-branch, in recognition of
the growth to the north. On Remembrance Day last
year at Laurimar Primary School I saw one of the best
examples of a new and active community. It was the
first school in the country to have its own memorial in
partnership with an RSL sub-branch. The unveiling of
the memorial was promoted only through the school
newsletter and on Facebook. On that evening in
November there were some 3000 people there. That
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sub-branch plans to have a dawn service this year, and I
have no doubt that there will be many thousands of
people at it. Given that there was just word of mouth
and very little formal notification, it shows just how
much members of that community want to pay respect
to our fallen.
I note also that there are other historic war memorials in
the Yan Yean electorate, at Plenty and Yarrambat. Last
week I visited Yarrambat Primary School, and I was
told that an avenue of honour is being established in the
school grounds. Seedlings from the Gallipoli peninsula
will be planted so that there is a tree in recognition of
each local from the district who attended the school and
was involved in that conflict. Those are examples of
commemoration in my own electorate. The community
greeted the information about the situation in 2011 with
horror, given the fact that the cremated remains of our
returned servicemen and women were not being taken
care of adequately through legislation.
My grandfather, Eric Reginald Eugene Green, served in
the Australian Imperial Force. He enlisted during
World War I but fortunately was not deployed overseas
because that conflict had ceased. Despite being a farmer
and father of six, he enlisted again during World
War II. His body is interred with that of my
grandmother in the cemetery at Tarnagulla. His
gravestone has that beautiful rising sun emblem on it so
that people know that he was one who served our
country. Not all returned servicepeople and their
families make that choice, and I am pleased that the
legislation provides an additional threshold of respect
for the remains of our servicemen and women and how
they are treated.
In short, the bill reflects a response to community
concerns about the cremated remains of veterans.
Previously there was limited tenure for those remains in
public cemeteries. The bill ensures that cemetery trusts
will not be able to have them scattered at the end of
their tenure. As earlier speakers have said, the bill
continues legislative reforms made previously under the
Bracks government. It is really important that we pay
respect to our veterans, as the bill does, and that we are
forward looking in how we manage cemeteries and
crematoria.
That is a particular difficulty with growing populations.
I know that there has been a massive expansion of the
Yan Yean cemetery due to the growth in that corridor.
That cemetery, on the edge of the Whittlesea township,
needs to be further expanded. Available land and burial
and interment sites are an issue for cemetery trusts. It is
important that as legislators we provide the appropriate
legislation and regulations to advise those trustees and
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give every member of the community certainty about
the remains of their loved ones, in particular those who
over many decades have served our country. We
remember them particularly this year, in the centenary
of Anzac.
I commend the Minister for Health for bringing this bill
back speedily, given that the earlier bill was not dealt
with in the previous Parliament. I commend the work of
the departmental officers and the minister’s staff in
briefing us about the bill, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WYNNE
(Minister for Planning).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 February; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — The coalition does
not oppose this bill. The bill does a few things. It
introduces stylistic changes which are not controversial,
and as I said, we have no problem with those. It
introduces new definitions into the standard definitions
contained in the Interpretation of Legislation Act
1984 — namely, for ‘police officer’ and ‘registered
medical practitioner’. That is sensible. It saves having
to have specific definitions in specific acts, and the
more that can be done the better and more efficient our
system will be.
Importantly, the bill also addresses the question of
immunities and indemnities when provisions of acts are
repealed and clarifies that they persist despite repeal,
amendment or other change to an existing provision.
Again, we do not see any controversy around that.
The bill also deals with the power to delegate,
providing that unless a contrary intention appears in an
act, there is no power to delegate the power of
delegation itself. We think that is sensible. The bill
makes some other minor changes which I do not feel it
necessary to address in my remarks today.
I say in conclusion, however, that although the coalition
opposition does not oppose this bill, we query the
government’s priorities. Prior to the last election a lot of
things were ready to go, and I would encourage the new
government to embrace those. Two of them, in relation
to which we had released exposure drafts, were
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disclosure of juvenile offending and criminal
investigation powers. They were out for public
comment. I am not sure of their status, but they were
out, and we encourage the government to place a higher
priority on those matters. There were other matters we
had ready to go as well.
We had announced four-year statutory minimum jail
terms for those who attack or cause serious injury to
their victims in breach of family violence orders. That
was an election commitment of the coalition, but I urge
the new government to embrace it. There were also
indefinite jail terms for repeat killers or serious sex
offenders who go on to offend again after having been
released from a jail term served for a previous offence.
Those are just four suggestions I encourage the new
government to embrace as it considers its legislative
program, and I urge that the government pay more
attention to bringing some more serious matters before
this place.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise also to make a
contribution on the Interpretation of Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. I welcome the member for
Hawthorn’s comments and support. I noted his
priorities. I have read his comments in the Herald Sun,
and it is good also that the member for Kew is putting
his priorities into the Herald Sun. I look forward to
continuing to watch the member for Hawthorn and the
member for Kew battle for inches in the Herald Sun. I
welcome that. I say to them: keep doing what you are
doing.
It is very important that we make these changes to
legislation. I will speak a little bit more about the
importance of this legislation. I will not talk just about
law and order matters. This is key government
legislation that makes this place and the laws function a
lot more appropriately, even if it is technical.
I also want to talk a bit about the Office of the Chief
Parliamentary Counsel and pay some respect to our
public servants, who we on this side of the house value
to the very end. They are public servants — and we are
not introducing a sustainable government initiative.
In relation to the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel, I note that in a previous role under Premier
Steve Bracks I got to know Eamonn Moran, a former
chief parliamentary counsel, very well. He served the
Bracks government superbly. The work he did in the
Office of Chief Parliamentary Counsel with his staff
was second to none. I pay tribute to him as well as to all
the other important individuals who have had the same
role. If you go back and look at the time of the Cain
Labor government, you see that it appointed the first
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female, Rowena Armstrong, who Eamonn succeeded.
Rowena herself also did an excellent job. The current
chief parliamentary counsel, Gemma Varley, was also
appointed by a Labor government, that of John
Brumby. Labor is therefore very supportive of the role
of the crafters of legislation.
The Office of Chief Parliamentary Counsel website
talks a little about the history of the office. Given that
there are a few lawyers on the side of those opposite
and a few on ours, I note also that before we had the
Office of Chief Parliamentary Counsel we had
barristers doing a lot of the work until the government
worked out what sort of money we were spending on
barristers and thought we should appoint our own
public servants to do the role. There was so much
concern about the standard of some of the drafting done
by the barristers and the costs of engaging them that we
appointed our own parliamentary professional
assistants, who do the law of the Crown. One member
of the Parliament once said:
Large sums of money were annually spent by government in
paying barristers, who might be called outsiders, for drafting
bills which were only worth burning — they were not fit to
see the light of day.

The office’s website comments:
Nonetheless the bar continued to be involved in the drafting
process until 1879 when Edward Carlile was appointed
parliamentary draftsman.

This legislation is important. It is important particularly
for the Andrews Labor government, which has a strong
legislative reform agenda and is a socially progressive
government. This bill will be central to its work. It will
help develop new acts and statutory rules. Although the
amendments made by the bill are technical, they are
important in clarifying particular aspects of legislative
interpretation, and they promote consistency in
definitions and style across the Victorian statute book.
The commencement date is 1 July 2015, which was
chosen to coincide with the parliamentary winter recess
so that there is minimal impact on bills that are before
the Parliament at the same time as this bill. Labor is
very proud of this legislation. The Attorney-General
brought this through. Among the key issues will be
additional powers to the chief parliamentary counsel in
terms of stylistic changes to legislation and statutory
rules. The bill also inserts two new definitions for use in
Victorian legislation and subordinate instruments and
includes several new interpretive provisions.
It is very important that we make these changes, which
will help us going forward. Definitions of ‘police
officer’ and ‘registered medical practitioner’ are being
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inserted into the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984
and will be used across all Victorian acts. The bill will
make the activity of drafting legislation and subordinate
instruments a lot more seamless and transparent, which
is very important. The amendments made in relation to
style, definitions and interpretation will simplify the
drafting of legislation and subordinate instruments in
Victoria and will ensure consistency in the appearance
of existing and new laws.
Members on this side of the house are proud to support
our hardworking public servants, including those in the
Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel. They do a
great job. I commend this bill to the house, I wish it a
speedy passage and I welcome the support of the
opposite side.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
brief contribution on the Interpretation of Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. Although I disagree with the
member for Niddrie, who said this is a very important
bill and a significant bill that is going through the house
at the moment, this is one of these bills that needs to be
dealt with to try to bring about a more efficient
parliamentary system. The purpose of this bill is to
include new definitions and interpretive provisions to
improve the operation of the act and to provide for the
updating of the acts and statutory rules to bring them
into conformity with current drafting style.
Clause 4 refers to acts now being able to be cited using
italics without bold text. That is not a game changer,
but it serves a purpose. Clause 5 refers to repeals and
amendments to provisions not affecting existing
immunities or indemnities. Clause 7 provides that the
definition of ‘police officer’ has the same meaning as in
the Victoria Police Act 2013. Clause 8 provides that the
definition of ‘registered medical practitioner’ will be
added to the principal act via a new section. Finally,
clause 9 inserts a new paragraph that provides that a
power to delegate does not include the power to
delegate that power of delegation.
As the member for Hawthorn stated earlier, the
opposition will not be opposing the bill. It is important
that we tidy up some of the acts and make it a more
efficient system. With those brief words, I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the debate on the Interpretation
of Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. As has been
outlined, the bill is technical in nature. I will deal with
two issues: language and format.
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In relation to language, the bill inserts into the act, as
has been discussed, definitions of ‘police officer’ and
‘registered medical practitioner’ for use in all Victorian
acts and subordinate instruments. These definitions are
already widely used in laws, and it is important that the
inclusion of these definitions helps to simplify the
drafting of other acts and subordinate instruments.
On that point, it is important that legislation reflects the
language of our times. The Austrian philosopher
Ludwig Wittgenstein said, ‘The limits of my language
mean the limits of my world’, and that theory was
espoused in part by George Orwell in Nineteen
Eighty-Four, when Winston Smith worked at the
Ministry of Truth and sought to limit language as a way
of constraining the populace. It is important that our
legislation moves with and reflects the language of the
times.
The other point I will make relates to format. Giving
the chief parliamentary counsel the right to authorise
limited stylistic changes to legislation and statutory
rules is a great thing. One thing I learnt with great
interest when I read Walter Isaacson’s biography of
Steve Jobs was that after Steve Jobs graduated from
high school in 1972 he enrolled at Reed College in
Portland, Oregon, but dropped out after six months. He
spent the next 18 months dropping in on creative
classes, and he did a course on calligraphy. In 2005,
when he spoke at Stanford University, he talked about
sleeping on the floor of his friends’ dorm rooms,
returning Coke bottles for food money and getting
weekly meals from the Hare Krishnas. He said that if he
had never dropped in on that single calligraphy course
in college, the Mac would never have had multiple
typefaces or proportionally spaced fonts. Where would
we be now if we did not have those things? This is
creativity and innovation, and it is what we should do.
I understand that in the opposition rooms during the
1990s there was a great debate about whether we
should focus on Times New Roman or Comic Sans,
and there was a very strong rearguard action from many
advisers who advocated the use and adoption of Comic
Sans. It led to a vigorous debate in the opposition
rooms and improved the quality of our work as a
consequence. I yearn for a day — I probably will not be
here, but other members may be — when members will
go to the papers office and pick up an act of Parliament
written in Comic Sans. That would be a good thing. It
could be Arial Narrow or Calibri. We probably will not
move to the funky stuff, like Galaga.
Anything we can do as a Parliament and as a
government to encourage innovation, to encourage new
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forms of thinking and to embrace new styles is a good
thing. I am really enthusiastic about this bill.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PEARSON — I am being genuine. I think it is a
good thing, and I want to see more of it. We should
encourage the chief parliamentary counsel to push the
envelope and embrace new forms, new fonts, new
styles and new spacings. It is not just about embracing
italics and thinking it stops there; we can do more than
that. We are better than that as a Parliament, and that is
what we should aspire to. On that note, I commend the
bill to the house and wish it a speedy passage.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I acknowledge the
thorough and well-researched contributions that
members have made in this house to the debate on the
Interpretation of Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
The Greens will support the bill, and I will speak briefly
on it. The bill includes new definitions and adds a
number of interpretive provisions to the Interpretation
of Legislation Act 1984. It inserts definitions of ‘police
officer’ and ‘registered medical practitioner’ into the act
for use in all Victorian acts so that the definitions need
not be repeated. It also includes several stylistic and
formatting changes. As I said before, the Greens will
support the bill.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Minister for Local Government).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT
(MOVE-ON LAWS) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 February; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — It all starts today.
This is the first bill to come before the Parliament that
is a real indication of what this new government is
about. What have we seen so far? We have seen the
Back to Work Bill 2014, which has nothing in it. It does
not tell you what you will be paid if you qualify for a
payment. It does not say what you have to do to qualify
for a payment. It is a shell, if that. That is not an
indication of what this government is about. We had the
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Funding
of Non-Government Schools) Bill 2014, which
essentially adopts coalition policy with a few bits and
pieces attached. That is not an indication of what this
government is about.
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During the last sitting week the Wrongs Amendment
(Asbestos Related Claims) Bill 2014 passed this
chamber with bipartisan support. It was something we
would have done, and I pay tribute to my colleague the
honourable member for Box Hill for what he did last
year. That bill is not an indication of what this
government is about, but the summary offences bill
exposes the priorities of this government. None of the
provisions of the Back to Work Bill, the education and
training reform amendment bill or this bill will create
one job. This bill will do nothing to promote the rule of
law in this state; in fact it will undermine the rule of law
in this state. This bill will do nothing to improve the
reputation of this state; far from it, this bill will
undermine the reputation of this state.
So why is it being done? I suspect it is being done to
pay off benefactors, because it only seems to benefit
those who are not prepared to put the democratic rights
of others first. The bill does nothing to advance the
cause of democracy. It caters to those who are prepared
to put others in harm’s way and damage property if
they have to. The move-on laws the coalition
government introduced in 2014 were all about the
commission of abuses, not the exercise of legitimate
democratic rights. Yes, everyone has the right to
express their democratic views, and they have a right to
do so peacefully, but they do not have a right to do so in
any way that is violent, intimidatory, abusive or
intrudes upon the rights and safety of others.
Why should it surprise us that this bill undermines the
rule of law? After all, we have seen so much to indicate
that this government does not put the rule of law first.
Let us have a look at a few matters. Dictagate was an
incident that involved members of the now Premier’s
office knowingly destroying property. It is on the
record; it is beyond dispute.
Ms Hutchins — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the member is straying from the bill. I ask that
you bring him back to the bill.
Mr PESUTTO — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, as lead speaker my understanding is that
traditionally you are given a bit of leeway on these
things, and in this case the opposition’s objection to this
bill has everything to do with the rule of law in this
state. I ask for some limited leeway. It will not take
long, but I need to establish a context in which the
opposition is opposed to this bill, and I ask for that
leeway.
Mr Gidley — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, under standing orders it is a practice of this
house to allow a lead speaker to have greater leniency
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than other speakers for the reasons the lead speaker has
outlined, so I would urge you to continue the tradition
of this house and allow for that to happen.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order, but lead speakers do
get some leeway. I remind the speaker to make sure that
he relates very succinctly the issues he is raising to the
bill before the house.
Mr PESUTTO — I undertake to do just that,
Speaker. Where the rule of law is concerned, let me talk
about the east–west link contract, a matter on which the
now Premier said that he would honour contracts last
year. Then he said he would rip them up — something
which has exposed the reputation of this state and
something which has agitated sovereign risk around this
state. The Premier has done more than that to
undermine the rule of law in this state: he has dangled
the prospect that he will legislate to extinguish
legitimate and lawful contractual rights. How
outrageous it is that he would do something like that.
I want to pay tribute to the member for Kew for a fine
article this week where he articulated the case for why
it would be outrageous to legislate to extinguish
contractual rights in this state. I also want to refer to
someone else — someone close to the government,
someone it knows very well. It is a lawyer it has used
recently, within the last 12 months. Why do we not
defer to the very prominent constitutional lawyer
Professor George Williams? What would he have to
say about state governments extinguishing rights
without just compensation? What do you think he
would say about that?
Mr O’Brien — He was a Labor preselection
candidate.
Mr PESUTTO — He was a Labor preselection
candidate, as the honourable member for Malvern
acknowledges. Let me quote what the professor of
constitutional law says about state governments that
acquire property without just compensation. He said it
in the Sydney Morning Herald in 2010 — —
Ms Hutchins — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, the speaker is really straying from the bill. He
has not referred to one clause in the bill as yet, and he
has been speaking for 7 minutes.
Mr PESUTTO — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, as I undertook to the previous occupant in the
chair, I am nearly concluding the contextual remarks I
had. It will not take much longer.
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! With regard to the point of order the Minister for
Local Government has raised, I understand that
7 minutes into a 30-minute contribution is not far, and
looking at the practice of the house in the previous
Parliament I see that lead speakers had quite a
wideranging scope within their opening remarks. The
shadow Attorney-General has mentioned that he is
close to finishing, so I ask him to complete those
remarks as succinctly as possible and to continue with
the rest of his contribution.
Mr PESUTTO — Where were we? I was about to
give you the quote from Professor George Williams. In
2010 he said:
It is offensive in a modern democracy like Australia that the
states can acquire property without redress. This should be
fixed.

He is Labor’s own guy, and he is condemning the
actions Labor is contemplating now.
That is not all that has happened to undermine the rule
of law in this state. There is the abolition of the
construction code compliance unit and the abolition of
mandatory drug and alcohol testing on building sites,
which we know are infested with criminal influences.
These things are happening 87 days into this
government, and it is a concern of the opposition that
this bill, the first real indication of the policy
preferences of this government, has come before this
house. Maybe it is part of therapeutic justice that the
government talks about — being soft on crime, some
sort of Mickey Mouse approach to the rule of law —
but we say that it is not good enough for Victorians. We
say that we need to be held to a higher standard. This
bill is a concession to the least deserving. It is justice
for some, and it provokes a paradox that justice for
some cannot be justice for all.
Why were move-on laws introduced in the first place?
After all, they were introduced in 2009 under the then
Brumby government — but it did it in name only. It
introduced laws with limited grounds and an exemption
that said, ‘You must behave when you protest, except if
it is a political protest and except if it is an industrial
picket. Then all bets are off; you can do what you like.
Police will not have the right to exercise their move-on
powers’. The then government understood that there
was a case for move-on laws, but it wanted to protect its
mates, so it included an exemption. Not good enough.
When we were in office — again I acknowledge the
fine work of the member for Box Hill, the former
Attorney-General — we amended the Summary
Offences Act 1966 to remove that exemption. Why?
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Let us look at what happened in the course of the last
government. There was the Grocon blockade — the
most outrageous contempt of court this state has ever
seen. It was mob rule for about a week down at Myer
Emporium. There were mounted police and defiant
union leaders in the face of Supreme Court orders from
no less than the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of
Victoria. Her orders were defied scornfully, ignorantly
and brutally. Victorians watched in horror. Australians
watched in horror. Investors watched in horror as the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU) tried to take over a whole part of the city —
and worse, it tried to prove it owned an industry. Not
good enough.
As it turned out the police skilfully brought that
blockade to an end — but not until there had been
much agitation and distress caused to business owners,
pedestrians, shoppers and commuters in the city of
Melbourne. For all its proud work, the CFMEU was hit
with what I believe was the largest fine for contempt in
Victoria’s history — $1.25 million. The CFMEU had
the temerity to attempt to challenge it all the way to the
High Court, but I am pleased to say that in the last
fortnight the High Court has rejected leave to appeal.
Let us look at what Justice Cavanough, who heard the
contempt proceedings against the CFMEU, recorded in
his judgement. I will read a small excerpt about
Mr Setka and a colleague at that blockade approaching
some of the Grocon workers who just wanted to go to
work:
Shortly after the police horses had retreated, a group of about
six persons broke away from the main crowd … They walked
diagonally across Swanston Street to where most of the
Grocon staff and employees were standing on the north-east
corner. The CFMEU official, John Setka, was among them.
So also was a Mr David Lythgow, who was known to
McAdam —

a Grocon employee —
as a CFMEU shop steward employed by Mirvac —

not even Grocon —
another construction company. Both of these individuals are
‘rather large’. The two of them got within a metre or so of the
Grocon people. They started to finger-point and verbally
abuse the Grocon people. Setka called the Grocon workers
‘rats’ and ‘dogs’. He said: ‘You —

f’ing —
dogs. You should be over with us’. Some of the Grocon
workers tried to enter into conversation with the
Setka/Lythgow group. One got very close to Setka and said
words to the effect: ‘We just want to go to work John. This is
not our blue’. Setka’s response was ‘You —
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f’ing —
dogs’.

And the Premier wants to stand by this man, this union!
But that is not all.
Let us look at what another official of this esteemed
union said, and I want to make it clear: some of the
people I have most admired in my professional life are
union people so I do not cast aspersions across other
unions — but this one I will. Let us listen to what
Mr Edwards, another CFMEU official, said at the time
to the assembled mob. I am quoting from Justice
Cavanough’s judgement. This is Mr Edwards speaking
directly to the mob:
We are here to stay. We have laid siege, we have laid siege to
this job and we’re not going away … We’re not here to have
a brawl … We are disciplined, we are organised, and that’s
what got us the wages and conditions that this industry pays.

Mr Edwards is also recorded as having said:
They want you come here for the next two days, for the next
two weeks, for the next two months, for the next two years
it’s going to be a long job, right? They’re behind now. Daniel
Grollo’s, well, he’s up —

the proverbial creek.
Mr Edwards continued:
He’s behind now The government wants to have a brawl with
the unions … They don’t like unions that do what we do —
produce good wages and conditions.
We ain’t going away … we ain’t going nowhere … two days,
two weeks, two months — here to stay. Right? If you’ve got a
problem, don’t bring it here because it’s nothing to do with
the unions. We’re not going away. Whatever provocation
occurs, laugh at ’em. Why? Because we should be happy. The
police have shut down the city for us. Here to stay, right?

The Premier wants to stand by this man and this
union — a union that has contempt for the law, for
women and for the public. How long can the Premier
stand by this union?
That is not all, and it does not involve only this union.
The boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) blockade
was a racist and appalling campaign against Max
Brenner and the Jewish community. Just who ran this
campaign? The Coalition Against Israeli Apartheid and
the Socialist Alliance. What proud company to keep!
These protests were conducted in 2011, culminating in
a protest in July 2011, and that incident led to a
Magistrates Court hearing where certain protesters were
charged with trespass, besetting and resisting arrest
under the Summary Offences Act 1966.
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I will not deal with the resisting arrest charge. The
besetting and trespass charges failed because of certain
complexities that highlight why it is necessary to give
the police more reasonable ways of dealing with these
issues. In particular, the besetting charge failed because
it was found by the magistrate in that case — and I
make no comment on the magistrate — that the police
line protecting Max Brenner and not the protest line had
obstructed free movement at the shopping centre. If
anything points to the need to reform the law, it is the
technicality that meant that police trying to protect a
lawful business from being attacked because of race
could be held responsible for obstruction. That finding
makes the case for why we need to bring in reasonable
and practicable move-on powers.
We know that professional protesters and certain
militant unions can exploit these difficulties. In the
examples I have raised about the people who suffered
and were in fear, I ask: did they have access to timely
justice? Did Grocon have access to timely justice? It
had Supreme Court orders — no less — from the Chief
Justice, and it still faced a union prepared to ignore it.
What these and other demonstrations show
conclusively is that police officers need practical ways
to control flashpoints and to deal with the uncertainties
around problems in the heat of the moment. We are not
worried about whether the arrest powers available
under section 458 should be invoked or not, even
though the circumstances may clearly demonstrate that
they are. We are concerned about the hesitation that
police officers have in imposing an action that will lead
to somebody’s arrest when all they want the protestors
to do is to move 3 metres to the left and clear the
driveway.
The delays I have spoken about — the ways to
circumvent injunctions — are a particular problem. The
government said in its press release of 10 February:
Individuals and businesses can also take measures to prevent
unlawful protest and seek compensation for illegal activity,
including injunctions or the recovery of damages resulting
from illegal activity through the courts.

However, how realistic is that for most people who
suffer at the hands of these types of protesters? The
protesters know these limitations and do not care about
what message it sends for the status and stature of our
legal institutions. I will quote from the Australian
newspaper of 25 May 2013. It quotes Mr Setka. Let me
read from the article:
Mr Setka said the union didn’t set out to break the laws, but
‘sometimes we have to push the boundaries a little’.
‘It’s not the first time or the last time a union is found guilty
of contempt’, he said.
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‘It’s not a deliberate attempt to snub our noses at the Supreme
Court —

you think! —
that’s not our goal. We don’t set out deliberately to break the
law, but unfortunately sometimes it’s going to happen’.
With the CFMEU now expected to face stiff penalties,
Mr Setka was unapologetic.
‘Our members have been seasoned to expect that. They want
us to maintain a militant union’, he said.
‘Unfortunately, the price of that is we will get fines. Our
union has given us a mandate, they want us to remain a
militant union’.

All of this demonstrates the case for bringing in
stronger move-on laws, and that is just what we did in
2014. We added grounds to widen the scope under
which police could take reasonable action to protect
members of the public from protests that go too far —
not protests that are legitimate, not protests that are
peaceful, not protests that are democratic, but protests
that go too far. We removed the untenable exemption
that some people in our society can escape the
operation of move-on laws because they happen to be
in a political protest, because it happens to be a union
picket.
In doing this, we had a lot of support. We had support
from the Police Association for the laws we brought in.
We have had support from the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, which in recent
days has said that it does not want to see a change in the
laws that we introduced in 2014. Let me quote from
that statement, which quotes VECCI chief executive
Mark Stone:
‘Laws must provide Victoria Police with adequate powers to
keep the peace, protect the safety of individuals and their
property and allow employers and employees to enter
worksites and operate their businesses without risk or
unnecessary disruption.’
The 2014 laws expanded police powers to ‘move-on’ people
engaging in illegal protest activities.
‘The right to freely enter one’s premises is a fundamental
right. People should be able to go about their business and
earn a living without others preventing them from doing so or
making them fear for their safety …

The Master Builders Association agrees. An article in
the Australian Financial Review of 11 February 2015
quotes Radley de Silva, the chief executive officer of
the association:
Master Builders Victoria chief executive Radley de Silva said
the move-on laws have been a strong deterrent against
unchecked, obstructive protests in the construction sector.
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He said the 2012 Grocon dispute brought the city to a
‘grinding halt’.
‘The current laws were designed to prevent protesters and
picketers from unfairly blocking access to sites or
intimidating other people going about their business of
earning a living lawfully …

That is strong support. And from the Jewish community
we have strong support, knowing that the Jewish
community faced the despicable campaign back in
2011. Dr Colin Rubenstein, AM, had this to say in a
public statement:
While we appreciate the Victorian government’s principled
opposition to the BDS movement, we remain concerned that
the repeal of the ‘move on’ laws will weaken the ability of the
police to counter BDS blockades of businesses which, as the
government says, have no place in our multicultural Victoria.
We urge the government to closely monitor the situation and
to ensure that if the proposed change to the legislation results
in a revival of BDS blockades, the legislation is further
adjusted to allow people to go about their lawful business free
of the discriminatory harassment the BDS campaign
represents.

They are worried, and they have put this government on
notice that it will wear what happens if this bill goes
through. The Jewish Community Council of Victoria
also lends its support to our position. Why is the
government doing this? Why would it do this? In the
face of everything I have explained, why would it do
this? It is because it is a cave-in — and worse, it
misunderstands the law. Look at the Premier’s press
release, for starters. He said:
Prior to the introduction of these excessive laws, Victoria
Police already had the power to give a ‘move-on’ direction to
a person to leave a public place. Such a direction could be
given if a police officer suspected on reasonable grounds that
a person is:
Breaching … the peace;
Endangering … the safety of another person … or —

engaging in a way that is likely to cause injury:
Under the bill to be introduced today, Victoria Police will
retain those powers to respond to illegal protests.

That is wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PESUTTO — It is not right, it is wrong —
wrong, wrong, wrong! Under the old move-on laws
police had no power to stop a violent, aggressive,
abusive, racist protest, if it was a picket or a political
protest. Who among us can say that should be justified?
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In the second-reading speech the Attorney-General
says:
The amendments had the effect of enabling police and PSOs
to use move-on powers in relation to any protest.

That is wrong — it is not ‘any protest’. It is a serious
matter; under the Summary Offences Act 1966 they
have to be satisfied that the circumstances exist to
exercise a move-on power. The Attorney-General
further said:
Under the expanded powers, a police officer or PSO could
potentially break up any protest, move someone on or arrest
someone merely because, for example, they have a reasonable
suspicion that a person is causing an unreasonable
obstruction, is likely to do so, or is impeding or attempting to
impede someone.

What the Attorney-General is saying is — Heaven
forbid! — that a police officer might form a reasonable
view that a protester was acting unreasonably.
Members should think that through. It is wrong. He
went on to say:
It was also an attack on the rights of Victorian workers to
engage in lawful industrial action.

That is wrong. Under the Fair Work Act 2009 no
industrial action can be authorised if it is unlawful
under state law. Further, the Attorney-General said:
These new powers are unnecessary. Police officers and PSOs
already have broad arrest powers under section 458 of the
Crimes Act 1958 that are perfectly sufficient, and the new
power in section 6A merely distinguished the offence of
contravening a move-on direction from other summary
offences.

This may be one of the best arguments for the changes
we brought in. We already give police officers a
discretion that they need. But if they exercise that
discretion, they can only arrest people. What we
thought — sensibly — was that in the same
circumstances with the same police officer and the
same protester the police officer has an option. The
police officer does not have to just arrest; the police
officer can say, ‘Please move 3 metres to your left.
Clear the driveway’. What is the police officer’s only
option at the moment? To arrest. Why do we want that?
It does not have to be that way. We should be
supporting the position the honourable member for Box
Hill supported when we were in office.
We will oppose this bill, and we do so proudly.
Protesters do not have some special democratic right
that is denied to the rest of us. The militant CFMEU
thugs who held the city to ransom in 2012 do not reflect
the Victorian people. The racist and anti-Semitic
activists who targeted Max Brenner and the Jewish
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community do not reflect the Victorian people. But this
bill rewards those very activists. It rewards the least
deserving, those who are interested not in the exercise
of legitimate democratic rights but in the commission
of abuses against the rights, safety and property of
innocent Victorians. It is an abject and craven
capitulation to those who know that most Victorians do
not have the money or the time to go through the civil
courts to try to vindicate their rights. It is a reward to
those cunning enough to know that due to sufficient
technical obstacles and uncertainty confronting our
valuable and highly respected police officers, they can
get away with threatening innocent people. This bill
sends the worst possible message — that it is okay to
break the law.
Who protects the law abiding in this state? Who
protects the silent Victorians who believe in respecting
others? Who protects those who place their faith in all
of us in this house to enact the laws and properly
resource our law enforcement agencies to keep our
community safe and secure? Everything this
government has done so far suggests that it will not do
so. Violence is not acceptable in the name of
democracy. Property damage is not acceptable in the
name of democracy. Racial vilification is not
acceptable in the name of democracy.
Let today’s debate be a marker in time — a time when
we warned of the dangerous signals that this bill would
send. Let us be clear that the battlelines on this issue are
drawn. We have warned the government of the
consequences that may flow from this. Law and order is
not a cheap quip or the playground of demagogues; it is
a responsibility to protect the people we represent. We
in the coalition want every Victorian to understand that
as long as we sit in this chamber, as long as we
represent people across this state and as long as we
have a voice, we are going to fight for the law abiding,
the silent, those who expect us to enact the laws and
have the resources in place to protect our society. We
will not put them last, but Labor will.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I am proud to rise to speak on the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. It was only a year and five days ago that I stood
in this chamber to oppose the former government’s
amendments to the move-on powers under the
Summary Offences and Sentencing Amendment Bill
2013. I am proud to stand here again and speak on the
repeal of those amendments.
We saw a pretty animated performance from the
previous speaker, the member for Hawthorn, but he
failed to mention the right of Victorians to peaceful
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protest, or Victoria’s proud history as a democratic
society where many historical protests have changed
the face of history and given us amazing outcomes in
public policy. If the move-on powers were to stay as
they are in legislation, then a whole raft of policy
changes that were hard-won by generations of
Victorians — —
Ms Victoria — Generations of who?
Ms HUTCHINS — Generations of Victorians. The
protests and movements in our history that could today
be threatened by the move-on powers include anti-war
protests and the suffragette protests. In more recent
times they include the residents of Tecoma opposing
the building of a McDonald’s in their community; Lock
the Gate and the antifracking protests, which were
supported by many on that side of the house; and the
Bust the Budget rallies, which have been so well
attended here in Victoria, and another of which is
coming up next week.
As I said, the previous government’s laws were
draconian, anti-democratic and unnecessary — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, if the minister is going to read her entire
speech, we would be happy on this side to take it as
read.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! I am sure that the minister is not going to read
the entire speech.
Ms HUTCHINS — In fact I am referring to notes.
Thank you, Acting Speaker.
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the coalition government in introducing the Summary
Offences and Sentencing Amendment Bill 2013 was to
attack the rights of peaceful protesters and those out in
the community protesting at their place of work.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS — Well, it certainly looked that
way in debates that took place in the house on that bill.
The attack on workers was quite evident in many of the
speeches that were given, and will no doubt be the
focus of the other side today.
I would say that the Victorian people would not have
foreseen how effective the implementation of the
previous bill would be in their local communities. I
have not had anyone raise the implementation of the
previous bill and how effective it has been. Labor
members have always opposed the move-on laws, and I
am proud to stand here today to speak on our bill that
repeals them. We will stand up for democratic values
and the right to protest.
This legislation was a pretty strong election
commitment that we took forward to the election, and
the Andrews government will restore the balance for
the Victorian people in favour of democracy. It is and
should remain a fundamental right of all Victorians to
move freely, express their views and associate with
whomever they choose.
I have a little history lesson for those in the chamber.
There have been many successful peaceful protests in
this state.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
renew the invitation from the member for Warrandyte,
who said that if the minister wants to table her speech,
then we would be happy for her just to table it rather
than have her read it.

The Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill makes four main amendments to return move-on
powers to their original form. Firstly, the bill winds
back the expansion of the grounds on which police and
protective services officers (PSOs) may give move-on
directions. Move-on powers will no longer be able to be
used merely, for example, because a police officer
suspects that a person is likely to cause an obstruction
to another. Rather, the circumstances in which police
officers and PSOs may direct a person to move on will
be scaled back and limited to where officers suspect on
reasonable grounds that the person is breaching or is
likely to breach the peace, the person is endangering or
likely to endanger the safety of another person or the
behaviour of the person is likely to cause injury to a
person.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) — The
minister can continue to make her contribution as she
was doing previously.

Secondly, the bill provides that move-on powers will
not apply in relation to a person picketing a workplace.
We know from the previous speaker that the intent of

Ms HUTCHINS — In referring to successful
peaceful protests that have taken place under the current
laws, in 1998 there was quite a large dispute on the

The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! I have already ruled on that point of order.
Mr Noonan — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, the standing orders permit members to refer to
notes during their contribution, and I would ask you to
allow the minister to continue to do that during her
valuable contribution on this bill.
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waterfront in Melbourne. It lasted three weeks and
involved 1400 workers who had been sacked from their
jobs across the national waterfront. During those three
weeks on the Victorian docks we saw thousands of
Victorian residents and workers join that peaceful
protest. At the time I was one of the negotiators with
the police force on behalf of the union movement to
ensure that the peacefulness of those protests was
maintained, and it was successfully maintained through
the laws that existed at the time. Negotiation with the
police force at the time meant that things went very
smoothly, and through the Federal Court and the High
Court those workers were able to find a lawful way
back to their jobs. I cite that as an example for the
record. It is a demonstration of how larger scale protests
this state has seen have been successfully conducted in
a peaceful way through negotiations.
The move-on powers introduced by the coalition’s
previous bill are draconian. They set us down a very
slippery slope when it comes to democracy in Victoria.
They infringe the vital rights that exist in a free
democracy and they infringe the right to protest,
something that the previous speaker failed to
acknowledge. They also have the potential to
disproportionately harm some of the most vulnerable
groups in society. I would like to quote Geoffrey
Bowyer, a former president of the Law Institute of
Victoria, who stated at the time that these laws and
changes:
… could also have a significant and devastating impact on the
homeless who, by the nature of their situation, are forced to
gather in public places, often returning to a familiar spot after
being moved on.

Our Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015 makes a point of returning some of those
democratic rights to all Victorians, particularly the most
vulnerable, those who want to stand up for their rights,
those who want to protest in a peaceful way and those
who want to make real social change by having their
voices heard. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure —
or not — to rise this afternoon to speak on the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. I might say that we have seen one of the most
compelling contributions to debate in this house for a
long time. It was not from the member who just spoke;
it was from the speaker before her. The shadow
Attorney-General made a very compelling and
wideranging contribution on this bill. Indeed I thought
the Attorney-General might have walked out of this
place and sought to withdraw the bill from the house,
given the contribution and the arguments that were put
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by the shadow Attorney-General. They were absolutely
compelling. He did a fantastic job.
If you go back and look at the history of these laws, you
see there have been plenty of commentators willing to
put their mark or imprimatur on them, such as the
Herald Sun editorial of 11 February, which is entitled
‘Moving backwards’. That is what this legislation will
do: it is a winding back of laws in Victoria that
compromises law-abiding people and businesses going
about their daily activities with the veiled threat of
others being able to undertake activities that threaten
their livelihood. That is not something that those on this
side of the house have tolerated or will tolerate, and it is
why we introduced laws to prevent it while we were in
government.
The history of the move-on laws was well put by the
shadow Attorney-General. It was a Labor government
in 2009 that introduced these laws. It did so by
empowering police and protective services officers
(PSOs) and giving them the ability to direct a person to
leave a public place where the police or the PSO
reasonably suspected that a person was undertaking a
series of activities, whether that be an activity likely to
breach the peace, endangering or likely to endanger the
safety of another person or a whole range of other
things.
But as the shadow Attorney-General said very clearly
in his contribution, none of the legislation or proposed
powers that Labor put forward at that time applied to a
political or industrial protest or picket. That is the
simple case put. One has to wonder and one can be
cynical about the reasons why we now see Labor
preparing to wind back these laws almost immediately
on coming to government. The shadow
Attorney-General put the case very well. We will not be
supporting the proposed legislation; indeed, we
vehemently oppose it.
I will go back to when the coalition government
introduced into the Parliament by way of a
second-reading speech by the then Attorney-General
the Summary Offences and Sentencing Amendment
Bill 2013 — I again commend the member for Box
Hill, the shadow Attorney-General, for his work —
which made sure Victoria Police had the powers and
tools available to its members to move on people from
particular situations. The shadow Attorney-General put
forward a compelling case that while there is potential
for legal recourse around pickets and industrial action
by giving the police powers, why would you not want
to give the police the power to use those tools — to
simply go to a person and say, ‘Move 3 feet to the left
or the right’? The Police Association is very much in
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favour of making sure its members who are at the front
line of these disputes are able to have tools available to
them to use for that purpose.
Going back to when the coalition introduced the
previous legislation into the Parliament, it seems that
Labor failed to recognise the intent of the act and is
now winding back powers and simply showing no
regard for law-abiding people going about their
business. I will refer to part of the second-reading
speech, when the Attorney-General at the time noted
that, ‘The bill continues to protect legitimate rights to
lawful protest or demonstration’. He also said the new
powers were a useful tool for ‘safeguarding the
peaceful enjoyment of public places by all, as well as
defusing situations that threaten public order and
safety’.
The Labor government is strongly suggesting that those
changes somehow compromised the ability of people to
undertake peaceful protest. That is simply not the case.
The shadow Attorney-General vocally put the case that
the legislation the coalition introduced simply allowed
people to undertake those peaceful protests. People
should absolutely have the right to do that, but when
you are intruding on and compromising people’s
livelihoods and the business activities not only of
business owners but staff members as well, then that is
not good enough.
I had a look at some of the second-reading debate that
took place on 20 February 2014 when the coalition
brought on those particular amendments to the
Summary Offences Act 1966. The former member for
Bass had a fair bit to say at the time — he was certainly
vocal — which makes for interesting reading. He
referred to pinkos, commos; those from Trades Hall
Council and Lygon Street and the John Setkas of the
world, and their influence on the Labor Party and those
industrial disputes. It made for quite entertaining
reading.
When the then Attorney-General summed up the
second-reading debate on the Summary Offences and
Sentencing Amendment Bill, he reiterated that the
amendments did not inhibit people’s ability to
undertake peaceful protest. That has been said over and
over again, but the only argument the Labor Party can
now put to us is to say that we were threatening those
rights. The laws introduced by the coalition simply did
not do that, and that is why we are opposing the bill
before us today.
The Australian Financial Review of 11 February talks
about the introduction of the bill we are debating here

463

today, and it talks about police being able to have tools
to move on people. It also says:
The CFMEU was embroiled in a bitter dispute against
construction giant Grocon in 2012, which led to a 16-day
blockade of the Myer Emporium site.

In the same article Radley de Silva from Masters
Builders Association Victoria (MBAV) says the
move-on laws introduced by the coalition had been ‘a
strong deterrent against unchecked, obstructive protests
in the construction sector’. He went on to say that that
Grocon dispute brought the city to a ‘grinding halt’. We
simply cannot afford for that to happen in our state in
the future. He was further quoted as saying:
The current laws were designed to prevent protesters and
picketers form unfairly blocking access to sites or
intimidating other people going about their business of
earning a living lawfully …
Scrapping this protection gives building unions the thumbs up
to once again wreak havoc in the industry, which will add
delays and drive up costs of construction projects at a time
when the industry can least afford it.

Those comments were not made by the opposition; they
were made by Radley de Silva from MBAV.
Further comments were made by Mark Stone from the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry (VECCI). He was quoted as saying:
People should be able to go about their business and earn a
living without others preventing them from doing so or
making them fear for their safety …

The Police Association has commented on this issue.
The Minister for Police is at the table, and I wonder
how he feels about it. The police should have the tools
available for them to move people on. It is as simple as
that. The police are right behind the opposition, so it
will be interesting to hear what the Minister for Police
has to say about that, given that the police member
representative body asked for these laws and does not
want to see them gone. That viewpoint is referred to in
an article in the Herald Sun of 11 February, which
states:
Acting Police Association secretary Bruce McKenzie
criticised Labor’s plan.
He cited protests when ‘appalling behaviour’ was used to
block workers from entering buildings — such as the
east–west link protests last year — as occasions when the
powers could be useful. ‘Our members could also use these
powers in other areas, including, say, behaviour we see from
time to time on the weekend in the CBD when people
congregate and cause problems …Unfortunately, that won’t
be the case anymore.
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They are comments made by the acting secretary of the
Police Association. Those who are at the coalface of
these disputes are saying, ‘We want these tools, we
want these laws. We don’t want them retracted, which
the Labor government is seeking to do’. One can only
be cynical as to the reasons why the Labor government
is seeking to withdraw a number of amendments put in
place by the coalition last year. We all know why that
is, and commentators not just from the coalition but
from the Masters Builders Association, from our
employer organisation, VECCI, and from the Police
Association absolutely support the coalition’s position
on this bill. Again, I commend the shadow
Attorney-General for his contribution to the debate on
the bill. It was compelling because he told the whole
story. From the coalition’s point of view we
vehemently oppose the bill before us today.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pride in
joining the debate on the Summary Offences
Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. At the outset I
will say that I am proud to have been an official of a
trade union in this state. I am proud to have been
elected vice-president of the State Public Services
Federation (SPSF), which is now the Community and
Public Sector Union (CPSU). I was proud to serve on
that state executive for some 15 years. I was also proud,
like the Minister for Industrial Relations, to work at the
Victorian Trades Hall Council. I was involved in many
peaceful protests, working with the police and ensuring
that people’s voices were heard.
It has become trendy in recent years for some
newcomers to politics in this state to say that there is
little difference between the so-called ‘old parties’.
However, what people who are used to debates in this
chamber understand is that whenever you mention the
words trade union, occupational health and safety or
equal opportunity, you get a fight from the other side.
You get the sorts of rants that we used to hear from the
former member for Bass, but also the insidious,
obsequious behaviour of the former Attorney-General,
who would act to curtail the rights of working people in
this state and the rights of people to protest.
What I would say to the mouse who roared, across the
other side — the member for Hawthorn — is ‘leopards,
spots’. The Liberal Party and The Nationals — the
LNP, as they are called in Queensland; that show across
the other side — are always about impeding and
demonising the rights of working people. It is the party
that in my childhood was led by former Queensland
Premier Joh Bjelke-Petersen, the same party that has
just been thrown out of government in Queensland,
which restricted people’s right to freedom of
association. It is the party of federal Attorney-General
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George Brandis, who tried to alter section 18C of the
commonwealth Racial Discrimination Act 1975. Those
on the other side will say, ‘We didn’t support that’, but
it was still their party that was trying to make those
changes. Members opposite need to own it. It is the
same party that brought us former federal Minister for
Workplace Relations Peter Reith and the thugs in
balaclavas with dogs on our waterfronts, who were
there to protect employers, using the apparatus of the
state and acting illegally to impede the rights of
1400 workers who had been dismissed across this
country. That is where we saw the true spirit of
Victorians and their commitment to freedom of speech.
We saw people of all social strata and every age group,
including grandmothers, supporting those workers on
the docks.
We have had a great tradition of speaking up in this
state. We have had peaceful protests against wars such
as those in Vietnam and the Middle East. We have had
the women’s liberation movement speaking up over a
long period of time about equal pay and about various
forms of discrimination against women. We have had
our Indigenous people wanting to speak up about their
rights and their disadvantage. In recent times we have
had farmers and other members of rural communities
concerned about fracking and other reasonable things
that they want to protest about in this state.
The leopards on the other side will never change their
spots. They will try to tell you that they are about
freedom and freedom of choice, but they are not. That
is not just in this debate and the contribution of the
mouse that roared, the member for Hawthorn. It is
about almost any other member who has got to their
feet in this Parliament. They still have not listened to
what the community told them. Almost every member,
without exception, when they have been on their feet
has somehow demonised working people and members
of trade unions. They have demonised paramedics and
nurses for standing up for their patients, and demonised
firefighters and vilified them because they actually had
the temerity to say, ‘Put the coalition last’. We do not
want working people to have their say, do we? This is
the same outfit that in the Howard era curtailed the
ability of young people to cast a vote, that closed the
electoral roll off; and the same outfit that limited the
ability of Aboriginal people in remote areas who move
around to be on the electoral roll. These people are not
about the rights of minorities, and they are not about the
rights of working people to have a say.
I said at the outset that I was a proud official with the
CPSU/SPSF during the Kennett era. It was an honorary
position, so I still had a public service position. I have
no doubt that the reason I was made redundant three
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times was that I was targeted because of my union
activity. I was not the only one — there were many.
Under the Employee Relationships Act 1992
introduced by the Kennett government, some of whose
members still sit on the other side of the house,
including the member for Box Hill, it became illegal for
a public servant sitting next to another public servant
doing the same job to even utter the words, ‘What are
you paid?’. They were not allowed to know what the
person next to them was paid. Leopards, spots — the
lot have not changed. Of course when we took the
government benches in 1999 — surprise, surprise, we
discovered that there was a huge disparity in pay
between men and women. That is what that sort of
secrecy and demonisation of collective action and
collective bargaining produces.
Collective bargaining is a worldwide symbol of
democracy. Those on the other side claim that it is the
other way around. If you listen to them, you would
think that trade unions are the epitome of despots. That
is not true. It is fundamental to a free society that you
have free association and the ability to have peaceful
protests. That is something that this side of the house
will always stand for, and the claims were only an
attempt to get a political advantage or to demonise the
labour movement to get a political advantage. The
Victorian community was not hoodwinked by this. It
was disgusted by the attacks during the election
campaign on paramedics, nurses and firefighters
because they were campaigning and saying, ‘Put the
coalition last’. This was simply because of the attacks
on working people. Those opposite did not like it. How
dare an association or its members — state
employees — have a say in who they should vote for?
There was a good reason why those groups said to put
the coalition last, and that was the attacks on patients
and on firefighting services. Those opposite then tried
to connect that with some infrequent behaviour by parts
of the labour movement. There has always been a
provision in police powers to deal with that, but they
extrapolated that to a complete demonising of every
form of protest by the labour movement and anyone
else who seeks to protest.
The member for Hawthorn referred to a constitutional
lawyer, George Williams, as being opposed to the
changes that the Andrews government has before the
house. But what the member failed to do was quote
from a media release issued by the Law Institute of
Victoria (LIV) on 10 February. The law institute, which
is the peak body for lawyers in this state, welcomed the
repeal of move-on laws and exclusion orders and said
in its media release:
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Repeal of laws which had restricted the rights to peaceful
protests and subjected individuals to exclusion orders has
been welcomed by the Law Institute of Victoria.
…
In its submission to the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee in 2014, the LIV said the amendments would …
limit the ability of individuals and groups to assemble and
protest in public. It would remove existing and important
protections against move-on orders for individuals and groups
engaging in picketing, protesting and public demonstration,
and by introducing provisions which allow for arrest for
breaches of a move-on direction, increase criminalisation of
direct protest action in Victoria’.

I support the bill before the house. I do not support the
puffery of the member for Hawthorn.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — It is with great pleasure
that the Greens have seen the introduction of the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. The Greens will be supporting this bill, having
strongly opposed the Summary Offences and
Sentencing Amendment Bill 2013 introduced by the
previous government. That law was introduced with
one purpose, and that purpose was to limit the right of
Victorians to protest. It is no surprise that those laws
came into effect at the same time as local residents were
trying to stop the unpopular east–west tollway from
tearing through their community. That is a battle those
residents will win.
The right to protest is fundamental to our democratic
society, and it is a right that we should do our utmost to
protect and maintain. The law introduced by the
previous government gave too many vague and
discretionary powers to police and protective services
officers to limit the right to protest and to criminalise
protest action. It expanded the circumstances under
which a person could be moved on whilst at the same
time reducing and removing the exemptions for people
who are protesting. The previous act, as it existed
before those changes were made, was explicit in
allowing police to move people on but not in allowing
those powers to be used against people who were
protesting. The current act is vague defining
circumstances in which people may be moved on, but it
also provides powers of arrest and the creation of
exclusion orders. So we have a situation where a person
could be moved on, arrested and excluded from an area
for simply undertaking their democratic right to protest.
I give the example of a picket. We have a provision in
section 6(1)(h) of the Summary Offences Act 1966 to
move a person on if ‘the person is or persons are
impeding or attempting to impede another person from
lawfully entering or leaving premises or part of
premises’. That is a picket. On the one hand we have
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picketing a place of employment as an exemption,
albeit reduced, but on the other hand the picketing itself
is a circumstance in which a person can be moved on.
These strong powers and vague reasoning, when they
can be enacted, are a recipe for infringing on the right
to protest and freedom of expression.
There were already broad powers under the act for
police to move people on if they were breaching the
peace, endangering people or likely to cause injury.
There is nothing to stop police from dealing with
someone who is committing an offence, regardless of
whether or not they are protesting. The Summary
Offences and Sentencing Amendment Act 2014 was
one of several pieces of legislation introduced by the
previous government to limit the right to protest.
Another was the Sustainable Forests (Timber) and
Wildlife Amendment Act 2014, which restricted
protests against logging and significantly increased the
penalties for people protesting against duck shooting.
We look forward to the government introducing further
bills to repeal such provisions in these acts if it is
genuinely committed to protecting the right to protest in
our democratic society.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — Today I am
so proud to be a member of the Andrews Labor
government debating a bill that repeals the Napthine
government’s legislative provisions commonly referred
to as ‘move-on laws’. The bill we are debating today,
the Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015, is part of an election commitment made by
Labor to return Victoria to a more democratic state.
Australians take pride in the fact that they live in a
democracy, and the Napthine government’s move-on
laws were a step backward.
As I have heard them, the speakers on the other side of
the house seem to have no idea what the move-on laws
were all about. They talk hysterically about violent
protest, anarchy and people running amok all over the
place, but this is just not true. The recent state election
should have taught them that the Victorian people do
not believe a word they say and regard them as
dishonest and not saying what they really mean. The
Victorian people can see right through the intentions of
the Liberals, whether state or federal.
There are a lot of former lawyers opposite who have
spoken in favour of keeping the move-on laws, but they
fail to see that they are an affront to basic legal
principles. I hope everyone in this chamber still
believes — but perhaps they do not — that there is a
right to the presumption of innocence until proven
guilty. The move-on laws of the Napthine era say that
guilt does not have to be proved. If you are moved on,
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you can be arrested; you can be charged with the fact
that you might do something. This is not the
presumption of innocence. This is a big attack on the
democratic rights we have all fought so long for on this
side of the house — the right of everyday people to go
about their business, to stand up for their families, to
stand up for their children, to stand up for their future
and to make a better place for all of us. We should not
take for granted the things we have today, which are the
result in many cases of protests by people against things
like the move-on laws of the past and the objections of
people to governments like the Napthine government.
Let us have a look at some of the things against which
people have protested. The issue of health and safety
laws is one. In the 1980s the Liberal government in this
state opposed the health and safety laws. It opposed
laws that tried to protect the rights of working people to
have a healthy environment at work and to go home
alive and unharmed. It was protesters — who were
opposed by the Liberal government at the time — who
protected the Franklin Dam. It was protesters who
preserved the Regent Theatre and the Queen Victoria
Market — things we take for granted — which are now
seen as icons for this state and were made to look
fantastic during the White Night event over the
weekend. It has been good for the state of Victoria that
protesters have preserved these things. They would not
be here if Liberal governments had had their way in the
past.
These are the things we should be celebrating — the
protests that people have been involved in to protect the
many good things in this state and the many rights for
so many people for so many years.
I am unable to understand the contradiction in talking
about the Liberal Party. The term ‘liberal’ refers to
freedom, democracy, and civil liberties; there does not
seem to be anything further from the truth of these
things than the attributes of the Liberal Party in the state
of Victoria.
I am sick of hearing people complaining about people
protesting in defence of their wages, as if it were some
terrible crime. I am sick of hearing that there is
something wrong with people protesting in defence of
their livelihoods. It is simply badmouthing by the
Liberal opposition of family men and women who are
just trying to make a decent living in this world and
create a better future for their children. But of course
this is a party that supported WorkChoices, that
supported individual contracts and that has never
supported the rights of people to have good, strong
health and safety legislation. For example, this is a
government that did not support the rights of those who
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trained at Fiskville in the 1990s to have their health and
safety protected. We should not take any notice of what
Liberal members are saying when they talk about
democratic rights or the right to a decent life.
Let us talk about some more comments from people
from the Liberal Party. I will focus on Mr Abbott, that
great saviour of the Liberal Party throughout the
country. He talks about ‘Team Australia’, smirks and
then smugly looks across the world at all those other
countries that do not have what he says are democratic
rights and that are doing things a little bit differently
from him. When you look at what the Victorian Liberal
Party is doing here in opposing the repeal of move-on
laws which allow people to be arrested and charged
regardless of whether or not they have done something
wrong, just because someone thinks they might be
doing something wrong, you realise there is something
wrong in the Liberal Party as a whole. Liberal Party
members need to have a good look at themselves and
work out what it is they stand for and what it is they
want to do.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to speak in the debate on the Summary Offences
Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. I wish to state
at the outset that this is an absolute disgrace. It is the
beginning of what we are going to see more of: the
weakening of our police powers in this state and a
weakening of laws. Here is the beginning of the
soft-on-crime approach of the current government. We
heard about jobs and we heard about the Back to Work
plan this government has created, but the only jobs it
will be affecting here are the Victorian jobs it will be
wrecking — jobs of those who want to be safe, who
want to work and who want to run businesses.
We are seeing this right here with the weakening of
these powers. We have already heard from a number of
business representatives who are absolutely opposed to
these changes, for the good of the state. The Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry has
said:
The right to freely enter one’s premises is a fundamental
right. People should be able to go about their business and
earn a living without others preventing them from doing so or
making them fear for their safety.

This is about safety; it is about being able to walk the
streets, hold your head up high and not worry about
those who, for political purposes, for industrial
purposes or to pay back their union mates, want to
interfere. This is what we have seen from the Labor
Party. This is a pork-barrelling election commitment
from the Labor Party to pay back the Construction,
Forestry, Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) and to
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pay back Trades Hall Council for the donations it has
received during its campaigns. This will destroy our
streets; it will destroy job investment. Today the
Premier said that he is going to have inward trade
missions. He is going to bring businesses from overseas
to come and invest in Victoria. The businesses only
have to look at two things: contracts that are being
ripped up, such as the east–west link contract, which
shows that this government will not honour any
legitimate business contracts; and secondly, the fact that
this government supports absolute mayhem on our
streets, which ruins businesses and ruins jobs. That is
what this is about.
The member for Prahran said this is about the right to
protest. He failed to ask about people’s right to go to
work. What about people’s rights to feel safe on the
streets? What about those people who are entering
businesses and want to do so without having to walk
through a blockade, which is there just because of
political purposes or for racial or religious purposes?
The member for Thomastown — and it is a pleasure to
follow the member for Thomastown — said again that
this is about freedom of expression in people being able
to protest. What about those who want to go into a
chocolate shop? What about those who want to go into
Max Brenner legitimately and buy products there
without intimidation from those who want to run a
political protest? We know what the member for
Thomastown thinks of all of this, and that is why it was
not mentioned anywhere in her deliberations.
This proposed legislation is a disgrace, and it absolutely
goes to the heart of what this government is all about.
We have seen it at the beginning of the government’s
agenda, and it is going to continue to go soft on crime
and continue to ensure that its union mates, the trades
hall mates, can dictate what happens in this state from
here on in.
I want to focus my attention on the boycott, divestment
and sanctions (BDS) campaign. The BDS campaign in
Victoria made a terrific attempt to shut down
businesses just because they had Jewish ownership or
Jewish connections, however distant they may have
been. There was a concerted effort, particularly in 2011,
when we had five protests coordinated straight out of
Trades Hall by the Socialist Left. There were five
coordinated protests. These protests led to Jericho, a
cosmetics company running out of the QV centre,
shutting its shop because it could not continue to trade
when it was being picketed on a Friday night — on the
eve of the Jewish Sabbath — by these protesters. They
then continued on to a number of other protests.
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The pinnacle of all of this was when in 2011 protesters
outside Max Brenner took their violent protest into the
Max Brenner shop. They took off their jumpers,
exposing offensive T-shirts and then chained
themselves to the store. Nineteen of these people were
arrested, and 19 of them went before the Magistrates
Court in 2012. Because we did not have these sorts of
move-on laws then, they were all let go. What was the
magistrate’s response in terms of them being acquitted?
It was that it was the fault of the police and that the
police are responsible for these sorts of things, not of
the protesters who were instigating this in the first
place.
The reason the Victoria Police Association is coming
out strongly in support of these laws is that its members
do not want to be intimidated or bullied. They want to
be able to administer due process and keep our streets
safe. I know there are many government members who
do not support BDS and have strongly advocated
against BDS, but it is an absolute fact that the Jewish
community is very concerned about these changes. I
know the Attorney-General went to members of the
Jewish community to try to explain to them that this bill
would have no effect in terms of a resurgence of BDS
and that they would still be protected. Unfortunately,
even with the Attorney-General’s persuasive powers,
his assurances came to nothing.
I have two statements in front of me. One comes from
the Jewish Community Council of Victoria and the
Zionist Council of Victoria. Jennifer Huppert, a former
member in the other house, is the president of the
Jewish Community Council of Victoria. I will quote
from the statement. It reads:
‘Given the government’s stated opposition to BDS the
proposed amendments represent a significant retrograde step
in the protection of businesses and individuals from the
impact of those who seek to boycott or blockade them for
their connection to Israel’, said Mr Tatarka and Ms Huppert
…

The statement continues:
… We trust that if there is repetition of the violence, abuse
and intimidation that marked the campaign against Max
Brenner and other retailers of Israeli products the government
will not hesitate to reinstate appropriate protections that the
Jewish community in particular and the community in general
is entitled to expect as they go about their daily business’.

The Jewish Community Council of Victoria and the
Zionist Council of Victoria have put the government on
notice. They say they have seen a huge reduction in the
amount of BDS activity on our streets in the last
12 months, which coincides with the fact that we now
have laws to protect those businesses. Now we are
taking those laws away and the Jewish community
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fears that these protesters will end up back on our
streets. What is the government going to do about it?
What is the Attorney-General going to do about it?
What is the Premier going to do to ensure that these
businesses are kept safe?
Colin Rubinstein, the executive director of the
Australia/Israel & Jewish Affairs Council says in his
statement on the proposed changes to the move-on
laws:
While we appreciate the Victorian government’s principled
opposition to the BDS movement, we remain concerned that
the repeal of the move-on laws will weaken the ability of the
police to counter BDS blockades of businesses which, as the
government says, have no place in our multicultural Victoria.
We urge the government to closely monitor the situation and
to ensure that if the proposed change to the legislation results
in a revival of BDS blockades, the legislation is further
adjusted to allow people to go about their lawful business free
of the discriminatory harassment the BDS campaign
represents.

Here are three very well-respected organisations in the
community. We know that members of the government
have close relationships with and have been very
involved in these organisations, but these organisations
are concerned — and so they should be. The Jewish
community should be concerned, as should all
communities that will be targeted and victimised
because of their race or their religion, as should all
those Victorians who want to go about setting up and
doing their business without the fear of union thugs
intimidating and harassing them just because they do
not like their politics or the way they look or because
they are not members of the same union.
This is what it is all about. It is not about protecting
Victorians. Let us make no mistake — it is not about
workers. We on this side of the house care about
workers. On the other side they only care about the
shop stewards and the people who are running those
unions. They worry about the union officials, the
CFMEU, Trades Hall Council and John Setka, because
that is where the donations came from in 2014. That is
where all those elections funds for the other side came
from. Those members opposite owe a debt to their
CFMEU and Trades Hall mates, and this is what this
legislation is about. It is an absolute disgrace, and we
will be monitoring it to make sure that these sorts of
racial and religious protests do not happen in this state.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I will try to
lower the volume a bit. I think everyone’s eardrums
have been slaughtered this afternoon. Thank you to the
member for Hawthorn. It gives me pleasure to speak on
the Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015, which delivers on an election commitment of
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the Andrews Labor government. It is starting to become
a hallmark of the Andrews Labor government to deliver
on its election commitments.
The important elements of this bill recalibrated the
rights and freedoms under the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006. It is important to reflect
on what the bill does. It takes it back to the legislation
that previously existed that we on this side believe was
adequate in protecting the rights of individuals. The bill
repeals the draconian laws put in place by the former
government and resets the law back to its previous
position. It allows police officers and protective
services officers to direct a person to move on where
they reasonably suspect there is a breach of the peace, a
person is endangered or likely to be endangered or their
safety is in question, or that the behaviour is likely to
cause injury to a person or damage to property or
otherwise risk public safety. These were the previous
settings of the law, and they are wideranging in their
application.
If you were to hear the contributions from those
opposite in isolation, you would think the world was
falling apart and everything was turned on its head. The
chest-beating and the box-thumping of the member for
Hawthorn does not lend itself to any more conclusions
about where that lies. It is worth reflecting on why this
bill needs to be put forward. Importantly, the bill resets
the balance of rights under the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities. There have been strong
statements and contributions from stakeholders in our
community which I will reflect on soon, but there are
clearly rights under the charter that are impinged on,
and I will list those for the benefit of the house: the
freedom of movement; the freedom of expression; and
the freedom of assembly and association.
It is also worth reflecting that the charter is an important
reference and source for legislation requiring ministers
of this Parliament to make a statement about the
charter’s compatibility with legislation. These are
important checks and balances, and they went through
extensive consultation. The charter was the product of a
former Attorney-General, Robert Hulls, and it is a
significant piece of work.
It is important to reflect on the context of the bill and
not look at the changes that the coalition made in
isolation. When we consider what was swirling around
in 2014 as we were entering the fourth year of a
dysfunctional, chaotic government, we see all kinds of
spot fires in policy servicing. We had the east–west link
and the debacle that has brought forward. We had the
cheeky and contemptuous use of a side letter to
underpin a contract that the now shadow Treasurer will
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be held to account for. We had the abolition of the
Melbourne Metro rail project, which was a massive
issue along the Frankston line. It removed the
Richmond and Flinders Street services from my train
line. Then there was the smear against union members,
paramedics and education workers — our TAFE
workers and other teachers.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Mr RICHARDSON — Context is very important
for explaining how the previous government came to
introduce the current legislation. The ambulance crisis
was circulating and the previous government was at
war with the paramedics, therefore there was an
absolute need to stifle process and proper debate in our
community. What was happening was that people were
thinking that if those opposition voices were not there,
maybe a desperate and dysfunctional government might
just creep over the line by winning an extra seat or two
at the election. People thought that if those opposition
voices were controlled and stifled, maybe the
government could sneak over the line. It did not work.
The consequences of such legislation need to be put
into context. Some members on this side have reflected
on the McDonald’s in Tecoma, which was a massive
issue for the member for Monbulk and his constituency.
I invite members to imagine what would have
happened if those people had not been able to freely
express their views in their community. It was
absolutely their right to put forward their concerns for
the Dandenong Ranges, but that protest would not have
been allowed under that legislation. I ask members to
consider whether protests against coal seam gas by our
regional neighbours would have been allowed.
I invite members to consider the sentiments expressed
about the Abbott federal coalition government by the
30 000 people who turned out to march at the first Bust
the Budget demonstration. They were mums and dads
who considered that budget to be callous and unfair.
They were there pushing prams with their children in
them, supporting their right to protest and expressing
their views against those actions. Members need to be
mindful when we increase police powers in our
community that we are not resetting an imbalance and
giving police wideranging powers.
That brings me to comments made by the member for
Box Hill, then the Attorney-General, which I would
like to share with the house. Thankfully, under the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities, the
former Attorney-General was required to give an
account of what rights under the charter were impinged
on by a bill. He said the bill imposed limitations on:

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT (MOVE-ON LAWS) BILL 2015
470

ASSEMBLY

… an individual’s right to move freely within Victoria as set
out in section 12 of the charter act and may, in certain
circumstances, limit the rights to freedom of expression …
and peaceful assembly and freedom of association …

So there was acknowledgement that rights were being
infringed upon. That fact has clearly been lost by those
opposite who made contributions to the debate today.
It is also important to reflect also on third parties.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
just reflecting on the commentary by the member for
Mordialloc, the member is clearly misleading the
house. He talked about the Abbott government’s
budget, which was handed down in May. The original
bill was introduced in March, so it would not have
affected the ability of people to protest.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! There is no point of order.
Mr RICHARDSON — It is worth reflecting on the
reaction of stakeholders. Obviously both government
and opposition members have a great interest in what
stakeholders in the community are putting forward and
saying to their constituency and lobbying on and
presenting to government. I reflect on the contributions
of Katie Miller, from the Law Institute of Victoria
(LIV), who said that the changes put forward by the
previous government would ‘increase criminalisation of
direct protest action in Victoria’. She went on to raise
other concerns, including that laws which restrict
freedom of movement, peaceful assembly, association
or expression undermine fundamental democratic
values and the most basic rights of people and groups in
our community.
That third party’s concerns were not referenced in any
contributions by those opposite. In its submission the
Law Institute of Victoria went on to say:
The LIV is concerned that the bill does not strike the proper
balance between the right to freedom of movement, freedom
of expression, freedom of peaceful assembly and freedom of
association …

That is the impression of the current law.
I reflect also on contributions made by Tim Wilson,
who those opposite will know is the Australian human
rights commissioner, and someone who vehemently
opposed the policy reflected in section 18C of the
federal Racial Discrimination Act. Tim Wilson said that
the law was excessive because it gave police the power
to fine people who were suspected of a possible
offence. He was quoted in the Fairfax media as saying
about the law that:
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It unnecessarily gives police too much power to move on
protesters unjustifiably.

Also:
I have an issue with the low bar that is being set to give police
the powers to move people on.

Members opposite have to talk to their mates. They
have to reach out to their friends and ask what they
think as well, because that report is pretty much an
indictment of these laws.
There was also opposition from the Victorian Council
of Social Service, the Victorian Equal Opportunity and
Human Rights Commission and the Federation of
Community Legal Centres, as well as a mate of those
opposite, Tim Wilson.
I want to put one thing to the member for Hawthorn. In
wanting to break new ground and to tear out from under
the shadow of the member for Box Hill, he has some
examples to follow. He could take some reference from
Mark Dreyfus, the federal shadow Attorney-General.
He could take a stance against Mr Brandis, the federal
Attorney-General, and he could have come out as a
champion of human rights. In his contribution, as
reported in the Australian of 27 January, he used union
acronyms no fewer than 20 times. He referred to the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
excitedly. I invite members to guess how many times
the member for Hawthorn referred to the charter of
human rights or the impingement on rights. The answer
is absolutely none. Members opposite must go back.
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to speak on
the Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015. If we ever needed a bill to show how clearly
the Premier is beholden to the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union, this is it. This bill is about
paying the piper, about payback for union support, and
it shows that the Premier is tightly within union grasp.
With this bill Victorians can see who is actually in
charge of this state.
This bill allows the worst of the union movement the
ability to protest more or less unfettered, and it could
not be described as anything other than Labor’s sop to
its union masters. While the bill is certainly authored by
the unions and allows union people to protest, it also
opens the door to protest by extreme political groups,
including racist and bigoted groups, as the member for
Caulfield pointed out. In doing the favour that the
Labor government is doing for the unions, Labor is
actually opening the door to the ugliest aspects of our
society. We have seen them on display many times in
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the past, and the original act was put in place so that we
would not see them in the future.
With this bill Labor is setting up the professional
protesters against the ordinary good citizens of Victoria
in a climate of professional protesting. We are seeing it
more and more. We saw it in the style of the March in
March and the Occupy movement’s demonstrations.
There are more and more professional protesters out
there, and this bill gives the green light to those people.
We certainly have not seen here in Australia the level of
protest that has been seen in Europe, but if we ever did,
these amendments would leave Victoria Police
absolutely unable to deal with those situations.
The changes made by clause 4, which repeal parts of
section 6 of the current act, still allow police officers
and protective services officers to act in certain
circumstances. However, the repeal of those provisions
sets the bar so high that our law enforcement officers
will be effectively completely neutered from being able
to maintain law and order, maintain peace and protect
Victorians. The line between harassment and
intimidation and actively breaching the peace is, of
course, not always a clear one.
The member for Caulfield made abundantly clear the
Jewish community’s concerns about the resurgence of
the boycott, divestment and sanctions movement. This
bill gives the green light to these thugs as they picket
many businesses around Melbourne. We know that
Jewish groups are particularly concerned. We know
that this picketing of Jewish businesses is actively
supported by some members of the Labor Party. We
know that within the Labor Party there are deep pockets
supporting the boycott, divestment and sanctions
movement. It was in fact only in the last sitting week
that the Attorney-General said:
… there are no members more appalled by boycott,
divestment and sanctions type protests than many members
on this side of the house …

The Attorney-General certainly avoided saying ‘all’
members on this side of the house. He made it clear to
all Victorians that for some — not all but some — in
the Labor movement, racism runs very deep. Within the
culture of the Labor Party is also that culture of
thuggery and intimidation. We saw that during the
election campaign, as I have mentioned in this house
before, at the polling booths of Narre Warren North,
Bentleigh, Carrum and Mordialloc. We saw that
thuggery and intimidation — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member will come back to the bill.
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Mr R. SMITH — It is in the blood of the Labor
movement, and we see that all the time. On this side of
the house we all agree on the right to protest. Our side
of politics has a very strong record on the issue of the
right to free speech, but that is not the question here.
This bill puts the rights of the free speech of the mob
above the right of law-abiding individuals to go about
their day unhindered. That is the essence of this bill. It
is putting the protester above the rights of ordinary
Victorian citizens.
I turn to the specifics of sections that are being
repealed, which will limit the police force’s ability to
maintain order. The repeal of one of the provisions by
this bill means that in relation to a person who has
committed or persons who have committed within the
last 12 hours an offence in a public area, police will no
longer have a right to move those people on. They will
also not have a right to move on people who are
causing a reasonable apprehension of violence in
another person or people causing or likely to cause an
undue obstruction to another person, persons or traffic.
It is one thing to respect the right to withhold labour,
but it is quite another to prevent someone from getting
to their place of work or to stop traffic. These repeals
will contribute to real disruptions in our city.
One of the more interesting provisions being repealed
refers to a person or persons present for the purpose of
unlawfully procuring, supplying or intending to
unlawfully procure or supply a drug of dependence.
Why are those opposite — why is this government —
so concerned about the rights of drug traffickers?
Surely that is one provision you would leave in. Surely
those opposite are not on the side of drug traffickers.
Police having the right to move on people who are
dealing drugs is surely not something those opposite
would have intended to take away. It is absolutely
ridiculous. The government is also repealing the
provision enabling the removal of people who are
impeding or attempting to impede a person from
lawfully entering or leaving premises or a part thereof.
This bill puts the right of a striking worker above the
right of a worker who wants nothing more than to
simply go about their work. I cannot see, and I am sure
my colleagues on this side of the house cannot see, any
issue with allowing someone to simply go about their
business and go to work.
This bill reflects Labor’s complete misunderstanding of
the importance to business of keeping the city flowing,
unhindered by the sorts of blockades that have occurred
there in the past. Labor does not understand that many
people just want to get on with their lives and not be
caught up in the latest trendy strike action. This sort of
attitude takes us back to the 1980s, the last time that the
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Socialist Left controlled Labor parties both in Victoria
and around the world. At that time, at the height of the
miners strike, UK Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher
described protesters preventing others from getting to
work ‘using violence and intimidation to impose their
will on others who do not want it’. She also said, ‘The
rule of law must prevail over the rule of the mob’.
It is astounding that in 2015 Victorian Labor wants to
legislate to allow those sorts of clashes that occurred in
the 1980s. Even in the 1980s John Cain knew enough
to deregister the Builders Labourers Federation. After
only three months in government the Andrews
government is showing itself to be more militant and
more socialist than the Cain and Kirner governments. In
his autobiography John Cain called the Builders
Labourers Federation and their protests a ready-made
example of the unacceptable face of trade unionism. I
ask the question rhetorically: would the current Premier
ever say that about the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union? The fine of $1.2 million that was
imposed on the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union by Justice Cavanough in relation to the
illegal blockade at the Grocon Emporium work site
shows the seriousness with which the law and all
Victorians viewed the actions we saw down at that site.
This bill snubs those views.
Perhaps the most troublesome issue in relation to this
bill is the repeal of section 6B of the principal act. This
section sets out in law the relationship between the
police or protective services officers (PSOs) and those
who potentially need to be moved on. It sets up
protections for individuals, but it also gives police
rights in a society governed by laws that are necessary.
Very reasonable sections being repealed include one
stating that a police officer or a protective services
officer who intends to give a person a direction to move
on may request a person to state their name and
address. Acting Speaker, our side of the house trusts
police. Our side of the house trusts our PSOs. We
believe that it is quite reasonable for a police officer in a
protest situation to ask the name and address of an
individual. The fact that this government is repealing
this section shows that Victorian Labor, under a
Socialist Left Premier, trusts the mob far more than it
trusts police. On this side of the house we trust police,
and we trust police to act.
I refer to a report in the Herald Sun:
Victoria Police Commander Rick Nugent said officers were
forced to use capsicum spray to help their colleagues to
safety.
Commander Nugent said there were reports of horses being
punched during the blockade.
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Commander Nugent said the violent scuffle lasted up to
10 minutes after the illegal blockade prevented Grocon
employees getting to work …

As I said, what we have is a government siding with the
mob against police. I will quote from the Age, which
said:
Police Association secretary Greg Davies said the new laws
would be ‘wholly appropriate’ for police to have in certain
situations.

The laws that were put in place by the coalition
government were laws police wanted and supported,
and the fact that those opposite are repealing those
laws, which police need to do their job, shows us that
this government is giving confidence to a mob whose
members will seek to resist lawful instructions from
police. This will empower the mob to challenge the
authority of police, and that is not something we want
to see in this state. That is not something Victorians
want to see in this state. Again I ask rhetorically of
those opposite: is this the Victoria they really want?
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and speak on the Summary Offences Amendment
(Move-on Laws) Bill 2015, which is an important
social reform as part of the Andrews Labor
government’s election pledge to get in behind
hardworking people, not to demonise them.
What those opposite do not understand is that they lost
the election. All their contributions and their election
campaign focused on the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU), and where did it
get them? Four years on the opposition benches, so
keep talking about the CFMEU, because you are doing
a good job. Do not concentrate on policy; just keep
focusing on the CFMEU.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr CARROLL — This is an important social
justice reform. In a minute I will get to the other side’s
record in government on crime rates, but this bill rights
a wrong. Do not take my word for it; take the word of
the Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) and of the
community legal centres. A recent issue of the Law
Institute Journal, from the Law Institute of Victoria,
includes the heading ‘Move-on laws unnecessary’. It
quotes the Attorney-General, who at the time held the
shadow portfolio, as saying the laws amounted to a
criminalisation of all forms of protest in this state and
that everyone has a right to assemble peacefully and
have their say. The Andrews government is about
letting people protest peacefully. It will not harm
anyone. It may be a picket at their workplace, and there
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is nothing wrong with that. We are taking the laws back
to what they should be and what they originally were.
What the coalition introduced back in 2014 was
restrictive in nature for any protest in the state of
Victoria. It was draconian, anti-democratic and simply
unnecessary. You did not need to focus on it; you could
have focused on a positive agenda, rather than having a
negative agenda and ending up in opposition after just
four years. In opposition, do your time, do your policy
development and come up with a positive agenda. That
may get you a bit further along in terms of public
support.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr CARROLL — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
The coalition’s amendments to the move-on laws had
the real potential to disproportionately harm some of
the most vulnerable members of the community.
Members only have to go back to comments made by
Geoff Bowyer, the former president of the Law Institute
of Victoria, who said at the time that the laws could:
… have a significant and devastating impact on the homeless
who, by the nature of their situation, are forced to gather in
public places, often returning to a familiar spot after being
moved on.

The laws were also draconian in how they dealt with
people going to their normal place of employment.
Mr Watt interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member for Burwood!
Mr CARROLL — The coalition made clear at the
time that police would be given the discretion to decide
whether a picket at a place of employment was legal or
illegal; no-one needed to go to court and no orders
needed to be sought or made against the picket. It was a
heavily criticised, heavy-handed and unwarranted
interference with the rights of working people across
the state.
This reform of the Andrews Labor government is
backed up by a range of stakeholders, including the
St Kilda Legal Service, the Federation of Community
Legal Services, the Peninsula Community Legal
Centre, Youthlaw, the Western Suburbs Community
Legal Service, the Independent Riders Group and the
Law Institute of Victoria. We are righting the
coalition’s wrongs. In summary, this bill repeals the
coalition’s amendments and creates a more appropriate
balance between the use of move-on powers to
maintain public order and the protection of the
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fundamental rights of all Victorians to move freely,
express their views and associate with whomever they
choose.
The four key amendments in this bill include that
move-on powers will no longer be able to be used
merely because a police officer suspects that a person is
likely to cause an obstruction to another person. What
we are putting forward is reasonable. Move-on powers
should not apply when a person is picketing at a place
of employment or demonstrating about a particular
issue. There is nothing wrong with putting your views
forward on industrial relations or anything like that.
The member for Hawthorn — and I mentioned this
during a previous debate — has been proactive with his
opinion pieces. The member for Kew is trying to catch
up, and there is a bit of a shootout going on about who
can get the most columns in the Herald Sun. I welcome
that. As long as they keep writing about the CFMEU
and highlighting the record of the previous government,
we on this side of the chamber will be pleased.
Our reforms to repeal laws that restricted the rights to
peaceful protest and subjected individuals to exclusion
orders have been welcomed. The current LIV president,
Katie Miller, has said the LIV strongly opposed the
coalition’s amendments to the Summary Offences Act
1996 when they were introduced. The LIV was not
consulted, as it should have been, and now the Andrews
Labor government is righting a wrong. It has been
endorsed by most people in the non-government legal
sector. It is about making everything right. Victorian
police still have the power to respond to illegal protests
that include trespass or violent acts. This is very
important reform.
The previous Labor administration had an agenda
called A Fairer Victoria. If you were smarter in
government, you might have picked up that baton and
run with it, but you decided not to. You decided to
attack and demonise hardworking people right through
the election campaign, including ambos, teachers, the
CFMEU — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the member should speak through the Chair. That is the
only comment I am making.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member will take his seat. Sit down!
Mr CARROLL — I will continue to speak through
the Chair. The member for Burwood is a class act. You
are super! You are a no. 1 draftee, you are!
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The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Mr CARROLL — He is a class act who we on this
side of the chamber welcome.
The member for Hawthorn could pick up a lot from my
predecessor as the member for Niddrie, a former
Attorney-General, and from the agenda he ran and his
social reform. Let us look at where we are now, with
crime rates having gone up every year of the
Baillieu-Napthine term of government. We are picking
up the mess. The member for Rowville, the former
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who is at
the table, did his best, but there is overcrowding and the
current Minister for Police is doing everything he can to
turn that ship around.
We will make sure there is an appropriate balance
between the rights of individuals to protest and the
rights of individuals to go to work.
Bjelke-Petersen-style laws are not welcome in Victoria.
We have the Royal Commission into Family Violence,
and we will look at strengthening the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC),
which will be an important reform. Whether it occurs at
people’s place of employment or whether it is about a
planning matter like the Tecoma McDonald’s, there is
nothing wrong with peaceful protest. Protective
services officers and police have had important powers
for many years, and it has all worked very well.
Peaceful protest is encouraged in liberal democracies
right around the world, and Victoria is a liberal
democracy. We should encourage people to have their
say and express their views. There is no need to go
down a Queensland-style, Peter Reith-style term of
reform that is draconian and does nothing to improve
the lives of hardworking Victorians, who should not be
demonised.
Members only need to look through the agenda of the
Andrews Labor government to see investment in our
correctional services, including giving real teeth to
IBAC, which is something the member for Hawthorn
might want to write an opinion piece about, rather than
focusing on the coalition’s four wasted years. The
member for Kew is catching up on the member for
Hawthorn’s number of Herald Sun columns. The
member for Kew is on the back bench, but he is making
his way down. I will get in behind the member for
Kew.
Mr Watt interjected.
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Mr CARROLL — I would not want to get in
behind the member for Burwood, because where would
that get me?
I do not have much more to say except that I wish the
bill a speedy passage. It is important reform, and I hope
that members of the opposition, after their stellar four
years in government, learn something from it, do their
homework, consult with stakeholders and learn to put
forward a positive agenda. They have to start recruiting
some talent. It would have been good if they had run
against me in the Niddrie by-election; that might be
when it all started. Ted Baillieu said no, and then he
was gone, the Treasurer was gone, the member for
Malvern became the Treasurer and the side letter was
signed. Good luck in opposition!
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — I did not think I would
see a day when a Labor member of Parliament idolised
the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
(CFMEU), but we have just seen a demonstration of
that. We will see what happens with the CFMEU over
the next four years — whether it will abide by the law
or expect a special law for itself, as we have seen in the
past with the way it has demonstrated and conducted its
business.
I fear for all the building sites across Victoria. I fear for
businesses in this state. This legislation today is a
backwards step. What has happened is that the
Andrews government has missed the point and
deliberately decided to argue a point that for some
reason the move-on powers were going to restrict the
right to protest or were an attack on freedom of speech.
This could not be any further from the truth. We
strongly support freedom of speech. We strongly
support the right to protest. We have no issues with
that. Part of the basic foundation of the Liberal Party is
the right to freedom of speech and the right to protest.
There has never been any issue.
The second-reading speech says:
Under the expanded powers, a police officer or PSO could
potentially break up any protest, move someone on or arrest
someone merely because, for example, they have a reasonable
suspicion that a person is causing an unreasonable
obstruction, is likely to do so, or is impeding or attempting to
impede someone.

The laws have been in place for about a year, and I am
struggling to see one example of where Victoria Police
has misused that power. The government has been
saying that there is the potential for misuse of power
and the potential for this and the potential for that, but if
the laws have been in place for a year and the
government cannot come up with an example, then it is
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a hollow argument. I say to the government: please
carefully think about the introduction of this bill.
The reason the Napthine government introduced these
laws almost a year ago is so that police could have
clarity around the law. They were introduced by the
former Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill,
whom I have great respect for. It was about making
sure that when the police went to a protest or a violent
situation the law was very clear to them. The reason we
brought it in was to protect businesses and to protect
workers going into and leaving a business. If you do not
have that, it means that you can have a protest out the
front of a shop or a manufacturer and stop workers
from coming and going, and that is blatantly wrong.
There is a strong difference in the way the coalition and
the government see this. We will strongly support
workers and businesses being able to operate fairly.
Why would we, then, support very strongly the
protesters or a group that is preventing people going
about their ordinary day of work? To me it simply does
not make any sense. As I said, the coalition strongly
supports the right to protest and the right of workers
and customers to be able to enter or leave a shop or
factory. Introducing this law shows that the government
is going to snub every single business in the state,
because this could happen to any business, anywhere in
the state. This issue is going to come up over and over
again over the next four years. It is without doubt a
grave error of judgement and one that will haunt the
government.
You have to ask: why is the government doing this? Is
it paying things back to its union masters? That is an
obvious question. Look at how much the CFMEU has
donated to the Labor Party — $1.33 million. I suspect
that if a union is going to give the Labor Party
$1.33 million, it comes with strings attached — it
would say, ‘We want to be paid back’.
The CFMEU will have a field day with this. As I said,
we had trouble with the CFMEU. We saw what it did.
If the laws are loosened up, the CFMEU will take
advantage. You are going to have the extremists and the
thugs able to do whatever they like on protest and
picket lines. Look at what has happened over the last
few years and why we brought in the laws. You had
Grocon and what happened in the CBD with the picket
lines. I looked at some of the reports. The CFMEU state
secretary, Bill Oliver, said that the dispute was over
union apparel being worn by workers at Grocon and
safety issues. For goodness sake! They were going to
bring the whole CBD to a standstill over some very
minor apparel issues, and of course the building unions
are very good at being able to devise safety issues.
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We say that all building sites must have the highest
standard of safety — there is no question about that —
but it does not give the CFMEU the right to abuse that
particular right. Based on the demonstrations we saw,
with the police horses being pushed and those
disgraceful efforts, we had to do something, and we did
it. As I say, we cannot have one law for the general
public of Victoria and another law specially for the
unions.
There has already been a lot of talk about the company
Max Brenner and the situation where some believe that
because it is owned by someone with a Jewish
background, it should be targeted. To me it is
absolutely foreign that you can pick out a particular
factory or a particular shop and say, ‘We’re going to
target you because of a situation’. We had Occupy
Melbourne. We cannot have these situations. I hope
that between now and this bill’s consideration in the
upper house the government seriously looks at this. If it
is seriously going ahead with this, it is putting every
single business in Victoria at risk of being protested or
blockaded, and that is wrong.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am very pleased to rise
today to speak on the Summary Offences Amendment
(Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. The bill repeals changes
made in early 2014 by the coalition to the Summary
Offences Act 1966. Those changes amended the act in
relation to move-on directions. In particular, clause 3
added five situations to the existing list of
circumstances in which a move-on order could be
given. These were, firstly, if the person has committed
an offence in the public place in the last 12 hours;
secondly, if the conduct of the person is causing a
reasonable apprehension of violence in another person;
thirdly, if the person is causing or likely to cause undue
obstruction to other persons or traffic; fourthly, if the
person is present for the purpose or intention of
unlawfully procuring or supplying a drug of
dependence; and finally, if the person is preventing or
attempting to prevent other persons from legally
entering or leaving premises.
Further amendments gave police and protective
services officers (PSOs) powers to arrest a person they
reasonably believe failed to comply with a move-on
direction without a reasonable excuse and introduced a
penalty of a maximum of two years imprisonment for
people in contravention of a move-on order. I am
pleased that the bill intends to repeal the five
circumstances I stated previously, as I consider them to
be quite draconian, and many other speakers have also
supported this point. Instead, police officers will still be
able to direct a person to move on from a public place
where officers suspect on reasonable grounds that the
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person is breaching or likely to breach the peace; that
the person is endangering or likely to endanger the
safety of any other person; or the behaviour of the
person is likely to cause injury to a person or damage to
property or is otherwise a risk to public safety.
Secondly, move-on powers will not apply in relation to
a person who is picketing a place of employment,
demonstrating or protesting about a particular issue, or
otherwise publicising their views on a particular issue.
These changes align more closely with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, which
states in section 12 that people have the right to move
freely in Victoria, and in section 16 that people have the
right to peaceful assembly and freedom of association.
Last year I expressed my concern that under the
previous law one of the situations where an exclusion
order may be made is when a person is or persons are
causing, or likely to cause, an undue obstruction to
another person or persons or traffic. I recall several
issues in which this section could be pertinent — in
particular, the peaceful protest by the residents of
Tecoma in opposition to the McDonald’s application
for a 24-hour drive-through outlet in that town. The
protest outside Max Brenner chocolate cafe in 2011 is
another example. I believe the previous amendments
went too far. For example, the expanded grounds meant
that a person who has committed no crime and caused
no breach of the peace could have their rights and
freedoms significantly limited solely on the suspicion
that the person is likely to cause an obstruction or is
impeding someone.
The exclusion orders also had the potential to harm
some of the most vulnerable communities, including
the homeless and people with mental health issues.
Such groups are more likely to use and congregate in
public places, which means they were more likely to be
the target of the orders. Another group affected by the
changes were Victorian workers. Labor sees the
previous amendments as an attack on workers rights to
engage in lawful industrial action. The coalition made it
clear at the time that the expanded move-on powers
could be used against legal picket lines at places of
employment. Police were given discretion to decide for
themselves whether a picket was illegal and should be
moved on. No-one needed to go to court and no orders
needed to be sought or made against the picket.
The bill will also repeal previous amendments made to
the act that enabled the making of exclusion orders
prohibiting a person from entering a public place for up
to 12 months. Lastly, the bill repeals amendments that
gave specific arrest powers and powers that required a
person to state their name and address in relation to
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move-on powers. These amendments were
unnecessary, as broad arrest powers already exist under
section 458 of the Crimes Act 1958. A similar power
applies to both police officers and PSOs under
section 218B(2) of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 where the officer reasonably
believes a person has committed an offence under that
act or related regulations or against the Graffiti
Prevention Act 1997.
Under section 20 of the Parliamentary Precincts Act
2001, PSOs on duty in the parliamentary precinct, for
example, also have the power to request a person to
state their name and address where the officer
reasonably believes the person has not complied with a
direction made under section 16(1) of that act to leave
the parliamentary precinct. This bill restores a better
balance between the competing objectives of personal
liberties and the expectation that police and PSOs will
maintain public order.
I note that the bill also touches on alcohol exclusion
orders. I am of the opinion that some members of the
community view alcohol as a mitigating factor in
violence where the offender is intoxicated. I am
concerned that some offenders believe that if they are
drunk enough, they can commit an offence and later say
they were too drunk to remember what happened.
Alternatively, they may say they never meant to
commit the offence. They believe they can use the
excuse of intoxication to escape the full force of the
law. The orders send a clear signal that drunken,
threatening and violent behaviour will not be tolerated,
and that those who engage in it will face significant
consequences.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution on the Summary Offences
Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. Everybody
has the right to protest on matters they feel passionate
about, and in many cases a sign of a healthy democracy
is that it supports the right to protest, because in many
countries around the world it is not allowed in any way,
shape or form. However, protesting should be done
peacefully and without disrupting people who are trying
to go about their lawful business. Unfortunately this bill
sends a message that it is fine for protestors to ride
roughshod over the rights and safety of members of the
public, and that is very concerning. This bill not only
does that but also restores uncertainty around police
powers. The Police Association opposes the bill; it has
been quite clear about saying that. That raises the
question: does the current government feel it knows
more about managing protests than the police do? It
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will return us to the days where there are militant
protests and militant protestors — and over recent years
on far too many occasions on the evening news we
have seen the action they undertake. They will now
know there is again uncertainty in relation to how they
can be acted against by our law enforcers. This bill
should be of concern to all Victorians.
The move-on laws were introduced so that police could
break up unruly protests that were impacting on people
going about their day-to-day lawful business. These
laws permitted peaceful protests. They allowed groups
to make their point and push their case without
disruption to others but gave powers to police to step in
and take action against protests — that may have, for
example, blockaded people out of a certain workplace
or shut down a particular section of a town or city —
that did not allow people to do what they were lawfully
permitted to do.
The laws were about allowing people to go about their
business without having it impacted — often at a
massive cost to Victorian taxpayers — by protesters
taking action that was taking police away from their
core business. That was done at a great cost to and
disrupted the wider Victorian community. As we have
often seen in the past, protestors have regularly
overstepped the line in relation to what is acceptable
public behaviour — what people would see as a fair
and reasonable action to be taken — while trying to
voice their concerns. They have become spiteful,
abusive and deliberately disruptive to law-abiding
members of the public. Protests of this nature cost
Victorians millions of dollars.
Since these laws were introduced, protests have
continued to occur. We have seen a number of protests
on a range of issues and valid points have been
made — and made well — but without the disruption
and cost to Victorians. The additional police powers
that were making this happen will be gone if this
legislation passes. The new government is moving to
repeal these laws after militant unions, which have been
clashing with police over a number of years, have been
very outspoken about and campaigned strongly to have
the extra police powers removed. Police will now have
lesser strong powers to take action when protests get
out of hand.
Labor’s media release of 10 February 2015 is simply
inaccurate. It says:
Prior to the introduction of these excessive laws, Victoria
Police already had the power to give a ‘move-on’ direction to
a person to leave a public place. Such a direction could be
given if a police officer suspected on reasonable grounds that
a person is:
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Breaching, or likely to breach, the peace;
Endangering or likely to endanger the safety of another
person or damage to property; or
The behaviour of the person is likely to cause injury …
or damage to property …

Under the bill to be introduced today, Victoria Police will
retain those powers to respond to illegal protests.

That is what the document says, and that is not right. If
this bill is passed, it will completely exempt political or
industrial protests or pickets from move-on laws. That
is a fact.
Move-on powers were first introduced in 2009 by the
previous Labor government, but none of the powers for
police to be able to take these actions were included.
Labor’s legislation provided that none of these powers
applied to political or industrial protests or pickets,
which it defined as being:
… in relation to a person who, whether in the company of
other persons or not, is —
(a) picketing a place of employment; or
(b) demonstrating or protesting about a particular issue; or
(c) speaking, bearing or otherwise identifying with a
banner, placard or sign … behaving in a way that is
apparently intended to publicise the person’s view about
a particular issue …

The coalition government amended the law in 2014 in
light of some of the appalling public examples we saw
of protesters taking things too far. This included
removing the exemption for political and industrial
protests for all but two grounds. This was something
the Victorian public called for. Members of the
Victorian public were outraged when they saw some of
the practices going on at picket lines, and they wanted
the law changed. I have heard some opposition
members say that that was an election-determining
factor in the Labor Party’s victory. I certainly do not
think this was.
Our changes strengthened the existing move-on powers
by providing that move-ons could also be ordered
where the police or protective services officers
reasonably suspect a person: (a) has committed, within
the last 12 hours, an offence in the public place; or (b)
by their conduct is causing a reasonable apprehension
of violence on another person; or (c) is causing, or
likely to cause, an undue obstruction to another person
or persons or traffic; or (d) is present for the purpose of
unlawfully procuring or supplying, or intending to
unlawfully procure or supply, a drug of dependence; or
importantly (e) is impeding, or attempting to impede,
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another person from entering or leaving premises or
parts of premises.
Why would you want to get rid of that? None of the
grounds for ordering a move-on apply to peaceful
protests under the existing laws, and we have seen
many peaceful protests where good points have been
made.
People can march, hold rallies, wave banners, listen to
speakers, gather outside employers’ premises or at the
sites of projects they disagree with, hold up signs
calling on people not to enter the premises or the site
and offer people entering or leaving pamphlets putting
across their point of view. However, under the law as it
now stands, protesters and picketers are not exempt
from the law when they blockade premises and stop
other people from going about their lawful business,
either entering or leaving. That is what is about to
change, and that should be of concern to all Victorians.
The changes we introduced in 2014 do not allow
anyone to be moved on because they are homeless or
disadvantaged, as some speakers have indicated. Our
changes were aimed at two main groups — those who
cause disruption and disorder on the streets or in other
public places and those who resort to blockades or
violence to seek to impose their political or industrial
views on others. The Victoria Police Association is
advocating for the move-on laws to be maintained, as is
the Master Builders Association of Victoria, but it is
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry chief executive, Mark Stone, who sums it up
best. He said:
The right to freely enter one’s premises is a fundamental
right. People should be able to go about their business and
earn a living without others preventing them from doing so or
making them fear for their safety …

Police currently have the right to break up abusive and
disruptive protests involving blockades and violence,
but that will now be rolled back. As the shadow
Attorney-General said in his contribution, this moment
should be marked in time. I believe that this is bad
policy that will hurt Victorian businesses and the
economy. Let us mark this point in time, and let us
judge this legislation by the consequences we see in the
coming years. We are opposing this bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on this bill.
The Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015 repeals the amendments to move-on laws
introduced by the coalition early in 2014, which
became the Summary Offences and Sentencing
Amendment Act 2014. That act introduced by the
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former government was draconian and totally
unnecessary. Some may ask why we are bothering to
introduce this bill, as legislation was passed by the
former government and we have checks and balances in
our community. Indeed, it is important to think about
why we need to restore the balance, and to look to other
jurisdictions for guidance.
Singapore, for example, had a similar background to
Australia. A former English colony, it had rule of law,
freedom of association, freedom of speech and trial by
jury. After independence, as you would expect,
Singapore developed its own constitution. Article 14 of
the constitution of Singapore guarantees the right to
freedom of expression, peaceful assembly without arms
and freedom of association. But in Singapore,
Parliament may restrict the right to free speech,
assembly and association if it is ‘necessary or expedient
in the interest’ of a variety of factors. As we know,
expediency can lay waste to fundamental rights, and
our civil rights are precious.
I cannot imagine a situation where Melbourne becomes
another Singapore, a gilded cage that constrains the will
of the people and the freedoms we know and love. In a
democracy there is always the great contestability of
ideas, which helps us come up with the best public
policy outcomes. I am privileged to have been an
adviser to Steve Bracks in opposition. I was the former
Leader of the Opposition’s police adviser for six
months, and in that time I worked very closely with the
husband of the member for Macedon, who was
involved with the Police Association — it is all about
cops — and also had a wonderful association with
James Higgins, the husband of the Minister for
Emergency Services. I was the police adviser and
James was the legal affairs adviser, and we would both
try to work out what was good public policy. What was
the right thing to do? How can you be tough on crime
and tougher on the causes? How do you achieve that in
a way that does not compromise the fundamental civil
rights we enjoy? You have those private discussions,
you make your case, you argue and you end up with a
better public policy outcome. This act of the former
government, however, slates the balance too far in the
interests of Victoria Police. That is why we are moving
in this direction.
It is important to look at other commentary around this
issue. Thomas Jefferson said that:
… rightful liberty is unobstructed action according to our
will, within the limits drawn around us by the equal rights of
others. I do not add ‘within the limits of the law’, because law
is often but the tyrant’s will and always so when it violates the
right of an individual.
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We have to be careful about making sure the balance is
right.
I am reminded of a comment made by a former
member for Bendigo West, Bob Cameron, on an
occasion when he was asked to talk about legislation.
He said sometimes legislation is a bit like deciding that
you want to touch up a wall and opening a small can of
paint. You paint a little bit here and a little bit there;
before you know it you have gone beyond what you
intended, and is that the most efficient use of your time?
I submit that in this way the legislation introduced by
the previous government went much too far.
Victoria Police has always had within its rights the
ability to uphold the law and maintain the peace, and
that remains. But the reality is that the current act goes
too far. We are trying to restore the balance and take a
more sensible approach. Victoria Police will continue
to be able to do the things it needs to do, as you would
expect. This is about making sure that we do not
undermine or threaten the fundamental human rights
we cherish. It is a very delicate balance, and if you fail
to achieve that balance, as in Singapore, you can get it
drastically wrong. Once you start a process you can
find that you have wide paths of divergence. We are
extremely lucky to be in the most progressive state in
one of the most progressive nations in the world. It is
important that we never lose sight of that. That is why
this bill is so fundamentally important. It brings us back
to the mainstream, which is where we should be, and
makes sure that Victoria Police still has the powers to
do the things it needs to do in order to discharge its
duties. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — In relation to the bill
we are debating and the fundamental rights it deals
with, it is very important that it is on the record and
stays on the record that at no stage does the act that is
being repealed take away the fundamental right to
protest. Anybody who thinks it takes away that
fundamental right has not read the act in its entirety and
understood exactly how it works.
The previous speaker, the member for Essendon, said
that this bill gives police the same powers and rights to
do as they already had to move people on. I simply ask
that if that is the case, why is Victoria Police against the
removal of those rights and the repeal of parts of the
act? Why does it support the bill if it does not think
anything is going to change? Is it because the police
know less than the member for Essendon? Has the
member for Essendon actually gone out into the streets
and worked with Victoria Police to try to understand
what are the consequences of a protest? Did he not
watch the videos? They were on Channel 7 and the
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Herald Sun website; they were on many websites. I just
looked up a YouTube video of Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU) workers
shoulder-ramming horses and then saying, ‘Nothing
wrong, nothing to see here’. That was the kind of
violence and the kind of protest we saw in Melbourne.
I saw this personally as a Victoria Police officer during
the G20 protests and anybody who wants to say that
protests like that are acceptable in Melbourne is kidding
themselves. We need laws to make sure that protests
like that do not happen again. I remind the member for
Essendon that members of Victoria Police are also
entitled to a safe workplace, and that is what the
amendments being repealed were intended to do — get
a safer workplace for Victoria Police officers.
When our police are having D-cell batteries and
urine-filled water balloons thrown at them by
protesters, when we see the sorts of things happening
such as happened during the G20 protests, when we see
a protest get out of control as happened with the
CFMEU protest at Myer in Melbourne and when the
courts endorse the fact that the protests are illegal by
imposing a $1.25 million fine, that is 1.25 million
reasons why we should keep the existing legislation. It
is there to make sure we can keep law and order on our
streets. Those protests are something we do not want to
see again.
This bill gives people the right to access their place of
employment. When we debated the legislation being
amended and it came into effect in Victoria, we
specifically focused on the rights of workers. Those
opposite sit there and talk about the rights of workers,
but they are not talking about the rights of workers, they
are talking only about the rights of those involved in the
unions that are obviously funding their campaigns. The
reality is that if somebody wants to go to work — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BATTIN — The member obviously does not
understand the legislation. I am talking about the rights
of workers. The government wants to allow people to
mount blockades and stop other people from legally
going to work. I would have thought the unions would
want people to have access to their place of work. I
would have thought that the unions would not want to
see people standing outside Myer with A4 sheets of
paper displaying symbols of guns pointed at legal
employees of the Grocon workers group. I am sure that
members opposite are sitting there thinking, ‘That is a
fantastic idea. Why shouldn’t we be allowed to sit
outside and intimidate workers?’.
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Ms Hutchins — On a point of order, Speaker, the
member on the other side has not referred to the bill or
even a clause in the bill once during his contribution. In
fact he is straying from the bill, and I ask you to bring
him back to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I am informed by the
clerks that the debate has been wideranging and
therefore the member for Gembrook is in order.
Mr BATTIN — I thank you, Speaker, and I thank
the member for her attempted guidance, but I want to
let her know that this legislation is about protecting
workers and their rights to enter their workplace. It is
about protecting people who legally want to go to a
place of employment and earn an income. It is about
everyday Victorians having an opportunity to go to
work. I am not referring to peaceful protests. This is
about the protests that are not peaceful, protests that get
out of hand. This is about the protests like those that
happened outside the Regent Theatre — and I can talk
about those from personal experience.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I would love to see the member
interrupt on this issue because I can talk personally
about this protest. I was walking with my wife into a
legal function — a function such as many political
parties run, a function that many in our community run
and a function that many businesses support; even
unions hold these functions and have fundraisers
around them — and we should have been able to walk
into the theatre without any issue.
Not once will you find me on the record as saying that
those people did not have the right to vote against the
east–west link. Not once will you find me on the record
as saying that any of those people did not have the right
to protest. What I did say was that not once did they
have the right to block me from entering a legal venue.
At the same time as they were blocking me from
entering a legal venue, they were blocking people who
were just going to the theatre. People were on their way
into the theatre to see Wicked, a fantastic show that
encourages tourism in Victoria. It encourages people to
come into the city, and it encourages more people to
use our service industry; therefore it is good for our
economy. It is good for jobs in the area. All we are
saying is that these are the sorts of protests that should
not be allowed in Victoria. You can protest peacefully,
you can get your message across, but you do not have
to blockade, you do not have to stop people from
getting to a legal place of employment and you do not
have to stop them by getting in their way.
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Victoria Police has come out fairly openly on this issue
and said that the repeal of this legislation is wrong and
is not something it supports. I think those opposite
should listen to that view. I am 100 percent confident
that the Minister for Police — I hope I am confident —
has at least spoken to the Police Association and
Victoria Police management. I am sure during the
discussions with those organisations, Victoria Police
management and the Police Association — which work
on behalf of the Victoria Police officers who protect us
every day — would have had to have come out and said
that they do not support the repeal of this legislation
because it has given them some rights, some abilities
and some tools to use when protests get out of hand.
That is what this legislation is all about. It is giving the
police some tools.
What saddens me the most about the repeal of this
legislation is that it is an admission by the Labor Party
that it does not trust Victoria Police to make a decision
and get out on our streets and use this law logically. If
anybody can find one instance of a member of Victoria
Police in the 12 months this legislation has been in
effect using it to the detriment of the Victorian public,
would they please put it on the record? But there is not
because Victorian police are very well trained. They are
very good operators, and they have some very good
groups within their organisation. They have their force
response units and other units that go out and react to
these protests. They do this regularly at training and to
the best of their ability.
Most of the time when police go out you do not hear
media stories about them because they are very
professional in the way they operate. I do not
understand why the Andrews government does not trust
Victoria Police. I do not understand why it does not
trust Victoria Police management, who have said they
do not want to see the move-on laws repealed. The
government should say to Victoria Police members,
‘We don’t trust you. We have to change the laws
because we don’t think you have the right to do that’.
I am sure Victorian people have quite regularly said
that this move-on law is good. If we look at the results
of it, if we go back and have look at the CFMEU
protest, we will not find anyone in Victoria, except
probably John Setka, who has said they want to see a
return to that style of protest. But that is exactly where
the government wants the situation to go. John Setka is
a man who has been charged with assaulting police. He
has, I think, 12 separate charges in relation to violence
on our streets, and yet that is the advice the other side is
taking in relation to this bill.
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If the government wants to take advice, it should take it
from the right side of law and order, from an industry
representative like the Master Builders Association and
the people who see the effects of these protests and how
much they cost the Victorian economy. The
government should get their advice on what they want
done and what they think is the best outcome. The
government should not take advice from those who
funded its campaign and view this as a way to pay them
back for that funding. My view of this bill is that it is
bad policy, it is a bad direction and it sends a very poor
message.
The government of the day is talking about internal
discussions it has had about bringing trade missions to
Victoria to talk about the positives — and, let us be
honest, there are plenty of positives in Victoria we can
talk about; I have no problem with that. But this is not
something trade missions want to see. When they are
looking at major investments in Victoria in 10 or
20 years, they do not want to have any protests outside
the West Gate distributor in 2037 when the government
starts that shovel-ready project. People in Victoria want
to see law and order and they want police to have the
ability to make that decision. I implore the government
to withdraw this bill. I cannot support anything like
this; it is bad policy and creates distrust with Victoria
Police.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — If you ever wanted to
know the difference between the Labor Party and the
conservative, Tory Liberal-Nationals coalition, this bill
is it. If the vehemence expressed against trade unions,
trade union members and people protesting within our
community was ever about the freedom of individual
rights and collective rights or freedom of expression
and how to suppress that, debate on this bill shows the
nasty right-wing, Tory aspect of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition within this state.
The bill before us today rolls back one of the extreme
right-wing Institute of Public Affairs-sanctioned (IPA)
20-point plans. The IPA supported the Baillieu and
Napthine governments during the last four long dark
lazy years when they put in place legislation to suppress
democracy within Victoria. You only have to listen to
the contributions from the opposition to understand that
vehemence. Whether it is the member for Hawthorn,
who so eloquently put forward the IPA position of the
extreme right-wing groups within our society and our
community — it is not the HVK society, what is it
called?
Ms Garrett — The H. R. Nicholls Society.
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Mr NARDELLA — The H. R. Nicholls Society. It
is part of the society’s constitution and its DNA to
suppress and push down trade unionists and trade union
members whenever it can. That is who the opposition
takes its directions from. We can see from this
legislation that we are not part of that. When you talk
about people’s rights, people have a right to be able to
protest legally, and there are a number of laws that
determine that. The legislation put in place by the
honourable member for Box Hill when he was the
Attorney-General in the Tory Liberal-Nationals
government attacked and suppressed those human
rights and trade union rights. This bill restores the
balance.
My honourable friend who just spoke talked about a
safe working environment for police officers and
protective services officers (PSOs). There is not one
person within this Parliament who would disagree with
the honourable member. Did aspects of the previous
legislation do that? Absolutely not. If anyone within our
society or community attacks a police officer, PSO,
ambulance officer, firefighter or anybody else, they do
that illegally. That is not sanctioned by anybody, either
under this legislation or under the previous legislation.
For honourable members to come here and put forward
that false claim to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria is to clutch at straws, because that is not the
reality. Everybody deserves a safe workplace, and this
bill does not take that away.
If members opposite want to talk about Max Brenner
and the protests that occurred at those cafes, there are
rules and restrictions with regard to those protests. I
have put on the record before, and I put it on the record
now, that I do not agree with protests that target Jewish
communities or protests that target particular races or
religions. I did not agree with the protests that occurred
at the Max Brenner cafes. There are existing laws in
place that that can be used in those types of instances.
We absolutely believe that people should be protected
in their workplaces, such as in the Max Brenner
situation.
I also want to come back to the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU). The mob
opposite ran a whole election campaign only 87 days
ago on the issue of the Labor Party’s connection to the
CFMEU, and it did not work. It did not work because it
is a false connection, in terms of our relationship with
either the CFMEU or any other trade union. The
falsehoods that those opposite put to the Victorian
electorate were that the trade union movement in
Victoria and Australia is a criminal movement and on
that basis the Labor Party should not be supported.
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Mr Pesutto — You know that’s not right.
Mr NARDELLA — It is right, because even the
Premier alluded at every opportunity, time and again, to
the CFMEU and its relationships with bikies and the
criminal element. Let me tell you that is not true. Trade
union members within the building and construction
industry have as much right as police officers,
ambulance officers, fireys and other emergency
workers in our community to protect themselves in
their own workplace. However, this Liberal-Nationals
opposition does not believe that. It believes trade
unionists and trade unions should be suppressed from
protecting their workplaces. The unions’ protests have
been about a situation where workers’ bosses have
employed bikies and relatives of the employer as health
and safety officers, not to protect the trade unionists or
the workers on those building and construction sites but
to use standover tactics to make sure that the trade
unions and workers are not protected, that their rights
are not protected and that their health and safety is not
protected. That is what those protests were about. They
were not about anything other than unionists protecting
themselves and the other trade union members on that
site.
The Liberal Party and The Nationals are run by the
Institute of Public Affairs and the H. R. Nicholls
Society, which means that the legislation put in place
by the previous government can never be supported by
us on this side of the house. I want to applaud a number
of our new honourable members, including the
members for Essendon, Mordialloc and others, who
have contributed to this debate and been absolutely
clear about where the Labor Party stands on this issue.
In a democratic society one must be able to protest.
While this must be done legally, one must be able to
protest. If honourable friends from the other side had
actually read the dastardly bill before the house and
gone to clause 4, they would have seen that there
continue to be move-on powers. Members opposite will
not say this, and none of them has said this, but the
explanatory memorandum to the bill states that police
and protective services officers still have move-on
powers if:
the person is or persons are breaching, or likely to breach the
peace; or
the person is or persons are endangering, or likely to
endanger, the safety of any other person; or
the behaviour of the person or persons is likely to cause injury
to a person or damage to property or is otherwise a risk to
public safety.

That is not the position of members opposite. Their
position is that we should suppress the CFMEU, the
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Australian Manufacturing Workers Union — my
union — and every other union in Victoria that protests.
We vehemently oppose that. We believe in democracy,
and we believe in the right of people to protest. We
believe people should have the right to do what is
necessary to protect the health and safety of members
of their community, and I support the bill before the
house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — If you ever needed proof
that this bill was a pay-off to the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union (CFMEU), boycott,
divestment and sanctions (BDS) and other extremist
groups that support the Labor Party, you need only look
at the fact that the first speaker for the government this
afternoon was the Minister for Industrial Relations, or
more accurately the Minister for the CFMEU, and the
bill has been passionately supported by the member for
Thomastown, who is the member for BDS, and
reinforced by the member for Melton. We saw what
happened before these move-on laws were introduced.
We saw the blockades at the Emporium site and we
saw what happened to Max Brenner, which was
innocently trying to sell chocolates. We have seen what
has happened in the past, and we can see what we could
so easily go back to in the future if these move-on laws
are repealed.
Labor tries to hide behind the illusion that the move-on
laws are in some form a threat to peaceful protest.
There is no threat to the right to peaceful protest.
Nothing in the legislation we passed detracted from that
right. People remain free to march, hold rallies, wave
banners, listen to speakers, gather outside employers
premises or on the site of projects they disagree with
and hold up signs calling for people not to enter
premises or the site. They remain free to use all rights
that accompany peaceful protest. What they should not
have the right to do freely, and what the community is
entitled to have effective protection against, is blockade
others or threaten violence against others, regardless of
who those protesting are or who they are protesting
against.
The legislation we brought to Parliament last year, and
which was enacted last year, achieved balanced,
measured and reasonable provisions to weigh up those
respective rights — to recognise and protect the right to
peaceful protest but also to recognise and protect the
right of others not to have their lawful activity
interfered with by those who think they can put
themselves above the law.
The bill that was passed last year expanded the existing
grounds on which police could issue move-on orders
under the Summary Offences Act to in future enable
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them to be issued where a person is impeding lawful
access to premises, has committed an offence in a
public place, is causing others to have a reasonable fear
of violence, is endangering safety or is engaging in
behaviour likely to cause damage to property. We have
heard no justification from those opposite for people
having the right to engage in any of those things.
Instead they have tried to pretend there is some sort of
threat to peaceful protest instead of doing the honest
thing and trying to justify, if they dare, giving people a
free hand to engage in that sort of conduct.
The other key feature of the change that was made last
year was that it removed the previous blanket
exemption from Labor’s own move-on powers for
industrial or political protest. However, the bill as
enacted last year specifically preserved exemptions
relating to industrial or political protest in relation to
breaching the peace or unreasonable obstruction so that
those move-on grounds do not apply to industrial or
political actions, given their uncertainty in those
contexts. It needs to be specific blockading. The law
enacted was carefully crafted and struck a fair and
reasonable balance between upholding the rights of all
citizens to go about their lawful business, including
lawful protest, and not intruding on the legitimate rights
of others.
It is important to recognise that the bill before the house
does two separate things. First of all it gives back a total
exemption from move-on powers to unionists and
protesters who want to use force to impose their views
on others. The member for Melton quoted the grounds
on which the move-on powers remain, but he did not
tell the house there was a total exemption from those
grounds for any industrial or political protest. That total
exemption is being reinstated by the bill. For the same
reason, the media release put out by the
Attorney-General in which he said:
Under the bill to be introduced today, Victoria Police will
retain those powers to respond to illegal protests —

was also completely incorrect.
The second thing that the bill does is wind back the
powers of police to deal with yobbos and street gangs
who harass, threaten and disrupt ordinary Victorians
who are simply walking the streets or are in other
public places. It is totally separate from industrial or
political disputes. It scales back the powers to tackle the
problem that the former Labor government itself
recognised needed to be tackled of those who hang
about on the streets and make life miserable for
ordinary Victorians who just want to peacefully go out
for a night’s entertainment with the family. The power
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to protect those Victorians is also being scaled back by
the bill before the house.
What the Labor Party is saying is that the police should
not have this capacity to act effectively and on the spot
to stop people engaging in these sorts of behaviours and
to stop people in an industrial or political context or
indeed in any other context from endangering safety,
injuring people, damaging property, committing other
offences, threatening violence, dealing in drugs or
blockading premises. Protection against all these
actions by the police is being scaled back by the bill
that is before the house.
As I said, it is completely untrue to say the move-on
laws that were enacted under the previous government
stop lawful and peaceful protest. What they do is give
police greater powers to stop those who seek to use
force or coercion against people going about their
lawful business. The legislation provides protection for
everyone and against anyone who seeks to put
themselves above the law. It does so regardless of the
cause involved — left-wing, right-wing, pro-abortion,
anti-abortion, pro duck hunting, anti-duck hunting,
pro-Israel, anti-Israel. The law makes no distinctions on
those grounds. The law makes no distinctions as to
what the cause being advocated for is or what the
actions being protested against are. It defines itself
based on the criteria of lawfulness and respect for other
people’s rights to go about their lawful business and to
carry on their lawful activities.
It is clear that those on the other side of the house have
been thinking about how the legislation might apply to
them in the context of a protest, and that is a perfectly
legitimate thing to do. As I have demonstrated, the right
to protest peacefully is in no way inhibited by the
move-on laws. However, it is important for those
opposite — indeed for anybody contemplating the
merits of this legislation — to also think about how the
law will apply when you happen to be on the receiving
end of a protest and when it is others who are taking the
law into their own hands and seeking to inhibit your
ability to freely go about your business, be it political,
be it industrial, be it economic, be it ministerial, be it
governmental, be it parliamentary or be it simply your
activities as an ordinary citizen. As a legislator you
need to have the sense of responsibility to think about
both sides of the argument and ensure that the law
respects all rights. The move-on laws strike a fair and
reasonable balance for all so that people can protest, but
not so as to put themselves above the law or use force
or violence against others.
The claims made by the government that there are
alternative effective remedies just do not stand up.
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Look at Grocon. Look at the cost and the time it took in
the Supreme Court all the way to the High Court to
have its rights upheld. How many small businesses and
how many individual citizens have that capacity? Look
at the claims about arrest powers being an adequate
substitute. They tie up police for hours. They take
police away from the street and from catching crooks.
If you adopt that argument, you might as well say we
will get rid of all on-the-spot fine laws for traffic
offences and other street offences and require all cases
to proceed by summons or arrest. It would bog down
the police appallingly. It demonstrates that we will
accept the fact that in these street offence matters and
these on-the-spot matters police can act and a citizen
always has the right, as they do with these move-on
laws, to take the matter to court and have their day in
court if they want to. Those rights are in no way
affected by the legislation that was passed last year, so
that argument also does not stand up.
As I said earlier, this badly thought through bill has a
second dangerous effect. It makes it far easier for
yobbos, drunks, bikie gangs and street gangs to engage
in street offences, threaten and harass others, deal in
drugs and block the path of anybody they do not like.
The powers of police to deal with those matters are
scaled back by this bill. What is that going to do for
community safety? What is that going to do to make the
streets safer at night for all Victorians, particularly for
young women? What is that going to do for the cause
of trying to reclaim the night for all Victorians, when
police powers to deal with these matters are being
scaled back? That is not the sort of Victoria we want to
see. We want to see a Victoria that is safe for all in the
community. That is what these move-on laws help to
achieve.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — How dare a duly
elected government come into this place and seek to
repeal antidemocratic, antiworker legislation — these
move-on laws — that should never have been
introduced by the previous government! One only has
to do something that reminds those opposite of unions,
workers rights and the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union (CFMEU), and they all come in like
a pack of hyenas, yelling out across the chamber.
Nothing gets those guys on the opposite side of the
chamber more excited than a debate that involves in
some way a union and some way in which they can
weave the CFMEU into the debate. They love it.
In relation to the move-on laws that were introduced by
the government that got the boot, members should not
take the word of the Labor Party; they should take the
word of the Law Institute of Victoria. When this
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ridiculous move-on legislation was introduced by the
previous government, the law institute said it would:
… limit the ability of individuals and groups to assemble and
protest in public. It would remove existing and important
protections against move-on orders for individuals and groups
engaging in picketing, protesting and public demonstration
and, by introducing provisions which allow for arrest for
breaches of a move-on direction, increase criminalisation of
direct protest action in Victoria.

There we have it. That left-wing organisation, the Law
Institute of Victoria, points out quite clearly how
ridiculous the move-on laws were.
It is no surprise that this legislation has been brought in,
as others in the house have intimated during this debate.
This was an action that members on this side of the
house foreshadowed at the time the move-on laws were
brought in and then repeated before the election in
2014. I remind those opposite that, with full knowledge
of this, the Victorian people duly elected the Labor
Party to form the government of this state. I would say
that if people on the other side of the house assume
their argument is correct then rather than a failure of
policy this may well be a failure on their part to
prosecute their arguments before the election.
The lead speaker for the opposition, the member for
Hawthorn, in his very loud and passionate contribution
expressed concern that without these powers police
might hesitate to move people on. He expressed some
concern about that. We all support the police in doing
their job, and I would have thought that people who
value freedom — freedom of association and freedom
of peaceful protest — would expect our police to
carefully consider their actions before they moved
people on.
We should not forget that Victoria Police will continue
to have — indeed, they already had before the move-on
powers were introduced — considerable powers where
officers reasonably suspect that people are breaching, or
are likely to breach, the peace; that people are
endangering, or likely to endanger, the safety of another
person; or the behaviour of a person is likely to cause
injury to a person, damage property or is otherwise a
risk to public safety. This notion that has been put
forward by opposition members that somehow the
world is going to come to an end, that there is going to
be an outbreak of mayhem on the streets of Melbourne
because these move-on laws are being turfed, is just
ridiculous nonsense. It just goes to their anti-union core
and their fixation with the CFMEU, which they of
course ran very strongly against in the run-up to the last
election.
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We have heard speakers on the other side, particularly
the lead speaker, talk about mob rule and thuggery and
intimidation. The member for Hawthorn went on to cite
the sorts of actions he meant, and he mentioned
finger-pointing, swearing and name-calling. That is
pretty serious stuff! I hope he never comes to the
football with me. As I am a passionate Collingwood
supporter, he might well feel a bit intimidated. There is
lots of finger-pointing, swearing and name-calling.
On a serious note, it is a shame that opposition
members get so passionate about these sorts of issues
around workplaces, unions and workers rights to
protest, but fail in this place to take up some of the most
serious issues affecting workers in the workplace — for
example workplace safety. We have not heard — or at
least, I have not heard, and I may have missed it —
members on the other side of the house spend any time
talking about the number of people who are killed on
our construction sites or in our workplaces. I have not
heard them rave on about that with the same intensity
as they do when it comes to union matters. I do not
think they care.
On a personal note, some time ago, I think it was in
2009, one of my neighbours in the street I live in in
Greensborough went to work, and he did not come
home that afternoon. He was killed on the Pentridge
prison site, the centre of the now infamous dispute that
occurred after that incident. He was killed by a concrete
pump which fell on him and killed him. I did not know
him; I knew his son, who was left orphaned. His wife
was widowed. There are serious issues on building
sites, where unions stand up for workplace safety. It is
amazing that those opposite, right through the last
Parliament when they were in government and now
again, ignore those sorts of things. They consistently
raise concerns about the behaviour of unions, but I have
not heard the former Attorney-General ever raise
concerns about an employer’s safety record. I have not
heard it in this place, and I think he should admit that
bias that he has as a conservative politician against
unions and working people.
We heard the lead speaker for the opposition today talk
about his concern for the rule of law and for the rule of
law being upheld. I understand, looking at the Victorian
WorkCover Authority, that in 2013–14,
107 prosecutions were commenced for breaches of the
OHS act. I would expect that the member for Hawthorn
would be just as concerned about breaches of the OHS
act. I have not heard him talk about it in this place yet;
in fact, I cannot remember hearing anybody on that side
of the house talk about breaches of the OHS act. I have
only ever heard them come in here and shout about and
run down unions and the CFMEU.
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Another sobering statistic, according to Safe Work
Australia’s 2014 report, is that 31 workers were killed
in Victoria in 2013. Thirty-one workers lost their lives
in Victoria, and you do not hear boo from the other side
of the house. You never hear boo from the other side of
the house on workplace safety. I think it is a great
shame that members of the other side of the house
would rather come in — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr BROOKS — Those opposite have been quite
happy to talk about the behaviour of many
organisations in their contributions, and I am just
highlighting that those very same organisations do a
great job in protecting the safety of workers. In fact it is
left to those organisations because governments like the
previous government simply do not care. The only
thing they care about is dragging down the good work
that employee organisations like unions do and taking
any chance they get to remove the protections they
have.
This bill removes the move-on powers that were
brought in by the previous government that were
antidemocratic. They stopped people from associating
freely and protesting freely, and this government stands
proud as it removes those move-on laws. I commend
this bill to the house.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I rise to speak on the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. This bill seemingly puts the Labor government at
odds with the sensible centre of Victorian politics.
Move-on powers were first introduced by the Brumby
Labor government in 2009, but they were limited. As a
result of the 2009 changes, section 6 of the Summary
Offences Act 1966 empowered police and protective
services officers (PSOs) to direct a person to leave a
public place where the police or PSO reasonably
suspected the person was: breaching, or likely to
breach, the peace; endangering, or likely to endanger,
the safety of another person; or by their behaviour
likely to cause injury to a person or damage to property
or otherwise likely to be a risk to public safety.
However, Labor’s legislation provided that none of
these powers applied to political or industrial protests
and pickets. In light of some very appalling and very
public examples of protesters taking things too far
during the period of the previous government, the
coalition decided to change the law to strengthen the
grounds on which police can move on protesters
disturbing the peace.
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Our changes also provided that exemptions for political
or industrial protests or pickets continued to apply, but
only on the grounds of a breaching or likely breaching
of the peace, or causing or likely causing an undue
obstruction. It is important to note that the grounds for
ordering a move-on order did not apply to peaceful
protests. People could march, hold rallies, wave
banners and listen to speakers. They could gather
outside employer premises or the sites of projects they
disagreed with, hold up signs calling on people not to
enter the premises or the site and offer people entering
or leaving the premises leaflets explaining what the
protesters were seeking.
As former Prime Minister John Howard said, we in the
Liberal Party are the trustees of two great political
traditions.
Ms Garrett — What did Tony Abbott say?
Mr T. SMITH — I am talking about John Howard
at the moment, member for Brunswick. Thank you very
much.
We are the custodians of two great political traditions:
the classical Liberal tradition and the conservative
tradition. The conservative tradition is fundamental to
preserving a well-ordered society in the Burkean
tradition. As Liberals we are fundamentally committed
to freedom of speech, freedom of association and, of
course, the right to protest, but as conservatives in the
Burkean tradition we are committed to the preservation
of a well-ordered society, which requires giving the
state the ability to move on individuals who are
disturbing the peace whilst protesting their point of
view.
If you look back at the history of the Liberal Party you
will see it is at its best when it balances and blends
those two traditions. The ideas of Burke and Mill are
interwoven into the history, the practice and the
experience of our political party.
Even with our classical Liberal traditions there are of
course limits to legitimate rights of collective political
action. As J. S. Mill observed:
What … is the rightful limit to the sovereignty of the
individual over himself? Where does the authority of society
begin? How much of human life should be assigned to
individuality, and how much to society?
…
As soon as any part of a person’s conduct affects prejudicially
the interests of others, society has jurisdiction over it …

I am always prudent when restricting the rights of an
individual to engage in political action — no policeman

Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ever turned down more powers from the state — but
quite frankly, simply moving on individuals, without
the draconian step of arresting them, is a perfectly good
idea. We all know that protests can become heated and
people can get passionate. That is why we are all here.
Quite frankly, move-on powers might be a good idea
every now and then in this place. One wonders at the
motivations of those opposite for reversing what most
Victorians would see as a balanced and mainstream
position.
Modern Labor is a stark example of the consequence of
a special interest taking over a governing party. The key
flaw in the Labor Party structure was the rule that gave
the party organisation outside Parliament the power to
determine policy. This rule offered power without
responsibility to external interests — the faceless men
and the union movement with all their class war
attitudes. This is on display here today. This change to
the Summary Offences Act 1966 is designed to placate
Labor’s trade union power base to the detriment of the
moderate mainstream here in Victoria — the silent
majority, to quote Sir Robert Menzies.
We on this side of the house will always advocate for
the Menzies tradition of good government — that is,
government in the interests of the people as a whole
and hence policies that work in the interests of all. Our
reforms to the Summary Offences Act struck the
balance, and it is for these reasons that we are opposed
to winding them back, which the government seeks to
do. We will always stand for the moderate mainstream
in our society. I oppose this bill. I applaud the Liberal
Party and also our shadow Attorney-General for his
earlier remarks.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise in support of the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. The introduction of the move-on legislation in
2014 was clearly aimed at union protests. It was an
attack on our unions and demonised working people
and union members. As president and vice-president of
the Geelong Trades Hall Council I represented workers
for many years, and when we were planning protests
we took a lot into consideration. We were not planning
violent protests but rather representing the rights of
working people in our community.
I am very proud to have protested with my union
comrades. We often protested about the very important
issue of safety. Occupational health and safety in the
construction industry in particular is of great
importance to our community. Construction is a
dangerous industry. I have spoken to many families
who have lost loved ones, as many workers from the
construction industry had not gone home to their
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families. My own son works in the construction
industry with the Construction, Forestry, Mining and
Energy Union (CFMEU). I want him to come home to
his family.

the year before that all attracted protests from not only
unions but communities. The lack of support for our
manufacturing industry and the cuts to TAFE were all
protested about, particularly in Geelong.

As the member for South Barwon knows, I am a very
strong unionist. He has criticised and attacked me in the
local media quite often.

So much change has come about in our community due
to protest. Would women have the vote now if we had
not protested? Would Aboriginal people have the right
to vote? They are just examples of what has changed in
our community through protest.

Mr Katos interjected.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, I was very pleased to have
my election sign displayed at the CFMEU. The
CFMEU workers in Geelong have supported not only
me but their own members. I will be attending the
union march on 4 March.
Mr Katos — Shock, horror!
Ms COUZENS — Yes, it is such a surprise.
An honourable member — Can we come?
Ms COUZENS — Yes, you are welcome to come. I
will be there to stand up for the workers rights that the
federal government is about to attack. If we did not
have protests, would we have Aboriginal rights?
Ms Ryall — No-one is arguing that.
Ms COUZENS — Well, I think you are. Would we
have church groups advocating for refugees? All those
community organisations have the right to protest as
much as union members have.
Mr Watt — No, they don’t.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, they do. The ranting and
raving from the other side is quite bitter and
twisted — —
Mr Watt — They’re exempt; that’s the point. They
don’t.
Ms COUZENS — Yes, they do.
Mr Watt — No, they don’t. That’s the point; that’s
the whole point.
Ms COUZENS — The opposition must
prefer — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dixon) — Order!
The member for Geelong without assistance. We have
had enough discussion across the chamber. The
member for Geelong to continue.
Ms COUZENS — The opposition’s cuts to services
when in government last year and the year before and

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — So much has been said
during this debate, to which I have listened intently,
based on the illusion that members on this side of the
house are against people protesting and are against
demonstrations. I would like to remind those opposite
of something that Paul Keating, their Labor hero, said. I
remember the footage. He said so caringly to a
university student who was protesting about fees, ‘Go
get a job’. He really supported the protest!
The member for Bundoora commented that we on this
side are concerned about finger waving, pieces of paper
being waved, shouting and swearing. I would like to tell
members about something that happened to me at
Upwey last year. No-one would describe me as a small
person or a shrinking violet. I am quite large and I am
quite comfortable in my electorate. As part of my job I
went to attend a public meeting. I parked my car and I
started to walk in. I saw that there was a demonstration
but that was no problem; I have walked through
demonstrations before. It was a rare occasion in my life
but this time I was frightened because those people
were jumping around, they were shouting at me, they
were waving placards and I was being pushed and
sworn at and spat at. The demonstration was organised
by the education union and I was stunned as I know a
couple of the university students who were there. They
were doing that to me, a woman walking into a
meeting. I was perfectly within my legal rights to walk
into that meeting and I was frightened.
If I was frightened, as someone who can compose
themselves and say, ‘Please leave me alone; move
away’, how does the ordinary citizen, who does not go
through what we go through in this chamber, with the
interjections and the shouting, and who just wants to go
into their place of work, cope with someone shouting at
them? I have a sister in England. If someone impeded
her on her path she would fall apart, because she is shy
and retiring. If someone were shouting and waving
pieces of paper in front of her, she would be really
frightened. That is what has been happening.
No-one is saying, ‘Do not demonstrate’. No-one is
saying, ‘You do not have the right to demonstrate’. I
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have demonstrated and have marched through the
streets of Melbourne. Over the years I have
demonstrated about a number of things. We all have
that right, but we on this side of the house are saying,
‘You have a right to demonstrate, but other people also
have a right to go about their daily business’ — as I had
the right to attend that public meeting without being
absolutely shaken. As I said, I am not a small, shy
person. I am a large person who can usually walk
through a crowd without any problem.
I go to football matches. The member for Bundoora
tried to compare violent, aggressive demonstrations
with a football match. They are nothing at all like a
football match.
An honourable member interjected.
Mrs FYFFE — No, I have never been to a Labor
Party meeting. Do you mean it is worse than question
time in here?
In part I am thinking that that is what is wrong with this
place and why this place has deteriorated since I first
came here, why we hear vitriol and shouting. We do not
hear people making a speech by using wit or
demonstrating the ability to make a point in a debate
but — and sadly there were examples of it today — by
shouting at people. Is that what we are to have? Is that
the practice that is coming in? Is that where this
Parliament is heading? Is that the way our society is
going to continue? Instead of quietly putting a point,
people will say, ‘I count more than you. I’m not going
to listen to you. I’m going to do what I want, and stuff
you! You get out of my way. I’m demonstrating. Bad
luck if you want to go to work. Bad luck if you want to
go down the street. I’m going to stop you because
you’re in my way’.
I do not know why this bill has been introduced,
because there has been no report of these laws being
misused. Move-on powers are just that. I have seen
them used in London. I saw a single policeman on his
own moving on 20 or 30 young people — I am not
good at judging crowds — who had obviously been out
to a party. My husband and I were just walking along
Regent Street back to our hotel. The young people were
streaming down the street making a lot of noise. He just
walked up to them and said, ‘Come on, you lot. Move
off, move on’. They obeyed and there was no problem.
He was helping people like us, tourists who get lost all
the time and people who were enjoying life, to just get
on with their lives.
I have an office that is ideally situated near a railway
station and between a pub and a fish and chip shop. I
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must have been out of favour when the Department of
Parliamentary Services chose the site for me. We get a
lot of people, particularly young teenagers — because
there is not much to do in Lilydale at night, I must
say — hanging around, buying chips, sitting on the
pavement, making a lot of noise and stopping people
from being able to go into the shop. Nobody wants
them arrested; nobody wants anything terrible to
happen to them. They just need to be moved on. There
is a park just up the road. Our local police are great.
They will come, if they can, when they are called, and
say, ‘Move on. Go into the park and have your chips
there’. That is the sort of thing we want, where the
freedom and right of the individual is protected. The
right of the individual counts so much and the vast
majority of people want to just get on with their lives
quietly.
Members on this side of the house have been accused
of being anti-union. Allegations have been made that
we do not care about workers being injured on building
sites. My son is a builder. He did his apprenticeship
with two builders. Quite a few years ago I approached
the first builder very angrily. He had two apprentices on
a roof in the dark and the rain, putting up tarpaulins.
There was no scaffolding — no protection at all. My
son was not old enough to drive at that time so I had
gone to pick him up. I flew at the builder, and I would
have done anything to have put him out of business. I
pushed my son out of that apprenticeship. He got
another apprenticeship and worked with a master
builder, and he now has his own company.
Members on this side do know and understand. We
have families whose members work in industry. I come
from a background in which my dad was a coalminer
who cared very much about what happened to the
workers. We on this side have always cared about the
workers. A few of us have had small businesses and
had employees we cared about. If you do not care about
your employees, your business fails. In my business in
the winery we took every step possible to protect the
workers. We put in catwalks at great expense. We did
everything we could, but we still had people who would
injure themselves. We had a ladder that was connected,
tied — the whole thing was perfectly safe — but for
some reason a man chose to stand on a milk crate,
slipped on it and broke his ankle. There was no need for
him to do that, but he did it. We cared. We looked after
him and made sure that he was okay.
Members opposite have said that we are anti-union. We
are not anti-union. We support the right of the
individual to be able to go to work, to earn an income
and to run a business that needs employees to arrive,
perhaps at a coffee shop so that it can be opened on
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time to supply coffee to customers coming in. I can tell
members that people running a business lie awake at
night trying to work out how they are going to pay the
wages. It is said that after eight weeks of being
unemployed your mortgage is in trouble. I can tell
members that in a small business after just a few days
of customers not being able to get in and no trade, you
can be in trouble. Those people have their house
mortgaged, their wife or husband has guaranteed the
loan and she or he is out working to support the
business. These are the people we care about — the
backbone of Australia.
They are not like some people who, while they have
every right to demonstrate, do not have the good sense,
politeness or good manners to make their point without
impeding other people. People have the right to work,
to run a business and to live in this wonderful city and
be treated with courtesy and politeness. Every
individual in this state counts. They all have equal
rights. Are the rights of unionists — with unions having
only 17 or 18 per cent of the working population as
members — greater than the rights of everybody else?
No, they are not, and neither are the rights of the
hooligans, the thugs, the drunks or anyone else
impeding the movement of others. I never again want to
have to go to a meeting walking past someone who is
spitting at me and swearing at me just because I am
doing my job.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is an honour to
speak in support of the Summary Offences Amendment
(Move-on Laws) Bill 2015, a bill that seeks to correct a
wrong — to correct the injustice caused by the
draconian changes made by the coalition last year
through the Summary Offences and Sentencing
Amendment Act 2014. It is a bill that honours an
Andrews Labor government election commitment.
Unlike the example given to us by those opposite in the
last Parliament, this government is dedicated to
fulfilling its promises and to leading, not sleeping.
So far the debate has been colourful and sometimes
alarming. I even heard the member for Warrandyte
singing the praises of Margaret Thatcher. She was a
walking inspiration for a protest, if ever there was one.
God help us. We have heard union bashing, and lots of
it, but we have also learnt that those laws impact on
more than just union protests. I justifiably take issue
with the laws of those opposite that targeted our most
vulnerable and sought to crush our democratic rights
and freedoms. This is why I support the amendments
proposed in this bill we are debating today. This goes to
the heart of why we on this side of the chamber are here
today. It goes to the heart of fairness and of our
freedoms.
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Those on this side of the chamber are not the only ones
to view the changes made by those opposite last year as
not only antidemocratic but absolutely unnecessary. An
array of legal, community and civil rights groups have
raised serious concerns about the laws as they stand.
Even Australian Human Rights Commissioner Tim
Wilson objected to the legislation on the basis that it
‘unnecessarily gives police too much power to move on
protesters unjustifiably’. But there are more — many
more — and I will only name a couple.
The executive director of the Human Rights Law
Centre, Hugh de Kretser, expressed his concern that the
changes made by the coalition government threatened
protest rights and free speech and impacted negatively
on young people and the homeless. He said:
These laws go too far … The potential for misuse is very
high.

Similarly the immediate past president of the Law
Institute of Victoria, Geoff Bowyer, stated — and this
has been quoted by other speakers — that the laws
could:
… have a significant and devastating impact on the homeless,
who, by the nature of their situation, are forced to gather in
public places, often returning to a familiar spot after being
moved on.

Some members may recall that in my inaugural speech
late last year I referred to pro bono work I undertook as
a solicitor with the Homeless Persons Legal Clinic,
work that involved seeking clemency for infringements
incurred by the homeless often as a direct result of their
exceptionally difficult circumstances. I talked at length
about people being sucked deeper and deeper into
desperate times, burdened by fines incurred in their
struggle just to survive. What do we see in the changes
the coalition introduced last year? Through these
changes those opposite sought to add even more
challenges to the lives of our most vulnerable, again
targeting the most needy and downtrodden among us.
This is simply unacceptable in a civilised society.
There is no question that the expansion of the move-on
laws by the coalition was about stifling dissent and
stifling our democratic freedoms. The laws did not
apply just to violent protests, as some on the other side
would have us believe. That is a nonsense. They
enabled police and protective services officers to use
move-on powers in relation to any protest.
We have rarely seen positive change in our society
without some level of protest. Protest has been a
reliable method of alerting decision-makers, such as
ourselves, to injustice and of putting reform on the
agenda. If these laws had applied in different places at
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different times, our world might be a very different
place today — a pretty terrible place, a place that
should belong only in a Dickens novel. We would have
seen people like Mahatma Gandhi fined or imprisoned,
we would have seen the civil rights movement of the
1960s stifled and we would have seen Indigenous rights
movements here at home squashed. Imagine that — no
referendum for Indigenous voting rights, which had
required protest. We might never have seen the
introduction of the 8-hour working day or any number
of the rights and freedoms we enjoy today thanks to the
gruelling protests of champions past — champions who
suffered to ensure the achievement of fairer working
conditions for millions of people.
What, then, are we seeking to achieve through this
legislation? Balance is what we are about today —
nothing more and nothing less than balance. Imagine
being arrested because a police officer had a
suspicion — just a suspicion — that you had committed
an offence in a public place within the past 12 hours or
because a police officer had made a subjective decision
about whether or not a protest had breached the peace.
‘Vague’ is the only word for it. It is also open to abuse.
The changes proposed in this bill strike a better balance
between individuals’ rights and freedoms on the one
hand and community safety on the other — and both
are very important. The bill still enables police to take
action where the safety of any person is endangered,
where there is a breach of the peace or where injury or
property damage is likely. That is fair and reasonable. It
repeals the specific and unnecessary arrest powers
introduced by those opposite — unnecessary because
police officers and protective services officers already
have broad arrest powers under the Crimes Act 1958,
section 458 to be precise, and these measures are
perfectly sufficient.

Wednesday, 25 February 2015

honest, hardworking people. Those opposite are all
about the top end of town, and the changes they made
last year demonstrated that. It is time those opposite
came to terms with their rejection by the Victorian
people and allow this government to exercise its
mandate and implement its commitments, which were
put to and supported by the people of Victoria in
November last year. In short, we won. The Victorian
people gave us a mandate, so those opposite should let
us work for the Victorian people. These amendments
are extremely — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the Speaker has made a very clear ruling about reading
speeches, and I wonder whether you would ask the
member whether she is reading her speech.
Mr Donnellan — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, many new members of the opposition have
been reading their speeches and have not been pulled
up. We are quite happy to apply that to all.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dixon) — Order! I
ask the member whether she was referring to notes or
reading her speech.
Ms WILLIAMS — Just copious notes, Acting
Speaker.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dixon) — Order!
There is no point of order.
Ms WILLIAMS — These amendments, as I have
said, are extremely important to redressing the
imbalance that was imposed on us by the changes made
last year. They rightly enable Victorian people to have a
voice and enable the most vulnerable in our community
to struggle along without more challenges being piled
on their plates unnecessarily. I commend the bill to the
house.

In the spirit of balance this bill protects the rights of
Victorians to picket a place of employment or to protest
about a particular issue. It protects the countless
numbers of peaceful protests that happen every year in
this state — protests that enable Victorians to have a
voice, to raise their concerns and to let us know when
something is wrong, which is their right. Those
opposite would have us believe that all protests are
violent. That is what they try to tell us all the time —
that all protest is violent and all industrial action is
bad — but they are wrong. Protests are not all violent; it
is a lie.

Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Summary Offences
Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. I am not sure
the title is correct; it should probably say ‘Move on
except if you are a unionist or a political protester’,
because now it seems they will not need to move on.
Labor first introduced laws in this area in 2009, and if
this bill passes, then essentially Labor will have
exempted political and industrial protests and pickets
from the move-on laws.

Let us face it, conservatives hate dissent. They love
control and power — the more draconian, the better —
unless it is big business of course. Conservatives are
happy to let big business run wild at the expense of all

It was interesting to listen to the contribution of the
member for Evelyn, who referred to a time when she
was spat at and abused verbally, because in the months
leading up to the election I had my arm wrenched and I
was pushed, also by a member of the Australian
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Education Union. I am not sure whether that has
happened to those opposite, but to be treated in that
manner in a public place — actually, regardless of
whether it is a public place — is not only totally
disrespectful but also appalling. If anybody opposite
thinks that is good or acceptable, regardless of what
they think the protest is about, then I would say they are
not in support of antibullying legislation, including
Brodie’s law and the like. When we go about our
business in our workplaces, in our jobs and in our roles,
we do not expect to be bullied, harassed or abused. I am
supportive of antibullying culture and making sure that
people are respected when they are fulfilling their roles
in any situation, whether it be at a school, in a
workplace or any other location.
As a former business owner and an employer, having
had employees I felt responsible for in making sure I
made a go of my business such that they were able to
provide for their families, and as somebody who risked
everything to go into business to make a better life for
myself and my family, I can honestly say it is important
to make sure you maintain productivity and your
business runs, because it depends on the very people
you support by providing them with an income. I do not
know whether those opposite have ever been in that
situation, but when a business is blockaded and
employees of that business are unable to enter freely
and go to work, it is extremely difficult.
Mr Howard — Did that happen to you?
Ms RYALL — The member opposite asked, ‘Did
that happen?’. I refer to Max Brenner and the
circumstances in which the employer and employees
were not able to freely go about their business. I also
draw the member’s attention to the Melbourne
Emporium blockade, where I vividly recall a sheet of
paper that had on it the faces of Grocon employees, a
double-barrelled shotgun and text saying they were
scabs.
I wonder whether that has happened to those opposite.
Have they ever been in a situation where they have
been called scabs and had their photographs taken just
for wanting to go about their daily work? Have they
ever been called scabs and had a photo of their faces
together with a picture of a gun on the page? They can
sit there and laugh and think this is funny, but they have
never been in that situation. They have never been
responsible for making sure that employees can go
about their work freely, that their wages are paid and
that the business can function to best effect to support
others and help the economy.
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As for risking everything, government members should
go ahead, because the last time anybody in Labor tried
to run a business, it was Bob Hawke and ACTU-Solo.
They should look it up and see what their background is
in trying to run a business. It is absolutely appalling.
Making sure that people get an income, that their
income is protected, that they can go to work freely and
that they can leave freely to go home is vitally
important.
We have heard suggestions that protests could not
happen, but that is absolute rubbish. No-one has
diminished the opportunity for people to protest
peacefully; this is an issue of respect and making sure
that people can exercise their right to go to work and go
home peacefully without being called scabs, without
having their photos displayed with shotguns on the
pages, without being intimidated and without being
bullied. If people were respectful of making sure those
sort things do not happen, they would not support
situations where it has happened and will continue to
happen if this bill is passed. It is frightening to think
that those opposite, who are in government, would
support the abuse of workers as happened at Grocon.
As somebody of Jewish heritage, as I am, I was
absolutely appalled by what happened at Max Brenner.
Indeed, I was out on the steps peacefully protesting
about the behaviour going on in relation to that
business. Those opposite can sit there and smile and say
it is not so, but they should imagine for a minute that it
is their business, their income and their employees, for
whom they provide the opportunity to put food on the
table and make a life for themselves. They should put
themselves in that position for a moment.
Mr Angus — It has gone quiet now.
Ms RYALL — It has gone quiet now, because
when you turn the tables and say, ‘You accept it’ — —
Mr Staikos interjected.
Ms RYALL — The member for Bentleigh raises his
hands and so forth. Does he like being spat at? Has it
ever happened to him? If a situation arises when there is
offensive behaviour, when workplaces are blockaded,
when people are no longer free to exercise their rights,
yet those causing the disruption cannot be moved on
because they are unionists or it is an industrial situation,
then it will be absolutely shameful.
On that point, we do not support this bill. We support
Victorians being able to exercise their freedom to go
about their daily lives in a peaceful manner. I thank the
shadow Attorney-General for his excellent contribution
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outlining the absolute falsehoods that have been
fabricated by those opposite.
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to
enter into this debate and to get the balance back into
the right sort of area, because that is what this
legislation is all about; it is about getting the balance
right in regard to people’s right to protest. Let us go
back to 2014, just last year, when the Napthine
government became the ousted government because the
people of Victoria chose to vote for Labor at the
election. Before the move-on powers were introduced
we had good, balanced legislation in place. We had
move-on legislation and police had available to them a
whole range of other powers in dealing with protests
when the protesters went too far.
I believe, as do all people on this side of the house, that
protesting is a right people have. However, when
people protest they need to recognise the people around
them and protest responsibly. We on this side of the
house support responsible protest, and I want to make
that clear.
I remember in my earlier days the government of Joh
Bjelke-Petersen and how he decided that in his
government they would do things differently. ‘We do
things differently up here in Queensland’ was Joh
Bjelke-Petersen’s great line as he put down the
protesters if they protested against anything, just as his
minister Russ Hinze wanted and as other ministers
showed their excesses in a range of ways. Joh
Bjelke-Petersen’s government did things differently.
What we saw last year was the then coalition
government in Victoria attempting to do something
very similar to Joh Bjelke-Petersen. It did this on the
back of trying to vilify union activities and union
protests and taking advantage of anti-Jewish protests,
and it took this legislation way too far, to a place it did
not need to go.
Before the former government — the government that
was voted out by the people of Victoria at the last
election — brought forward this move-on legislation
we clearly had move-on laws that did three things.
Those laws said that police could require a person to
move on if the person was breaching or likely to breach
the peace; a person could be required to move on if they
were endangering or likely to endanger the safety of
any other person; and a person could be required to
move on if the behaviour of the person was likely to
cause injury to a person, cause damage to property or
was otherwise a risk to public safety. They were
reasonable powers police could take up.
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At the same time, police had a range of other powers
available to them. I believe our police act well,
especially if they are prepared for protest activity. If
they are appropriately trained, they generally do very
well in protecting the community and finding the right
balance in dealing with protesters.
We know that before the coalition’s move-on
legislation was brought forward there were a range of
powers available to police allowing them to take action
against inappropriate activity by any individual
protesters. There were powers they could use to follow
up on undue obstruction of footpaths or roads, wilful
trespass of a public place, wilful trespass of a private
place, entry likely to breach the peace and so on. A
range of powers within the Summary Offences Act
1966 and a range of other acts enabled police to take
action against people who were doing the wrong thing
when protesting. I can go through that list; it is certainly
a very long list. I can see when I look at the powers
available to police at present that there are three or four
pages of different trespass offences and different
summary offences that can be applied.
As the member for Buninyong and former member for
Ballarat East, the Wombat State Forest comes within
my electorate. We had issues with people protesting
against logging in the Wombat State Forest, for
example, just as there have been protesters in other
areas. The police had powers under the acts to deal with
protesters who may have been in inappropriate areas or
were putting themselves at risk or putting the workers
who were appropriately undertaking logging activity at
risk. There are special powers under the Sustainable
Forests (Timber) Act 2004 and so on.
Of course one of the other areas where we have seen
protests and where there are concerns about the safety
of protesters and other people going about their
business is in association with duck hunting. We clearly
have a range of powers in place that address the issues
around duck hunting protests.
What we are doing with this legislation is what we
clearly promised to do ahead of the election. The
people of Victoria clearly supported us. They said, ‘No,
we don’t want Joh Bjelke-Petersen-type activities. We
don’t want that heavy-handed law and order agenda
that the conservatives — the coalition — were putting
forward. We want a balanced government that
recognises the right of people to protest in a whole
range of activities. We want that balance right’. In
November last year the people of Victoria clearly voted
for a change from that tired, old law and order rhetoric
we get from the conservatives. They wanted a
progressive approach returned to Victoria, as they have

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT (MOVE-ON LAWS) BILL 2015
Wednesday, 25 February 2015

ASSEMBLY

wanted in the majority of elections since 1982 when the
Cain government was elected.
That is what they will get under this government; they
will get a good, balanced, progressive government that
recognises people’s right to protest but also recognises
that there are powers under the law that police can use
to act on people who are protesting in inappropriate
ways.
I reflect back on protests I have been involved in over
the years. I remember my earlier university days. I was
of course pleased that university students saw that there
were good reasons to protest a whole range of activities.
I was a little too young for the Vietnam moratorium
protests, but they were clearly very significant,
changing the way we deal with war issues in this
country.
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movement or other broad issues of public importance. I
want to see that happening safely, and I believe that this
progressive Andrews Labor government is restoring the
balance, as the people of Victoria wanted us to do on
29 November last year.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Dixon) — Order! I
recognise in the gallery a former member for
Warrandyte and Minister for Tertiary Education and
Training, the Honourable Phil Honeywood.

SUMMARY OFFENCES AMENDMENT
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In my student days I joined protests, but more recently I
have supported trade and labour protests in Ballarat
when then Prime Minister John Howard was
introducing his WorkChoices legislation. I have also
protested against issues associated with the former
Kennett government and its sale of public assets. I was
very much involved in the Public First movement that
said, ‘No, we want to keep our public assets in public
hands because that’s the best way for them to be
administered’. Unfortunately, of course, we lost that
opportunity under the Kennett government, and we
have seen the results of that since.

Debate resumed.

I have also been involved in protests in Ballarat over
the war in Iraq. Sadly, we saw the results of that war,
which the Americans and Prime Minister John Howard
quickly supported under the guise of weapons of mass
destruction that were supposedly in Iraq. Those protests
were not successful and, sadly, that war took place, and
we have seen what has happened in Iraq since that time.

Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
this evening to speak in relation to the Summary
Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill 2015. I
place on the record my strong opposition to the bill
before the house; I believe it will be a retrograde step
for all Victorians. It has been interesting to hear the
contributions from the other side suggesting that the
mandate was given to them as a result of the election
last November. I do not remember seeing any particular
policy position of the Labor Party on this issue in any
material anywhere during my campaign journey.
Therefore it is quite delusional to suggest that this
initiative was front and centre in the Labor Party’s
proposals in the lead-up to the election. It was well and
truly tucked away, and I think most Victorians will be
shocked when they realise the potential ramifications of
this piece of legislation.

I was on the other side of the protests when I attended
the Israeli Independence Day celebrations over the road
from Parliament a few years back, and a pro-Palestinian
protest occurred. A number of people who attended the
event were concerned about the protests. My
experience of that event was that the members of
Parliament who attended were asked to stay together
and police horses were in place to provide protection
for those of us who attended the function, and I must
say I was perhaps a little more intimidated by the horses
than by the protesters themselves. It is clearly a matter
of getting these issues in balance.

From the outset it is important to note the position of
the coalition, which was so very well articulated by the
shadow Attorney-General earlier in the day. He made
an outstanding contribution which clearly put on the
record the position of the opposition in relation to the
bill. It is important to look back over the history of the
bill. In 2009 the Brumby Labor government first
introduced the move-on powers, but the caveat was that
they were significantly limited. In particular they
provided that none of the powers that were introduced
through that piece of legislation applied to political or
industrial protests and pickets.

I want everyone to have the right to protest about the
things that are important to them, whether it be
WorkSafe issues, issues associated with the union

That provision is very telling because that is the area
where we have seen examples in recent and
not-so-recent times of lawlessness in relation to pickets
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and protests that have taken place on the streets of
Melbourne. All Victorians were shocked a couple of
years ago — and I spoke about it at the time — when
they witnessed the outrageous and lawless behaviour
that occurred just a few blocks from this very building
at the Myer Grocon building site. Who here in Victoria
could forget the footage of the assault on police and
police horses and the absolutely outrageous behaviour
led by the Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy
Union members? It was an attack on law and order and
the fabric of our community here in Victoria. It was a
shocking example, but it is sad to say that it is not the
only example.
Many years ago when I was in public practice I
witnessed a very serious example of such behaviour
involving our business. One of our clients was
black-banned by the Builders Labourers Federation
(BLF) back in the 1980s. The BLF was a formidable
force. My clients were lawfully involved in a
construction project, lawfully going about their
business and making the light towers for the MCG,
which was a significant and iconic project here in
Victoria. However, they received the kiss of death from
the BLF at the time, and in less than a year they were
out of business because of the black bans that were
placed on them by the BLF. That is an extreme
example, but it demonstrates the thin edge of the wedge
leading to an honest family business going completely
out of business, causing people who were going about a
lawful pursuit to be unemployed.
It was a shocking situation not only in terms of the
consequences for our practice but also in terms of
having to deal with those family members and their
employees trying to put the pieces of their lives back
together again, having had their viable and profitable
business ruined. Their whole life savings —
everything — was in that business, and it just
disintegrated before them. That is the sort of endgame
you can end up with with this sort of protest. That is an
example from many years ago in my own lifetime.
It is important that we do not think of this as just some
sort of hypothetical thing; it is a very real issue. We
have heard other examples here in the chamber today,
such as in relation to some of the boycott, divestment
and sanctions, or BDS, protests. The previous speaker
mentioned the Israel Independence Day protest that
occurred in front of the Windsor Hotel over the road
from this very place. I went across to that and I, too,
well remember the extraordinary behaviour that was
going on there. To be subject to the abuse and hurling
of missiles — objects, and so on — as we went across
to another function, as members of this place, was quite
extraordinary and totally outrageous. We can see that,
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unchecked, this sort of behaviour has very significant
consequences for the broader community.
As a result of all that, in 2014 the coalition government
of the time amended the laws to extend and strengthen
the grounds on which police can move on protesters
and to remove the exemption for political and industrial
protests for all but two grounds. Others have eloquently
outlined some of those strengthening provisions with
the amendments that were made. The changes provided
that the exemptions for political or industrial protests or
pickets would continue to apply, but only on the
grounds of their breaching, or being likely to breach,
the peace or causing, or being likely to cause, an undue
obstruction.
As I have said, the best example I heard today was the
one given in the contribution of the member for
Hawthorn. It related to the fact that there could be a
situation where there is a lawful protest but it is
impeding a lawful business. Under the amendments the
coalition government introduced, those protesters could
be asked to move on, to just move aside, so they do not
impede the lawful business being undertaken. Of course
that provision will go in the event that this bill is
passed.
It is also interesting to look at what third parties have to
say about this matter. Rather than listening to one side
or the other in here, often it is good to listen to some of
the experts in the field and those who will be most
affected and will be up close to and have to deal with
this legislation, should it pass. The first example I cite
today is that of the Police Association. It is advocating
that the move-on laws the coalition government
introduced in 2014 should be maintained. If any party
in the community should know what is or is not good
for the community, particularly in relation to the area of
law and order, you would think the Police Association
would be front and centre. That has not been heeded by
those opposite.
I turn to the Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry — VECCI. It issued a public
statement on 12 February. I will quote some extracts
from that statement. It said:
‘Victorian business competitiveness and certainty around
major projects requires a legislative framework that protects
the fundamental rights of business from illegal protest
activities’, said VECCI chief executive Mark Stone.
‘Laws must provide Victoria Police with adequate powers to
keep the peace, protect the safety of individuals and their
property and allow employers and employees to enter
worksites and operate their businesses without risk or
unnecessary disruption’.
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The 2014 laws expanded police powers to ‘move on’ people
engaging in illegal protest activities.
‘The right to freely enter one’s premises is a fundamental
right. People should be able to go about their business and
earn a living without others preventing them from doing so or
making them fear for their safety’, said Mr Stone.

The statement finishes by quoting Mr Stone as saying:
It is important that the proposed changes to the move-on laws
strike a sensible and workable balance that acknowledges the
right to peaceful protest, but sends a clear message to those
who act unlawfully.

That is a good summary of the position. As I said a
moment ago, in this very town a couple of years ago we
had the situation where there was absolute lawlessness
on the streets of Melbourne. It was a frightening
situation; it was a frightening exhibition of what the
endgame can be if this is allowed to go unchecked.
I turn to the Master Builders Association, which was
quoted in an article in the Australian Financial Review
of 11 February. It states:
Master Builders Victoria chief executive Radley de Silva said
the move-on laws have been a strong deterrent against
unchecked, obstructive protests in the construction sector.
He said the 2012 Grocon dispute brought the city to a
‘grinding halt’.

On it goes, and quotes Mr de Silva as saying:
Scrapping this protection gives building unions the thumbs up
to once again wreak havoc in the industry …

At this stage of the construction cycle and at this
important time in the economy here in Victoria, the last
thing we need is for construction projects to be
jeopardised.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am very
pleased to rise to speak today in support of the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. I am pleased because this amending bill sets right
the draconian amendments made last year by the then
government, now opposition. The amendments made
last year were unnecessary at best, and at worst, an
attack on the civil rights of our fellow citizens and their
ability to peacefully protest.
At the time of the previous government’s amendments
to the act, Labor clearly made its opposition known,
vowing to repeal the legislation upon coming to
government. The bill before the house today is
testament to a party that is delivering on its
commitments. In this case the legislation is before the
house after less than 100 days of government.
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We have heard from the opposition that it believes in
the fundamental right to protest. But based on what we
saw last year, I seriously doubt this. The right to protest
on a specific issue, to peacefully picket a workplace for
employee rights, or to publicly congregate to discuss a
particular matter are all rights that Australians hold
dear. They are a fundamental reflection of our true
democratic society, whether they be protests by our
valued teachers, our firefighters, our paramedics or our
nurses; whether they be protests about government
decisions, including state government decisions we
make in this chamber; or whether they be protests by
those who seek to protect our natural environment or
who are working for the most basic of human rights.
Importantly there are also the many people over two
centuries in this country and this state who have
protested for employee rights and the safety of our
workplaces.
Many times those actions by people who have protested
have been at a significant cost to their personal lives.
Those people have enabled us to have our freedoms
today. May I say that those same protests have resulted
in safer workplaces and other enormous achievements
which exist now in our democratic society. It is clear, as
the member for Dandenong said in her contribution, for
the other side that much of this is about anti-union
ideology. The previous government’s amendments
were directed at trade unions, and, both directly and
indirectly, the impact is felt by workers.
I take issue with some of the comments from the other
side, which portray every protest of employees or
workers as characterised by thuggery, spitting and
groping. All the negative behaviour that could possibly
occur rests with the workers and employees, while the
behaviour of small business is always kind and caring.
Of course there are business owners like that, but that is
not what these laws are about. This is not about workers
or about bosses; it is about freedom of expression and
the right to congregate with your fellow citizens.
Providing the powers to move people on, to take their
names or to arrest them when they are doing no more
than congregating legally is anathema to us. It is a
backward step. The amendments introduced by the
opposition last year were a breach of our fundamental
rights. They were not designed to maintain public order
and safety — those laws already existed, and the police
already had sufficient powers — they were designed to
restrict the rights of Victorians. This was highlighted
particularly by the introduction of exclusion orders,
where people could be restricted from entering a
particular place for 12 months. If we allow these laws
to remain as they are, it is a slippery slope to the next
restriction and the one after that.
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We in Australia are often rightly critical of jurisdictions
in other countries that restrict freedoms and human
rights, but we cannot be critical of those jurisdictions
when we do the same. We are progressive here in
Victoria; we have long regarded ourselves in Australia
as one of the most democratic and free nations. It is
interesting that the coalition, having the word ‘liberal’
in its name, is ready to trample on liberties that small-l
liberals hold very dear.
I have listened to other speakers on this side of the
chamber say that the bill before the house today gets the
balance right. I agree entirely; it does get the balance
right. This bill will repeal the ability of police and
protective services officers (PSOs) to issue move-on
orders for any type of protest. It will repeal their ability
to seek the name and address of any person and direct
them to move on. I have enormous respect for police —
I have often dealt with them in my line of work and in
other contexts — but I do not think you can franchise
justice, or give it over to 10 000 police officers. The
rightful place for justice is in the courtroom, in the
hands of a legally trained judicial officer. Of course
police need reasonable powers to keep the peace, and
under the government’s changes police will retain those
powers. It is not right to disregard the process of the
law and the role of the judicial officer.
Police and PSOs will still have the ability to properly
police this state. It is their right and responsibility under
the law to keep illegal behaviour at bay. There will still
be the ability to move on people who are breaching or
likely to breach the peace or who are endangering the
safety of others. There will still be the ability to move
on people where they are likely to cause injury or
damage property. Police and PSOs will still be able to
use their general powers to require a person to state
their name and address. That is not what we are talking
about today. We are talking about the previous
government’s amendments, which were designed to
suppress human rights. When someone as progressive
as the Australian human rights commissioner, Tim
Wilson, opposes this legislation, then you know you
must be doing something wrong.
Last night a City of Monash council meeting in my
electorate of Oakleigh drew an audience of 250 people.
It was considering a big issue about the possible sale of
a prized piece of land, and the community objected to
the sale. People could not fit into the hall and spilled out
onto the street. Prior to that a few protests had been
held on the site in question. There were musical
performances and people assembled with no permits.
Speeches were made from the back of a ute, rallying the
community. All that activity is at risk under the laws of
the previous government.
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The bill before the house is about freedom of
expression and of association. It is about protecting the
fundamental rights that for many years were guaranteed
in Victoria and in this country. It is about the right to
peacefully assemble and to participate in our
democratic society. I am pleased that this bill is before
us today. I feel very strongly about civil liberties, and I
am proud that the Labor Party protects those
liberties — not just for workers and employees but for
any member of our society. This is not a worker-boss
issue but an issue of human rights. I am happy to
support it, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws) Bill
2015. There are certain bills that come to this house
which stir passions, and this is certainly one of those.
Members on the other side would have us believe that
the laws enacted last year would stop all protests, yet
the member for Mordialloc talked about Bust the
Budget protests, which took place after the introduction
of these laws. They did not and would not stop those
protests. The member for Mordialloc does not know
what he is talking about. There have been other protests
in this period. Every July for the last four years I have
protested, and last year’s march was no different to the
march before or the march before that. The current laws
do not stop protests; they allow protest, but they also
allow people to go about their business. They allow
people to walk into their place of work or go and buy a
coffee. It is simple: the law allows freedom of
movement.
The Labor Party would like to stop freedom of
movement. It thinks people should have the right to
stop somebody from going about their business, from
being able to walk around the street or from being able
to go to work. The Labor Party talks about representing
the workers. If it represented the workers, it would let
them go to work. It is that simple. All I want is for
people to be able to go into their place of business, for
people to be able to go to work — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the business of the house. I
apologise to the member for Burwood; he will have the
call when this matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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students at Marlborough Primary School and to fund a
new gymnasium and multipurpose hall for the school.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Marlborough Primary School
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Today I rise to ask
the Minister for Education to fund infrastructure
upgrades at Marlborough Primary School to cater for
the expanded student enrolment. This dynamic learning
community in my electorate of Bayswater has
experienced enrolment growth of nearly 20 per cent in
four years. In 2011 the school catered for just
163 students. That figure has grown to an enrolment of
202 in 2015. Under the leadership of its experienced
and passionate principal, Angie O’Hare, and her
fabulous team, the growth of the school is set to
continue, and at this pace the current facilities are
simply inadequate and being outgrown very quickly.
Marlborough Primary School is the hub of its local
community, and participation is encouraged not just for
parents but also for external organisations, something
they are currently not able to do. The lack of a school
hall or gymnasium is an ongoing concern for the school
and the local community. School assemblies are held
outdoors year round. Whole-school incursions and
events are held outdoors and local organisations must
be directed elsewhere if they are looking to use an
indoor space that is of a decent size. I have personally
seen the children stand for entire assemblies because
the ground was too wet or cold to sit on, and that is
obviously not ideal. In 2015 a school hall is not an
‘optional extra’ but an essential space where joint
activity and learning can be undertaken.
Marlborough Primary School is in desperate need of an
indoor space which is large enough to accommodate its
growing student numbers. The school needs to be able
to hold school assemblies and provide a space for
functions, graduations and productions. It also needs to
be able to make that space available for use by various
community groups on weekends and in the evenings. In
winter, physical education presents a real challenge for
this school as there is no gym, so sometimes children
go without exercise. At a time when we are trying to
encourage more physical activity, knowing its long and
short-term health benefits, this is simply unacceptable.
I am certain the school would welcome a visit by the
minister to talk with the staff, students and parents at
Marlborough Primary School and to see for himself the
vibrant, dynamic community which is committed to
promoting excellence in all students. Again I ask the
Minister for Education to consider the growing needs of

Casey Hospital
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health and
concerns Casey Hospital in my electorate. The action I
seek is for the minister to visit Casey Hospital to
discuss the Andrews Labor government’s fantastic
commitment to expand the hospital.
The Baillieu and Napthine governments promised to fix
our health system. They promised to reduce elective
surgery waiting times, open 800 new hospital beds —
we still have not found them — and improve access to
the health system for all Victorians. We know that not
one of these promises was kept, not a single one.
Instead savage cuts were made to our health system,
leaving hospitals just like Casey Hospital at breaking
point.
Casey Hospital was built by Labor and during the 2010
election campaign we committed to expanding it, a
commitment that the Liberals refused to match in
opposition or in government. This is despite Casey
Hospital servicing one of the fastest growing areas in
the state. In 2013 the hospital admitted 38 000 patients
and 52 620 people attended the emergency department.
No wonder local residents were often forced to wait for
hours in the emergency department before receiving
treatment. This placed great pressure on our
hardworking ambulance officers, who had to spend
hours ramped outside the hospital. Even the elective
surgery waiting list blew out, with over 2000 people
waiting for surgery at Casey Hospital.
That is why the local community was really pleased
when we announced that this government was going to
provide $106.3 million for a major expansion of Casey
Hospital. This expansion will ensure that Casey
Hospital can provide for 12 000 more patients,
8000 more surgeries and 500 more births. We will build
an eight-storey inpatient unit from the ground up, with
four new operating theatres, a new elective surgery
recovery centre and Casey’s first intensive care unit.
The intensive care unit will ensure that local families
can get the specialist care they need closer to home.
Ninety-six new beds will be opened, with room created
for a further 64 beds if required in the future. Computed
tomography and magnetic resonance imaging services
as well as day surgery admissions at Casey Hospital
will be expanded. Labor built this hospital and will
make it bigger and better. Local families deserve to
have access to world-class health care close to home,
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and that is exactly what the Andrews Labor
government will deliver. I invite the Minister for Health
to join me in visiting Casey Hospital to discuss the
expansion and meet with patients and staff, who will be
really thrilled to meet her.

Wangaratta aquatics plan
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to raise an
adjournment matter for the Minister for Sport. The
action I seek is that the minister visit Wangaratta so that
I can give him a firsthand understanding of the aquatic
needs of the rural city of Wangaratta. Wangaratta’s
2014 aquatics plan for the future is designed to deliver
regionally significant aquatic facilities that will meet
the needs of the community over the next 50 years.
Attendance at the pools has declined significantly over
the past 10 years, making the continued operation of
three separate aquatic facilities unsustainable. In
2013–14 Wangaratta’s outdoor pools attracted only
5 per cent of the total number of visits to aquatic and
wellness facilities and cost more to run for the 15-week
summer season than the sports and aquatics centre cost
for the entire year.
Swimming is the third most popular form of recreation
in Wangaratta. The proposed new 50-metre outdoor
pool, located at the Wangaratta Indoor Sports and
Aquatic Centre (WISAC), would provide the
universally accepted standard for lap swimming,
aquatic education, and competitive training and events.
Partnered with the existing 25-metre pool this facility
would create a regionally significant aquatic facility
that would be eligible for state-level swimming events.
Our community is evolving and becoming increasingly
diverse. We must be innovative and offer inclusive
aquatic facilities that meet the demands of a changing
population. Aquatics are increasingly purpose based,
with aquatic therapy and aqua fitness programs
continually increasing in popularity, particularly with
our older demographic. The addition of a hydrotherapy
pool at WISAC will ensure adequate provision for
aquatic therapy and aqua fitness programs at a time
when the proportion of our population over 65 years of
age is projected to rise from 16 per cent to over 25 per
cent.
A proposed splash park at Yarrunga will provide an
additional unique summer aquatic option in
Wangaratta. It will be free to access and open seven
days a week, which is a great thing for the Yarrunga
community. It will increase opportunities for residents
to engage in water play at times suitable to them. The
facility will be developed within the established
Mitchell Avenue playground. It will add to the play and
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community infrastructure that has recently been
developed through state government support and will
create a premier recreational and social precinct in the
Wangaratta South neighbourhood.
The two existing outdoor pools face numerous
challenges. The Yarrunga Family Swim Centre is
failing structurally, leaking water and is poorly
attended. The Olympic pool was constructed in 1956
and no longer meets the needs of competitive
swimming, which was its primary purpose. Both pools
have now undergone two separate third-party technical
assessments confirming their current state. Estimates
indicate that it would cost as much to repair and
redevelop Wangaratta’s outdoor pools as it would to
realise the proposed aquatics plan for the future. To
pursue redevelopment and repair options would leave
Wangaratta underserviced for aquatic therapy and aqua
fitness programs.
I hope the minister can make the time to visit the rural
city of Wangaratta so that he can fully understand
Wangaratta’s aquatics plan for the future.

Strathmore Secondary College
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Education. The action I seek is for the
minister to reinstate the Strathmore Secondary College
school zone boundary. The people of Strathmore and
Strathmore Heights are incredibly proud of their
secondary school. A day before the end of term 1 last
year the then Department of Education and Early
Childhood Development announced that it had
determined to unilaterally alter the boundaries of the
Strathmore Secondary College school zone, excluding
all of Strathmore Heights and parts of Strathmore.
There was no consultation, no negotiation and no
discussion. The community were simply told that there
was no place for their children, despite the fact that
many families had bought a home in the area years
before in order to ensure that their children could access
the very best secondary state school education.
This callous decision was met with disbelief which
quickly turned into anger from the families of those
children who were due to form part of the 2015 school
intake. I would like to acknowledge the role my
predecessor, the Honourable Justin Madden, played in
immediately working with the community to support
their campaign.
I would also like to acknowledge the contribution made
by the Minister for Emergency Services and the
member for Pascoe Vale who have advocated on behalf
of their communities in relation to this matter. It should
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come as no surprise that the community quickly
mobilised to oppose these changes. As the then new
candidate for the seat of Essendon, I found their passion
and commitment to this issue and their children’s
education truly inspiring. In particular I would like to
thank Suzie Beayni, Jodie Knox, Lisa Telford, Darren
O’Connor, Catherine Gibson and Michael Atallah from
the local community. I therefore ask the Minister for
Education to reinstate the Strathmore Secondary
College zone boundary.

Ripon electorate level crossings
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport
and concerns two proposed level crossing closures in
Ripon. The action I seek is that the minister ensure that
the proposed level crossing closures at Burrumbeet and
Windemere do not occur. Recently VicTrack informed
Ballarat City Council that it must recommend a level
crossing closure as a result of the imminent re-opening
of a level crossing on Remembrance Drive, and four
options have been suggested. Mr Josh Morris, a
member for Western Victoria Region in the other place,
and I met with Ballarat City Council councillors from
the affected ward. They told us the council is not keen
to close the level crossings and that the communities of
Burrumbeet and Windemere are opposed to the closure
of any level crossing. However, the City of Ballarat, at
the request of the state government, wrote to local
residents proposing that it will block off railway
crossings and close down roads on Ballarat’s western
fringe. This move has angered many local residents.
I call on the minister to halt this process. Closing down
local roads does not make sense and will not increase
safety. Blocking off roads will be devastating for local
farmers and those with livestock who will not be able to
get agricultural machinery and trailers where they need
to go. My office has been inundated with calls and
messages from angry locals who fear the prospects of
being forced to drive on unsealed roads. This madness
needs to be fixed. The current rail crossings are clearly
marked and meet safety standards. Boarding them up
and closing down surrounding roads will force heavy
traffic onto unsealed roads that cannot sustain that
much use. The local Burrumbeet Country Fire
Authority brigade is also opposed to the proposal. The
brigade is concerned that response times will increase
and that local residents will have diminished escape
routes. What happens if there is a devastating bushfire
nearby? Blocking off local roads will frustrate
evacuating residents as well as delay emergency
services. The Andrews Labor government needs to
stand up for local safety and instruct VicRoads and
VicTrack to abandon this ridiculous proposal.
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Blackwood sewerage scheme
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. This is a
matter that you, Deputy Speaker, will have a keen
interest in. The town of Blackwood in my electorate is a
beautiful small town waiting for a sewerage solution to
secure its future. The action I seek is for the minister to
bring together the relevant authorities to map out a plan
for a sewerage solution for the township. Let me take
the house through some history. In December 2005 the
then Premier, Steve Bracks, announced the country
towns water supply and sewerage program. It was a
great program and a wonderful example of what can be
achieved when you have a government with a strong
commitment to supporting regional Victoria and
ensuring a strong future for our regional communities
and small towns. The objectives of the program were to
resolve existing public health and environmental issues
and risks, as identified by local councils and
Environment Protection Authority Victoria.
Under this program the responsible water authority for
Blackwood, Central Highlands Water, received a
$1.735 million grant to design a centralised sewerage
system for Blackwood. The procurement phase for this
project commenced in 2008 and in this time a key
permit was denied. When the previous Liberal coalition
government took office this project was put in the
too-hard basket and all work stopped. While there are
some challenges to the project, this is no excuse for the
previous government’s complete inaction. No wonder
the Blackwood community felt the previous
government was trying to disappear the town.
Blackwood is a lively little community of around
300 people. It is amazing to think it was home to almost
14 000 people during the gold rush. It has a great cafe
and general store, The Blackwood Merchant, where I
enjoyed lunch last week. It has a pub where I have
participated in a lively pre-election forum, and the town
hosts an Easter carnival and a woodchopping
competition on what is undoubtedly Victoria’s most
picturesque cricket oval right in the heart of the
Wombat State Forest. Each month the Blackwood
Academy of Blue Grass and Old-Time Music holds
shape-note singing sessions, workshops and a live
acoustic concert at the Blackwood Uniting Church. The
little town of Blackwood produces its own monthly
newspaper, Blackwood Times, brought to the
community by the Blackwood Action Group. In short,
Blackwood is a fantastic and proud community. It has
been my pleasure to meet with members of the
Blackwood community on a number of occasions over
the past year. The action group is meeting tonight, and
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its members will be interested to hear the outcome of
my adjournment matter.
All the locals are seeking is a future for their town. I
know the Minister for Environment, Climate Change
and Water will not put her head in the sand; she will not
ignore our small towns and she will not shy away from
a difficult problem. What a contrast to the previous
government. The minister is welcome to visit
Blackwood with me. She would be warmly received by
a community that was completely ignored by the
previous government. I look forward to meeting with
her and the relevant authorities soon.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I concur with
the member for Macedon, having served that area.

Goulburn Valley Health
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to call on the
Minister for Health to invest in plans for the
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health and invite
her to visit the hospital to assist herself in understanding
the need for that investment. This health facility has
suffered from underinvestment for too long and is now
struggling to cope. Goulburn Valley Health has been
known as a leading provider of health care in regional
Victoria. It services not only the Shepparton district but
a much wider catchment, which stretches north to the
Murray River and beyond and covers around
110 000 people.
Now the infrastructure is struggling to support the
growing population of the catchment, and the area is
being left behind. There are no cardiac services in
Shepparton; you must travel to Bendigo or Melbourne.
If you have cancer and require radiation therapy, you
have to go to Bendigo or Melbourne. If you require eye
surgery, you have to travel to Benalla or Melbourne for
that treatment. The lack of operating theatres means
that surgery cannot be performed in a timely and
efficient manner. We cannot attract the surgeons we
desperately need in our area because of the lack of
appropriate operating facilities within the hospital.
The Goulburn Valley Health master plan has been in
development for over 15 years. The service plan is
almost complete, and strategic funding over a number
of years will now be required to roll out the plans that
have been in development for so long. We need urgent
funding in the forthcoming budget for the preparatory
stages of a new development and a commitment to
funding a development more suited to the Shepparton
district’s needs today and into the future.
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Earlier this month Goulburn Valley Health confirmed
that it was in escalation talks up to twice a week to
move patients to Benalla and Cobram due to bed
shortages. The emergency department is facing chronic
bed shortages; it has 13 beds while it needs 30.
Nurse-to-patient ratios are worsening. The sight of
ambulances backing up outside the emergency
department is not unusual. Late last year the
Shepparton News reported that at least a dozen
ambulances were waiting to offload patients, leaving
only one available ambulance to service the region.
Staff do a tremendous job caring for patients with the
limited space they have, but the situation is not fair to
them or those in their care.
Last year’s Victorian Labor Platform 2014 says
‘Everyone deserves world-class health care, regardless
of their age, income, suburb or background’. In it Labor
promised to address the issue of overcrowded
emergency departments and life-threatening ambulance
delays. Will the Andrews government back up its
statement with real investment? I implore the
government to use its first budget to show the residents
of Shepparton and surrounds that they have not been
forgotten. I urge the Minister for Health to give priority
to funding stage 1 of the hospital redevelopment in the
May budget and to promise to fund the additional
stages planned.

Frankston electorate homelessness
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I rise today to call
on the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing,
whose portfolio also encompasses mental health, to
visit the Frankston electorate to look at the issues
surrounding us, which I believe the minister is familiar
with. There are many services available within the
Frankston electorate that provide much-needed
assistance to address the high rate of unemployment for
young people, the abuse of alcohol and other drugs,
mental health issues, homelessness and family violence.
Alarmingly, young people who are homeless access
services at a much lower rate than others, despite their
higher level of need. The Council to Homeless Persons
states that young homeless people are often unsafe in
the family home, are in conflict with family members,
are at risk of abuse and assault on the streets and in state
care, and are unable to earn enough income to access a
reasonable level of housing. These problems are often
exacerbated due to young people’s relatively low
income-earning capacity, their low level of power
within society, unacceptably high rates of youth
unemployment and discrimination in accessing
housing. The majority of homeless young people are
only homeless for brief periods, while those who are
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chronically homeless — sometimes referred to as street
kids — are a small minority.
According to Australian Bureau of Statistics data,
19.9 per cent of the city of Frankston’s households
were classed as low income in 2014, compared to
16.9 per cent in greater Melbourne, which shows that
there is an issue. The Community Support Frankston —
Annual Report 2014 lists Frankston North as having the
highest proportion of low-income households in the
city of Frankston, at 31.9 per cent, followed by
Frankston, at 28.2 per cent.
In a headspace position paper on homelessness dated
21 June 2011, it was noted that psychiatric
hospitalisations were higher in Frankston compared
with Victoria as a whole. I note that the McClure report,
A New System for Better Employment and Social
Outcomes, which was released today, raises more
questions than it answers about the support such
services will receive from the federal government.
Frankston also has high rates of youth disengagement
from education and employment compared with the rest
of Victoria, according to the Frankston Mornington
Peninsula Local Learning and Employment Network. I
call on the minister to visit Frankston with me. This
would be of benefit to my constituents as a starting
point for planning towards better outcomes for
disadvantaged members of the Frankston community.

PenBus service
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Public Transport. I ask the minister
to fund the Mornington Peninsula PenBus service from
the end of June this year at the conclusion of what has
been a very successful trial. The PenBus gives students
from the Mornington Peninsula direct access to the
Monash University campuses at Frankston and
Clayton. The trial was funded jointly by the
Mornington Peninsula Shire Council and the federal
government on an initial 12-month basis with the
expectation that ongoing funding would be provided by
the state government. I was in advanced discussions
with the previous Minister for Public Transport and had
put in a budget bid for the service for the next financial
year.
I have received numerous letters from local students
who use the service. It has been a great time saver for
those students and a far better option than using the
existing public transport system. The PenBus has meant
that students can attend early or late lectures and get
home safely in the evening. It has also given them the
opportunity to live at home and therefore save a lot of

501

expense which they would have incurred by moving
closer to their university campus. In many cases,
without the PenBus these students would not have
attended university at all.
While there may be a perception that the Mornington
Peninsula is an affluent area, of the 88 electorates
represented by this Parliament the Nepean electorate is
the fifth poorest in terms of average income. There is a
high degree of poverty throughout the electorate and a
lot of youth disengagement. There are also low
numbers of youth undertaking further study and high
levels of youth unemployment.
The PenBus service has enhanced the opportunities for
young people to attend university. The service has been
well received and well used, and there is a high
expectation that it will continue. I once again ask the
minister to fund the service for the benefit of the young
people in my electorate who want to continue in further
education.

Chelsea Kindergarten
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Families and Children. The
action I seek is that the minister meet with staff from
Chelsea Kindergarten to discuss ongoing challenges
with funding for four-year-old kindergarten hours. Prior
to the last election it was a pleasure to join the then
opposition leader, now Premier, and the former shadow
minister for children and families, now the Minister for
Families and Children, to commit $350 000 to the
Chelsea kinder, which will fund the construction of
indoor play spaces designed specifically for early
learning along with new outdoor learning and play
spaces.
I would like to commend the Chelsea kinder
community and its manager, Imogen Kelly, for their
tireless work, and I look forward to delivering this
important investment for our region. This
announcement was part of Labor’s bold plan to support
early childhood education, our schools and our TAFE
system. The government is investing $50 million to
build and upgrade kinders across Victoria as part of its
$1.3 billion plan to make Victoria the education state.
During the past 12 months I have had the opportunity to
meet with local kindergarten providers and hear about
the wonderful gains they are making in early childhood
education since the introduction of the 15 hours of
preschool education, which was part of the National
Partnership Agreement on Universal Access to Early
Childhood Education. Under this agreement the
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Victorian government provides 10 hours of funding,
and the commonwealth provides an additional 5 hours.
There is substantial research that makes the benefits of
four-year-old kinder very clear. It was not an easy task
for kindergartens to expand to 15 hours under this
program, with many hours of work, planning and
preparation needed to meet the targets under the
agreement.
Last year the sector was hamstrung with uncertainty
after the commonwealth government refused to
guarantee that it would continue to provide the
5 additional hours in funding. On the eve of going into
caretaker mode, the Liberal government rushed to sign
up to limited funding under more onerous conditions,
with no time line for a new agreement.
This uncertainty will rise again with this commitment
due to expire at the end of this year. The
commonwealth government must commit long term to
continuing the funding or more than 70 000 Victorian
children will be worse off, particularly as kindergartens
are already planning their budgets, timetables,
enrolments and staffing needs for 2016.
I welcome the work of the Premier in lobbying Prime
Minister Tony Abbott to support early childhood
education in Victoria, considering that today we see
almost all of Victoria’s 2168 kindergartens — including
those in my electorate of Mordialloc — providing
children with 15 hours of quality teacher-led preschool
education. There are now an extra 1200 teachers
employed in Victoria to deliver the 15 hours of
preschool a week since the agreement to boost the
hours from 10 to 15 was signed in 2008.
In conclusion I request that the Minister for Families
and Children meet with Chelsea Kindergarten to
discuss the plans to upgrade the kinder and work to
ensure that future commonwealth funding for 15 hours
of kindergarten is maintained.

Responses
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I thank the member for Frankston for
raising this important matter and for his commitment to
social justice not just in his community but across the
state. It is a commitment that is shared by all members
on this side of the house and reflects his deeply
embedded support for everyone in his community,
particularly its most vulnerable members.
The challenges highlighted by the member in his
adjournment matter are very real and serious. They are
factors that shape the lives of not only our young people
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but all members of our community. Whilst it might be a
minority of people whose lives are directly affected by
this issue, it is one that indirectly affects every
Victorian. Either through their own family or their
community every Victorian has links to the issues the
member highlighted, including homelessness, housing
stress, mental health, youth disengagement and a range
of other difficulties in people’s lives.
As the member highlighted through the data he shared
with us, these difficulties and challenges are significant
and have only been made worse over recent years by
Liberal governments, both federal and state, not just
through their attacks on the people of Frankston and
other vulnerable communities but also by their
deliberate, targeted underinvestment.
To highlight some of the damage to which the member
referred in his adjournment matter, when it comes to
housing, as members would be aware, the former
Liberal government ripped out over $470 million from
the social housing budgets of this state from the
years 2011 to 2014. That is despite the fact that
homelessness services reflected record demand. Last
year over 99 000 Victorians had direct engagement
with homelessness services.
I could also refer to the mental health area, also
highlighted by the member, where the botched
recommissioning by the previous government led to a
massive loss in services and jobs. Those services that
have been recommissioned have found it incredibly
difficult to match the expectations of communities and
those people dealing with mental illness due to having
been reduced and severely stretched.
Drug and alcohol services were also botched by the
previous government. Only last week the peak body in
the sector, the Victorian Alcohol and Drug Association
(VAADA), highlighted the growing service gaps
around the state. In its estimation the gaps in services
have been made worse to the tune of a $40 million
shortfall in unmet demand. This is at a time when the
scourge of ice is ravaging so many communities,
particularly our regions and suburbs, including the area
represented by the member for Frankston.
I would have thought there were few issues that would
unite this Parliament — and the last Parliament in
particular — more than this one, as demonstrated by the
seminal report produced by the Law Reform, Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee. This government has
committed to respond to it during its first 100 days in
office, and it will do so. The fact that it is regional and
outer suburban communities that have borne the worst
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of the brunt of the ice ravages of ice was reflected in the
honourable member’s contribution.
But of course the Liberal Party’s attacks on our most
vulnerable have not stopped with the change of
government here in Victoria. They are being continued
apace by its mates in Canberra. We have not heard a
peep from those opposite criticising or holding to
account their Liberal mates in the Abbott government
for a range of cuts in the same areas. Take, for instance,
housing, where the national partnership agreement on
homelessness, which is due to expire in a few months,
is so far not being recommitted to by the Abbott
government. This will see some of the most innovative
programs for the most vulnerable in our community —
youth, women fleeing domestic violence, regional
communities and Aboriginal communities — and those
programs most at risk due to their cutting-edge
solutions to housing problems being ignored by the
federal government. We could take, for example, its
white paper on housing, which essentially, as part of the
Federation reform process, foreshadows that the federal
government proposes to abandon any support for
state-based housing programs beyond targeted
individual private rental support.
Those opposite stay mute and quiet whilst their mates
in Canberra run amok, because as the policy-free
cockroaches they are, they have no commitment to a
better understanding and delivery of services for our
most vulnerable Victorians. We could go to the national
disability insurance scheme, which up until this point in
time has been an area with some support from both
sides of the house and on which honourable members
opposite could show their support by insisting —
despite the rumoured position of the federal
government of not rolling out in time the heads of
agreement between jurisdictions signed by the former
Premier, the member for South-West Coast — that it
roll out the full program of the national disability
insurance scheme from 2016 to 2019. Instead we have
a situation where those opposite stand mute on this
process. Those opposite have plenty of opportunities,
which the honourable member for Frankston
highlighted in his contribution.
I close by highlighting, from the member’s
contribution, today’s McClure report, which was
released by the Honourable Scott Morrison, Minister
for Social Services in the federal government. Whilst
the reform is clothed in all the appropriate rhetoric of
better delivery for the most vulnerable Australians and
the most vulnerable Victorians, this government puts
the federal government on notice that it will hold it to
account and oppose any measures that disadvantage
Victorians in any of the categories that we have gone
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through and that the honourable member has
highlighted in his contribution, because we on this side
of the house know that Abbott government reform
leaves working people, and particularly the most
vulnerable of working people, as highlighted by the
honourable member’s contribution, worse off. We will
hold the federal government to account every step of
the way, from here to the next election, to make sure
that it does not disadvantage the kinds of people the
honourable member for Frankston has highlighted.
I welcome the invitation from the member for
Frankston, and I look forward to joining him to
highlight the attacks of those opposite and their mates
in Canberra on our most vulnerable Victorians and their
communities, and to see what we can do in partnership
with communities to rectify the damage done in four
long dark years under those people opposite.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — Perhaps
with less flourish than my colleague, the member for
Albert Park, I thank the member for Narre Warren
South for her request and acknowledge and applaud her
for her advocacy in respect of her local community,
particularly when it comes to health and wellbeing. I
understand the extreme pressures that Casey Hospital is
under. I am proud that Labor made a pre-election
commitment to invest $106.3 million to expand the
hospital, and that will include delivering its first
intensive care unit to support the growing needs of that
community. I am delighted to inform the house that I
have made arrangements to visit Casey Hospital, and I
look forward to meeting with patients and staff to
discuss this very important project. Again I commend
the member for Narre Warren South for her advocacy
in respect of her community.
I would also like to thank the member for Shepparton
for her request. I understand that Goulburn Valley
Health is facing quite demanding growth pressures in
terms of servicing the community it aspires to serve. I
intend to visit Goulburn Valley Health in March, and I
look forward to gaining a more direct understanding of
some of the pressures it is under. I am not in a position
to make budget announcements tonight, but I commend
the member for her advocacy on behalf of her local
community. I look forward to gaining a very direct
understanding of Goulburn Valley Health’s work,
pressures and aspirations on behalf of its patients.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for
Macedon for raising the issues at Blackwood, and I
welcome the member for Macedon. The seats of
Macedon and Bellarine have a lot in common, and that
is why I and the former member for Macedon worked a
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lot together on a number of issues. I welcome the
member to the Parliament and commend her on the
interest she has taken and the engagement she has had
so quickly with the towns and communities in her
electorate. I know she will not ignore the town of
Blackwood.
As the member outlined, there is a very long history
here. Blackwood was going to benefit from a program
to install sewerage systems. That program did see
sewerage systems installed across a number of
communities in regional Victoria. Unfortunately it was
brought to an end by the previous government, and
Blackwood was left out of that process.
Pretty quickly after taking office I had my department
establish a working group. I know the local water
authority had had a study done into the septic tanks in
the town. That study found that about a quarter of those
tanks, about 360 of them, needed either remedial or
major rectification work to be operational to protect
both community health issues and waterway issues.
The working group I have asked to come together
consists of Central Highlands Water, the Moorabool
Shire Council, Western Water, the Department of
Health and Human Services, and the Environment
Protection Authority Victoria.
The group first met on 12 February this year and in its
first meeting considered the issues in the report done by
the water authority. It is now looking at options for the
town of Blackwood. The findings in the report are
being looked at by the Environment Protection
Authority Victoria and Western Water. I will ensure, as
the member has requested, that these relevant
authorities come together again and continue to work
on developing a plan for the town and that they keep
the member and the community engaged and up to date
as that review occurs. I would also be pleased to meet
with the member’s local community and talk about
some of the issues they are confronting in relation to
this.
I will refer all the other matters raised to their respective
ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.38 p.m.
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West Gate distributor
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Warrandyte
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 February 2015

RESPONSE:
Dear Speaker: In response to the supplementary question asked by Mr Smith (Member for Warrandyte) on 24
February 2015, I advise:
The business case will be released.
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