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Tuesday, 10 November 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the gallery
today Mr John Vogels, a former member for Western
Victoria Region; Mr Terry Mulder, the former member
for Polwarth and the former Minister for Public
Transport; and Mr André Haermeyer, a former member
for Kororoit and a former Minister for Police and
Emergency Services.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS
Members for Polwarth and South-West Coast
The SPEAKER announced the election of
Mr Richard Riordan as member for the electoral
district of Polwarth in place of Mr Terry Mulder,
resigned, and the election of Ms Roma Britnell as
member for the electoral district of South-West
Coast in place of Dr Denis Napthine, resigned,
pursuant to writs issued on 17 September 2015.
Mr Riordan and Ms Britnell introduced and sworn.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I advise the house
that the Minister for Police and Minister for Corrections
will be absent from question time today. The AttorneyGeneral will take questions in his place.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Mr Melhem (Western Metropolitan Region)
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Premier. On 10 February last year the Premier issued a
joint press release with Mr Bill Shorten saying, and I
quote:
… if you are a union official who has engaged in corrupt
behaviour then you have betrayed the union movement and
the millions of working people it represents.

I ask: noting the serious allegations of betrayal that
have been made against Mr Cesar Melhem regarding
alleged misuse of union funds and fraudulent creation
of invoices in order to conceal corrupt practices, does
the Premier stand by his statement of 10 February last
year in relation to Mr Melhem’s conduct?
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the
honourable member for Box Hill for his question. In the
final part of his question he missed one word — he did
not say ‘alleged’, even though he had made that
comment all the way through. He has answered his own
question.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Mr ANDREWS — He would prefer that the
government take action and me as the Premier take
action before the royal commissioner, Mr Heydon, has
taken action. Those opposite are all over the place on
this; they are all over the shop on this. The royal
commission has got a job to do, and it ought be allowed
to do it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat. I remind all members of the following
important standing order 124, which has been adopted
by this house:
Where the Speaker or Deputy Speaker considers the conduct
of a member to be disorderly:
(1) the Speaker or Deputy Speaker may order the member
to withdraw from the house for up to 11⁄2 hours. That
order is not open to debate or dissent.

Further, as I indicated a couple of weeks ago, even the
Chair has a friend amongst members of the media. My
friend has indicated to me that members of the media,
especially in reference to the last parliamentary sitting
week, were unable to hear responses as put by the
Premier and other ministers. I ask all members to
cooperate. The Chair will at some point name that
person, but not yet. I do not wish to damage that
person’s reputation.
Mr ANDREWS — I stand by the comments I made
earlier on — the ones that the shadow minister, the
member for Box Hill, referred to — and I again take the
opportunity to make it clear to all honourable members
and all Victorians that the royal commission, properly
constituted, has a job to do, and it ought be allowed to
do that important work. That is my view and the view
of our government.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the Premier’s
answer, I note that former Prime Minister Julia Gillard
moved the disgraced member for Dobell, Craig
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Thomson, to the crossbenches when he faced with
similar allegations, and I ask: will the Premier take
similar action and suspend Mr Melhem from the
parliamentary Labor Party until this matter is resolved?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I can only say again
to the member for Box Hill that the royal commission
has an important job to do, and it ought be supported by
all members of this place to do its important work.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Mr Burgess — He does your numbers, does he?
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings will allow the Premier to continue.
Mr ANDREWS — This is a serious matter, I would
have thought, Speaker. Despite the juvenile
interjections from those opposite, this is an important
matter, and Commissioner Heydon ought to be allowed
to get on and do his work, not to have it pre-empted —
and not, can I say, to get this sort of integrity lecture
from this lot opposite. You have got to be joking. The
commission ought to get on with its work, and I am
confident it will.

Ministers statements: Ice Action Plan
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am pleased to rise to
update the house on progress that the government is
making in fully implementing its Ice Action Plan. As
all members of this place know, and as so many across
our community know only too well, with great pain and
resonance for so many families, ice is ruining lives in
towns and suburbs right across our state. This highly
addictive drug is an evil poison, and it is causing untold
damage and harm right across Victoria.
There are 172 clandestine labs that have been detected
by Victoria Police in the year to date. There are
something like 30 incidents that have occurred in terms
of trafficking, dealing or providing ice in and around
schools during the calendar year 2014. The statistics go
on and on. But this is a well-made case.
We need to act and we need to do more, but we also
need to acknowledge that we do not have all the
answers. That is why we established the ice action task
force within 100 days of coming to office; that is why
we provided $45.5 million, the biggest boost in terms of
ice treatment and support services and resources for
Victoria Police our state has seen; and that is why today
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I am very pleased to say that there will be a suite of new
offences.
Tough — and we make no apology for it — penalties
will be added to the statute book so that Victoria Police
and our prosecutors have the resources they need to not
only send a message but also to make sure that people
who are making and peddling ice and standing over
people, turning addicts into dealers, get what they
deserve. That is not just a message but the full force of
the law.
The Attorney-General will introduce this bill later on
today. It is in full delivery of our commitments — in
fact we have gone further than the commitments we
made at the election — because this is something that
simply cannot wait. We need to take action in providing
resources, providing powers and making sure that we
have the will to act and the maturity to admit that we do
not have all the answers on this. But through hard work
and determination I have no doubt that we — all of us
in this place — will save lives when it comes to ice.

Back to Work scheme
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. I refer to the government’s Back to Work
scheme, which the government pledged would create
100 000 full-time jobs over two years, and I ask: given
the Treasurer’s Back to Work scheme needs to support
12 500 full-time jobs every three months to fulfil its
promise, how would he describe a mere 164 jobs in its
first quarter of operation — a success rate of 1.3 per
cent or a failure rate of 98.7 per cent?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for the opportunity to respond to his
concerns — recently found concerns — around the
situation of job creation and unemployment in this
state. Of course we recall that unemployment under the
previous government rose as high as 6.9 per cent. The
number of unemployed Victorians in this state
increased by 63 000 people under the tenure of those
opposite, but they cry crocodile tears for the plight of
the unemployed now when they did nothing to look
after their interests while in government.
We know that our economy is growing. We know that
we have created, since being in government,
45 700 jobs. So do you want to know how our Back to
Work plan is doing? Our Back to Work plan is playing
its part in getting Victorians back to work.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is warned.
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Mr PALLAS — Our Back to Work plan is creating
opportunities, and it is also ensuring that we commit to
developing up the skills that people need.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Mr PALLAS — We hear from the cackling masses
opposite that it is a sign of failure that we are creating
jobs and that we are reducing the net level of
unemployed people in this society.
Ms Ward interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.
Mr PALLAS — That is what they describe as
failure — 45 700 jobs. That is how many jobs have
been created by this government, while those opposite
presided over unemployment rising year on year.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn has been warned once. I warn him twice. I
will not warn him again.
Mr PALLAS — They did not care one jot. They
made no policy intervention or concern. All they had to
offer Victorians was a dodgy road with a dodgy
business case that they kept secret from them. This was
a government that was ‘gunna’. It was gunna do things
eventually. Give it a bit more time, and it was gunna get
around to worrying about the interests of Victorians.
This government will not waste a second of time in
making sure that Victorians, and most particularly the
most vulnerable Victorians, are supported and assisted
by this government. Forty-five thousand seven hundred
jobs, and the Leader of the Opposition says we have
wasted a year. Let us put it up against his performance,
because his has to have been the most underwhelming
government that ever had the audacity to sit on the
government benches.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — The Leader of the Opposition
should hang his head in shame for the sloth and the
failure and his repeated willingness to desert the
interests of Victoria.
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Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given that the
Treasurer’s Back to Work scheme assisted a mere
164 jobs in its first three months of operation, can he
confirm that at this rate it will take 150 years to create
his promised 100 000 full-time jobs, rather than the
2 years he promised Victorians?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Perhaps I could answer
this question with a horseracing analogy, because I
know that horseracing is a matter that consumes the
member’s interests. They are even more overwhelming
than his political interests about the fortune of his own
government. He should have noticed, if he looked at the
start of the Melbourne Cup, that Prince of Penzance did
not get out of the barrier very quickly.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker — a very
simple point of order on relevance — the Treasurer has
had a long time now to answer the crux of the question,
which was to confirm whether or not it is going to in
fact take 150 years, not 2 years, as he has promised. I
ask you to bring him back to the question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition are warned. The Chair is
on his feet, and members will remain silent. That
applies to the good member for Sandringham as well.
The Chair does not uphold the point of order, but the
Treasurer will respond to the question.
Mr PALLAS — Prince of Penzance was not quick
out of the barrier, but the member for Malvern would
have ripped up his ticket straightaway, saying, ‘ It is no
good; it is last’. That is exactly how he views what is a
continuous and deliberate effort. Of course our policy
was our Back to Work scheme, and all its many facets
will play their part in creating 100 000 jobs for
Victorians — and they are. If we continue at this pace,
we will create the necessary jobs in the appropriate
time.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I would
like to inform the house of a new development that I
have approved at Fishermans Bend. A 10-storey
development — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General!
The minister is entitled to silence. The minister will
continue and be heard in silence by all members. That
applies to government members and opposition
members, particularly, if I may say, the Leader of the
Opposition and the Premier.
Mr WYNNE — He has got a bit to explain,
Speaker. It is a 10-storey development with office space
and seven terrace-style apartments that is within the
government’s new height limits. It is a development
which actually addresses the future needs of the people
who are going to live in Fishermans Bend. This is the
type of development we encourage at Fishermans
Bend.
Land was rezoned overnight without plans in place and
no strategy for delivering infrastructure. This was done
against the advice of the planning department and
Places Victoria and without buying strategic sites or
planning for public transport, parks, schools and other
community infrastructure.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Mr WYNNE — The Andrews government will
make sure communities are provided for. Work is
underway to make sure Fishermans Bend has five wellplanned neighbourhoods, including an employment
precinct. We are getting on with the job of fixing the
mess — the absolute mess — that was left to this
government, and we will deliver for the people of
Fishermans Bend.

Financial report 2014–15
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Despite his claim that the government
delivered a surplus in 2014–15, I note that the AuditorGeneral has determined the general government net
result from transactions for that year is ‘a deficit of
$286 million’. Why has the Treasurer cooked the books
to try to cover up his budget deficit?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern once again for giving me the opportunity to
remind Victorians of the disgraceful behaviour that he
exhibited in government — he of the side letter. The
question still remains why he sits on the front bench; it
is probably because those opposite care nothing for
accountability.

Members for Hawthorn and Oakleigh
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will withdraw from this house for the period
of 1 hour, and so will the member for Oakleigh.
Honourable members for Hawthorn and Oakleigh
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — We know
now it will cost Victorian taxpayers dearly as this
government tries to fix the mess that was left behind.
Landowners and developers in Fishermans Bend were
the only ones to profit from the opposition’s land
rezoning.
Mr Guy interjected.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer in his opening words made it clear he did not
intend to answer the question but instead to launch into
a critique of the former government. I ask you to bring
him back to compliance with sessional orders and to
answer the question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been going for just over 20 seconds, and
given the question that was asked by the member for
Malvern, his own contribution to the budgetary
situation by the signing of that side letter is an
absolutely relevant factor in the Treasurer’s answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has set the
framework. He is entitled to that. The Treasurer will
now respond to the question.
Mr PALLAS — Let me assure you that we are in
surplus, we will remain in surplus and let me assure
you — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it
may have escaped the Treasurer’s attention that the
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Auditor-General, the state’s financial watchdog, has
actually said the net result from transactions — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
his seat. That is not a point of order.
Mr PALLAS — Speaker, let me assure you that the
annual financial report actually gives some very good
news for Victoria. It shows that our economy grew
steadily in 2014–15 with the state final demand
growing to 2.7 per cent in 2014–15 and employment
rising by 2.1 per cent. Might I say that is the best result
of any mainland state. It also affirms a $1.2 billion
surplus. Like a dog returning to his vomit, the member
for Malvern likes to remind us all of how he tried to
befoul the Victorian budget.
Let us remember that on federal budget night the then
federal Treasurer, without any warning to the state of
Victoria, got up and said, ‘I expect $1.5 billion to be
returned from the dodgy east–west project’. Let me
remind you that our response was, ‘Not then, not now,
not ever will that $1.5 billion be returned’. Who
supported us in that view? Of course, it was the Leader
of the Opposition. He has gone a bit quiet now because
he is undermining the member for Malvern’s position.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — But let me assure you that that
money did not go anywhere, and it is not going
anywhere. Who confirms that as a matter of fact? The
federal Treasurer. The federal Treasurer broke ranks
with those opposite because they are a hopeless lost
cause. They deserted them.
Who supports the position that we have adopted? Ernst
and Young support the position. We went through a
meticulous process to ensure that Victorians were
protected while those opposite tried their hardest
through dodgy side deals and dodgy side letters to sell
out Victorians, and we have been proven to be correct.
Victoria’s budget position is strong and assured as a
practical consequence of our hard position that
protected the Victorian budget position, protected
money that Victorians have every right to call their
own.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is warned.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — The AuditorGeneral has found that the Treasurer is the first
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Victorian Treasurer in over 20 years to deliver a budget
deficit. So how can the government claim — and I
quote the Premier — ‘We’re going to run surplus
budgets’, when the independent financial watchdog of
this Parliament says that the Treasurer has delivered a
budget deficit of $286 million?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I do not know how
complex this principle gets for the member for
Malvern, but the money went nowhere. If we accept the
proposition that the member for Malvern is putting: that
the money should come off our budget now that the
federal government has put the money back on our
budget, the budget he framed in 2014–15 would be in
negative territory; but the budget that we framed for
2015–16 would have a thumping $1.5 billion whacked
into it.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings has been warned. I will not warn him again.
Mr PALLAS — We would be close to a $3 billion
surplus. Is that what the member wants? Is that what the
member wants — to demonstrate how cravenly
hopeless he is and how substantially better at managing
the books we are? Speaker, do you know what
sociopathic narcissism is? It is where you do not care
about the consequences of your actions; and those
opposite have never cared one jot for the welfare of the
Victorian people.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I rise to inform the house of new
information that I have received about the development
at Fishermans Bend and the current work that the
Minister for Planning and I are doing in relation to the
provision of open space. The minister and I have been
working to identify opportunities to ensure that we are
able to — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw to
your attention sessional order 7 in relation to ministers
making statements to the house about new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. The minister
opened her remarks by saying she intended to provide
new information to the house. The provision of new
information is not the provision of information about
informing the house about government initiatives,
projects and achievements. This is an important point
about the operation of sessional order 7. If the minister
goes on to provide the house with information about
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government initiatives, she will be in order; but if she
confines herself to providing information about
providing information to the house, she will not be in
order. I ask you to rule accordingly.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I
appreciate the opposition’s attempt to shut down the
minister’s contribution for its obviously sensitive
reasons about the dodgy practices of its leader.
However, the minister started her contribution, quite
rightly, by saying she is providing new information;
and as a minister of the Crown and in line with the
requirements of question time, she would then go on to
discuss government administration, and she was doing
exactly that. For the manager of government business to
construct this nonsense demonstrates he is more
interested in gagging the minister than allowing her to
finish her contribution.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order at this stage, but the Chair
requests that the minister come back to making a
ministers statement.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Ms NEVILLE — Just be careful about that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte!
Ms NEVILLE — Let us talk about the people who
cost the taxpayer millions of dollars with a flick of a
pen and made sure that there was not one parcel of open
space available.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr R. Smith interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will withdraw himself for a period of
1 hour from this house under standing order 124.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — The Leader of the Opposition
deliberately flicked that pen to rezone that land and
ensure — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the issue. I ask you to bring her
back to compliance with sessional order 7 about
informing the house about new government projects,
initiatives and achievements.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister is to continue; the minister has
16 seconds.

The SPEAKER — Order! The members for
Ferntree Gully and Caulfield are warned. They will not
be warned again. The minister to continue in silence
without disruptions. That includes disruptions coming
from the Leader of the Opposition. The Chair would
appreciate all members’ cooperation.

Ms NEVILLE — The cost of the land that we
ended up having to purchase has increased three to four
times from what it was before the Leader of the
Opposition did a deal with his developer friends.

Ms NEVILLE — The minister and I have been
looking at how we go about purchasing and making
available open space, and, on the advice that we have,
around 10 parcels of land were originally going to cost
around about $130 million; but with the flick of a pen
and with the support of his developer friends, what we
now need to do is spend many, many more millions of
dollars to get that open space — open space that we
know is absolutely critical to a healthy and sustainable
community. The Leader of the Opposition
deliberately — —

Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My question is to the
Treasurer. With 15 jobs lost at Seppelt at Great Western
and Aradale tours at Ararat closing, scuttled by this
government, both on top of 15 800 full-time jobs lost in
north-west Victoria since Labor came to office, I ask:
can the Treasurer confirm that not one job has been
created in the electorate of Ripon under Labor’s Back
to Work scheme?

Back to Work scheme

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Ripon for her question. It really does give us a great
opportunity to talk about the transformation that is
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happening in the Victorian economy after we got rid of
a hopeless, useless government — and, quite frankly
‘hopeless and useless’ is a mild understatement. Let us
find out what has gone on in regional Victoria since this
government has come to power.
Of course the unemployment rate in regional Victoria at
the moment is 6 per cent, so it is well below the
Australian regional average of 6.6 per cent and the
second lowest of all the states. Those opposite might
like to say, ‘Well, what about this segment of the
community?’, and they have got every right to advocate
for their communities, but let us be very clear: all boats
are rising on this growing economic tide, and it is a tide
of opportunity.
I could of course talk about the jobs that were lost right
across Victoria as a consequence of the sloth and inertia
of those opposite. We could, for example, note that
unlike the 2 per cent growth in employment that has
been reflected in Victoria’s circumstances since we
came to government — unlike that — we saw jobs go
out the door every second day. We saw Sensis take
330 jobs out. We saw Swan cleaning services take
800 jobs out. If you want to go directly to regional
Victoria, Thales in Bendigo took 100 out, and Keppel
Prince took 100 out.
Ms Staley — On a point of order, Speaker, going to
relevance. I asked about jobs created in Ripon from
Labor’s Back to Work scheme. The Treasurer has yet
to mention either Ripon or the Back to Work scheme.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but I do ask the Treasurer to refer to the
question. I remind the member for Ripon that the
preamble does become part of the question as well. The
Chair is unable to specifically direct the Treasurer to
respond. The Treasurer will endeavour to respond.
Mr PALLAS — If those opposite are concerned
about the employment opportunities and circumstances
of Ripon and, might I say, most of rural and regional
Victoria, perhaps they would make the effort to ensure
that the federal government is adequately versed in the
Murray Basin rail project, with over $400 million of
opportunity — job opportunity — that we have
stumped up with funding for. Silence from those
opposite. No effort on their part — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, and taking into account your previous ruling
about the preamble, I have seen the preamble, and
nothing that was in the preamble was actually being
spoken about in the answer.
The SPEAKER — Order! The point of order is?
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Mr Watt — Relevance. The Treasurer is not being
relevant to the question or the preamble. Having read
the question and the preamble, I note that the Treasurer
has not been relevant to either. I ask you to bring him
back to being relevant to the actual question that was
asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr PALLAS — If we use the federal government’s
local government area surveys for the area of Ripon, let
us understand what those numbers are at the moment.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — I am talking about Ripon.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, both the
preamble and the question were very specific about
jobs created under Labor’s Back to Work scheme. With
13 seconds remaining, the Treasurer needs to address
that issue. I ask you to bring him back to it.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer was asked about unemployment and jobs and
matters to do with the Ripon electorate, and the very
last words coming out of the Treasurer’s mouth before
he was interrupted were about unemployment numbers
in Ripon. Perhaps he might be allowed to finish his
contribution.
Ms McLeish interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eildon!
I do not uphold the point of order. The Treasurer has
13 seconds to use his best endeavours to finalise his
response.
Mr PALLAS — Speaker, I am having so much fun,
I thought what I would do as an alternative is to save
myself up for the supplementary, which no doubt will
be as asinine as the question proper was.
Supplementary question
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Given that the State
Revenue Office confirms that the government’s Back to
Work scheme created precisely zero jobs in Ripon,
while the local unemployment rate has risen from
5.2 per cent to 8.3 — so it appears not all boats are
rising under Labor — has not Labor’s dud Back to
Work scheme failed the people of Ripon who are
looking for a job?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I do not know what
data the member for Ripon is relying on, but I rely on
the federal government’s local area data. The jobless
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rate in Ripon, across its local government areas, went
down from 6.03 per cent in December 2014 to 5.35 per
cent in June of this year.

pleased to announce today that we are inviting the
community to have its say when it comes to shaping
rental laws for modern times.

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has indicated that he is quoting from a
document. The document appears to be on a mobile
phone device. This raises an important precedent as to
whether the Treasurer should make the mobile phone
available to the house. My request is that the Treasurer
do make available to the house the information, the
figures that he is quoting.

As part of the Andrews government’s plan for fairer,
safer housing we are today releasing an issues paper
called Security of Tenure that will consider the length of
leases, terminations and rent increases. We will look at
how we can give Victorians peace of mind when it
comes to a roof over their heads. For instance, 10-year
leases are something for discussion. The point of this
approach is that we will be involving the community in
the changes that will affect it profoundly. We will work
with key organisations for renters, landlords, planners,
experts from social services, real estate agents and
lawyers. Advice is essential, and we will deliver the
best results for Victorians. The wider the consultation,
the better the result, and this will not be rushed.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer was clearly referring to notes and referring to
federal government employment data. The member
indeed referred to her own set of employment data in
her contribution, and there was not a clamour from
those of us on this side demanding that she make
available all that information. She was clearly referring
to notes, as indeed was the Treasurer, and I ask that you
rule this supplementary out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! Was the Treasurer
referring to notes or quoting?
Mr PALLAS — I was referring to notes.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr PALLAS — The critical thing is to recognise,
of course, that there is a very profound improvement in
terms of the employment circumstance right across the
state. Remember the previous government’s approach:
jobs for the 21st century. Its whole plan for jobs for the
21st century was to sign a dodgy side deal and consign
the people of Ripon to a massive capital works program
in one location. We never heard any bleating from
those opposite about capital investment distortion and
lost job opportunities back then.

Ministers statements: housing affordability
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I rise today with a new announcement that
will assist us to respond to our changing real estate
market and the challenges that this poses for those
increasing numbers of Victorians who rely on renting.
We know now that there are more and more people
who are renting for longer periods before they buy their
first home, and some Victorians will be renting for their
lifetime: young families who want to remain near
schools and elderly people who want to stay close to
their communities. There is a broad spectrum of
Victorians who do rely on renting. What they have in
common is the need for security, and that is why I am

We know what happens when advice is ignored and
projects are pushed through without proper
consideration and thought. In contrast, for example, we
had the former planning minister, now the Leader of the
Opposition, providing a textbook case of what not to
do — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister was doing very well, but she is now
proceeding to debate the issue, and I ask you to bring
her back to compliance with the sessional orders.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do ask the minister to
come back to making a statement.
Ms GARRETT — Contrast is important here,
Speaker, because Fishermans Bend, for example, is a
place without a plan or services, and the possibility of
affordable housing has been trashed.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister needs to relate her remarks to new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. I ask you to
bring her back to compliance.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
continue.
Ms GARRETT — Fairer, safer housing.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the gallery
the former member for Macedon, Jo Duncan.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Election commitments
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is also to the Treasurer. The Treasurer
promised to create 100 000 full-time jobs, and Victoria
has instead so far lost 7800. He promised not to
increase debt, yet it has so far risen by over $1 billion in
just seven months. He promised to run surplus budgets
yet has delivered a $286 million deficit. Given this
track record of broken promises and failure, why should
Victorians trust a single promise that this government
ever comes up with?
The SPEAKER — Order! I call on the Premier to
respond — I mean the Treasurer.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Thank you, Speaker, I
am sure the Premier would have preferred the
opportunity to respond, but the great honour befalls me.
We are not going to take any lectures from those
opposite about honouring commitments. Remember, it
was those opposite who promised Victorians they were
not going to build an east–west road. They then cheated
and defrauded the Victorian public and went about in
an effort to ensure that Victorians did not even get a say
on whether or not it was delivered. They wanted to sign
Victorians up to enormous levels of debt with no rights
for Victorians to become involved.
When it comes to the question at point and tackling
unemployment, those opposite prove themselves to be
an oasis of incompetence. While the previous Bracks
and Brumby Labor governments proved themselves to
be the job-creation engine of the nation and while this
government is going about creating an enormous
amount of job growth, let us look at the comparative
performance, because comparison really gives us only a
sign of how truly incompetent the former government
was. It grew unemployment by 44.2 per cent whilst in
government, but it grew employment by a small 3.6 per
cent. In four years under those opposite the
unemployment rate was above the national average
37 times, and they come into this place and they try to
lecture us about job creation.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is clearly debating the question. I ask you to
call him back to actually answering the question rather
than debating the question.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — The question was about jobs and
job creation, and believe me the answer to the question
is that our Back to Work scheme in all its facets will
play its part in creating the jobs that we committed
to — 100 000 jobs. Let me give an illustration. We
inherited an unemployment rate of 6.7 per cent. And the
coalition itself created half of the jobs that Labor did.
We brought this down to 6.2 per cent. That is
something those opposite would not understand — an
unemployment rate that is coming down. Victoria has
the second-highest employment growth of all the
states — 1.9 per cent in simple terms.
It is the second-best performance of all the states —
45 700 new jobs. And that is an outstanding
performance in anybody’s language. Even the dolts on
the opposite side, who tried their hardest to burden
Victorians with an underperforming economy because
of their underperforming approach and concern, would
have to acknowledge that our performance has been
outstanding.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I say to the
Treasurer: you have increased debt, lost thousands of
full-time jobs, slashed infrastructure investment and
delivered the first Victorian budget deficit in a
generation.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition is entitled to be heard in silence. The Chair
must be able to hear the question.
Mr GUY — Why did the Treasurer claim in his
budget speech that this is a modern Labor government
when the financial performance has more in common
with the Cain and Kirner governments?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — This is a case of the
triumph of hope over experience and competence. The
question from those opposite really indicates exactly
how badly performing they were as a government. Let
us not forget that debt as a percentage of gross state
product was 2.7 per cent when those opposite came to
government. What was it when they left government?
On their own projections, it was trending to 6 per cent
of gross state product. That is pretty incredible. That is
a gold medal performance on debt management, and
they managed to do it without doing a thing! They
managed to push debt up while they were twiddling
their thumbs. What we can say is that under this
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government the number of unemployed Victorians has
decreased by 7.1 per cent — an outstanding
performance.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! It gives me pleasure to
welcome to the house Mr Stewart McArthur, a former
federal member for Corangamite.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — It gives me great
pleasure to be back here again. I rise to update the
house on the government’s work to assess the cost of
and undo the damage that has been done by the Leader
of the Opposition’s calamitous decisions with regard to
Fishermans Bend as planning minister. If Fishermans
Bend had been planned properly, land could have been
acquired by the government at a fifth of today’s
price — one-fifth! As early as 2011 the now Leader of
the Opposition, the then planning minister, knew this
and was advised of this.
If the former Minister for Planning was designing a
Monopoly board, passing the minister’s office would
cost you dearly and Old Kent Road would increase by a
factor of five to acquire. Fishermans Bend is the largest
urban renewal project in this country. That is why the
department — his department — gave him a plan to
sensibly and systematically develop it. Instead, he
ignored the advice.
He rezoned the land, and the cost of acquisition
skyrocketed. Perhaps what is least surprising about this
is that all this happened while he was ably supported by
the member for Malvern, the Treasurer then. Dodgy
deals seem to have been commonplace when it came to
those opposite. The Leader of the Opposition refuses to
talk about it but continues to talk about
accountability — for everybody else.
Speaker, a kakistocracy is a government by the worst
possible people. In 2014 that ended. But of course
certain people in the development community have
been cackling themselves at the expense of those
opposite.

Tuesday, 10 November 2015

The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
without notice and ministers statements has expired.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, I
draw your attention to constituency question 2845,
asked by me on 8 October this year, to the Minister for
Public Transport regarding the works being done at the
Burke Road level crossing. The minister has failed to
respond within the required 30-day timetable. I would
ask you to make contact with the minister and require
her to fulfil her obligation to answer that question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will take the
matter up with the minister.
Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Speaker, I have
two questions on notice pending that I would like you
to raise: question 1149 to the Minister for Energy and
Resources asked on 6 October and question 0517 asked
of the Minister for Mental Health on 3 September.
Neither of those has been responded to, and I would ask
you to follow that up.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will follow
the matter through for the member.
Ms Ryan — On a point of order, Speaker, I have an
outstanding question on notice, the question to the
Minister for Emergency Services that I put to her on
6 October regarding fire towers; that still has not been
answered.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will follow
the matter through for the member for Euroa.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Croydon electorate
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — (Question 6323) My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Public Transport. On 18 November 2014 the member
for Mulgrave, the ALP candidate for Evelyn and the
member for Monbulk announced that under an
Andrews Labor government the Manchester Road level
crossing in Mooroolbark would be removed as a
priority as it is a busy crossing close to local shops,
parks and medical centres. It is almost 12 months since
this announcement was made, yet the Andrews
government has remained quiet ever since. Residents in
my electorate of Croydon are keen to see this level
crossing removed, as promised, so therefore I ask on
behalf of my constituents when this will occur so I can
provide them with an update.
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Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 6324) My question is for the Minister for
Sport. From the grassroots to the elite, cricket is a sport
that motivates and inspires thousands of Victorians —
girls and boys, men and women alike. All over the state
people young and old are involved in community
cricket on and off the field. I ask the minister to detail
what grants might be available to support participation
in community cricket.
While I am talking about community cricket I would
also like to take the opportunity to acknowledge the
Pascoe Vale United Cricket Club, which recently won
sporting club of the year — it was a joint winner — at
the Moreland Awards. The club promotes an open,
diverse, accessible and inclusive culture and welcomes
a wide range of backgrounds within the community. I
look forward to catching them in some of their games
this summer.

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) —
(Question 6325) My question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. It relates to
the landfill project proposed by Veolia at Leongatha
South in my electorate. The proposal would see
200 000 tonnes per annum of Melbourne’s waste
trucked into South Gippsland, with 20 A-double trucks
a day six days per week for 15 years.
The local community is angry about this proposal, with
over 1000 signatures already on a petition against the
proposal. Of concern to the community is the potential
perverse incentive provided by the current landfill
levies to Veolia if it proceeds. Currently landfill levies
for waste from metro councils are around $60 per
tonne, but for South Gippsland shire it is about $30 per
tonne.
My question is: can the minister confirm that waste that
originates from Melbourne but that goes to landfill in
South Gippsland will pay the lower fee, resulting in
losses to the state of nearly $6 million per annum, or
$90 million over the life of the project, and if so, will
she amend the Environment Protection Authority Act
1970 to ensure that this perverse incentive, which hurts
Victorian taxpayers, the environment and the people of
Leongatha South, does not occur?

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 6326) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Mental
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Health. The Farnham Street neighbourhood house is a
local institution in Flemington and is ably run by the
indefatigable Cathy Connop. Farnham Street plays a
great role in providing strong local community
linkages, particularly in the community mental health
space. Every week members of the Boomerang
Network, which is a local mutual self-help group for
the mentally ill, meet to listen to music, socialise and
engage in activities such as art. While neighbourhood
houses are the responsibility of the Minister for
Families and Children, I would welcome the
opportunity for the minister to come and visit Farnham
Street neighbourhood house and meet with the
Boomerang Network.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (Question 6327) My
constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I refer the
minister to the recent fire at The Baths restaurant on the
foreshore at Sorrento. At this stage it looks like the
building will have to be demolished and rebuilt. Can
the minister guarantee that the lessees, James and
Helene Gibson, can rebuild on the same site and
footprint as soon as possible?

Sunbury electorate
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — (Question 6328) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. Can the
minister provide an update on what action she is taking
to address the concerns raised by a number of my
constituents at a recent community public transport
forum in Sunbury, specifically regarding changes to the
pick-up and set-down restrictions imposed by V/Line as
well as the current Metro services in the area.
The minister will recall she joined me and a number of
representatives from Public Transport Victoria at
Sunbury Bowls Club to hear from many concerned
residents about changes to train services in Sunbury.
The forum provided a great opportunity for residents to
share their views about public transport in the area —
now and into the future. Many residents, though, raised
the changes to pick-up and set-down rules imposed by
V/Line and the lack of Metro services to and from
Sunbury, and I ask the minister to respond to these
concerns.

Sandringham electorate
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) —
(Question 6329) Public transport is a big issue within
the Sandringham electorate, and the Sandringham line
provides an important service for regular rail users. I
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acknowledge the outstanding driving of the driver of
the train that left Sandringham at 8.16 this morning. A
constituent has informed me that there is scope to add
an additional entry point to assist commuters who are
travelling from the car park to the station, which would
avert some commuters’ dangerous attempts to access
the station. I ask the Minister for Public Transport to
advise whether there are plans underway to provide an
additional access point to the platform at the
Sandringham railway station.

Tuesday, 10 November 2015

failed to start. I am very glad that we now have a
minister for roads who understands the importance of
upgrading our local roads. The government has already
provided $21 million towards this important upgrade,
and local residents are thrilled that it is getting on with
it. I know many residents took the opportunity to take
part in recent community consultation on the project,
and I continue to be contacted for updates. It is an
incredibly important project for our local community,
and I ask the minister to provide an update on how the
project is progressing.

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 6330) My
question is also to the Minister for Public Transport.
The minister has seen firsthand how difficult it is for
many students in my electorate to get to and from
school, after years of bus service cuts and a lack of
investment in new schools in growing suburbs such as
Mernda. Labor is getting on with the job of building
much-needed new schools and introducing new route
bus services. Could the minister advise when new bus
services will become operational, especially for the start
of the school year?

Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 6331) My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources. I
refer to comments by then Leader of the Opposition,
now Premier, about the proposed Big Hill open-cut
mine at Stawell. He said:
If they were to seek a review, then that would be judged on its
merits. Parties are able to seek a review …

In April I called on the government to act. I said:
Tell the people of Stawell whether Big Hill is finished in its
current form or whether the government is going to overturn
the environmental effects statement and allow the project to
proceed.

In May the mine operator said it is modifying its plan to
open-cut mine the town’s landmark, Big Hill, in an
attempt to get government approval. So I ask: when
will the Premier at last act and tell the mine operator
and the community of Stawell what process, if any, he
will use to end the continuing uncertainty for the mine
operator and the community over the Big Hill project?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 6332) My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and concerns Thompsons
Road. I ask the minister to provide an update on the
planning and preconstruction works that are now
underway for the much-needed upgrade of Thompsons
Road, works that the previous Liberal government

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
On behalf of Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police),
Mr Pakula introduced a bill for an act to amend the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981
to provide for further offences in relation to drugs
of dependence, to consequentially amend the
Confiscation Act 1997 and other acts and for other
purposes.
Read first time.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006, the Borrowing and Investment
Powers Act 1987, the Cemeteries and Crematoria Act 2003
and the Coroners Act 2008 to improve the reporting
requirements in relation to Aboriginal cultural heritage, to
include provisions regarding Aboriginal intangible heritage,
to establish an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Fund and to
provide for the further protection of Aboriginal cultural
heritage and for other purposes.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I ask for a further
explanation.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — This bill provides for the improved
protection of Aboriginal cultural heritage, it improves
reporting requirements in relation to Aboriginal cultural
heritage, it creates provisions regarding Aboriginal
intangible heritage and it establishes an Aboriginal
cultural heritage fund.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

KARDINIA PARK STADIUM BILL 2015
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KARDINIA PARK STADIUM BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to establish the
Kardinia Park Stadium Trust to administer certain land and
facilities at Kardinia Park, to provide the functions and
powers of the trust, to provide power to re-reserve land at
Kardinia Park, and to make consequential amendments to the
Geelong (Kardinia Park) Land Act 1950 and other acts and
for other purposes.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I ask the minister
for a brief explanation.
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — The bill will fulfil
the government’s commitment to establish a state trust
to manage and preserve Kardinia Park, Simonds
Stadium. The underlying objective is to contribute to
the economy, community and livability of the Geelong
region of the state through improved use of the stadium.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Brighton electorate draws to
the attention of the house that the government has scrapped
voluntary special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian
government schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Labor said it would not scrap SRI
during school hours in Victorian government schools. Daniel
Andrews, the Premier, and James Merlino, the Deputy
Premier, have announced that as of next year they will break
this promise.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allow students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours, as has
been the case in Victoria for decades.

By Ms ASHER (Brighton) (23 signatures).

Special religious instruction
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Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that as of next year they will break this
promise.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverse its broken promise and allow students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours, as has
been the case in Victoria for decades.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (814 signatures).

Grand Final Friday
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note the harmful impacts
of the decision by the Daniel Andrews Labor government to
declare new public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews has
imposed a major new cost that will see many businesses close
their doors for the day, employees lose much-needed shifts
and inflict significant damage on our state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve public holiday put the cost of the holiday to Victoria
at up to $898 million per year.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected,
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
We therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor government
to reverse its decision to impose the grand final eve public
holiday.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (144 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Forest Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Investigation into allegations against
Auditor-General
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) presented report,
together with appendix.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Tabled.

The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the government has scrapped
voluntary special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian
government schools during school hours.

Ordered to be published.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
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SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 14
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 14 of 2015 on:

Tuesday, 10 November 2015
Albert Park Reserve
Kings Domain Reserve and Alexandra Park
Reserve
Mordialloc-Mentone Beach Park
Mordialloc Creek and Mordialloc-Mentone Beach
Park Reserve

Adoption Amendment (Adoption by Same-Sex
Couples) Bill 2015
Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child
Safe Standards) Bill 2015
Crown Land Legislation Amendment (Canadian
Regional Park and Other Matters) Bill 2015
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015
Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2015
Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe
Access Zones) Bill 2015
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015
Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill
2015
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment
Bill 2015
Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015
together with appendices.

Geoffrey Gardiner Dairy Foundation Ltd — Report 2014–15

Tabled.

Judicial College of Victoria — Report 2014–15

Ordered to be published.

Justice and Regulation, Department of — Report 2014–15

DOCUMENTS

Orders under s 17D granting leases over:
Albert Park Reserve (two orders)
Flemington and Kensington Reserve
Mordialloc-Mentone Beach Park (two orders)
Victoria Park Reserve
Education and Training, Department of — Report 2014–15
Environment, Land, Water and Planning, Department of —
Report 2014–15
Financial Management Act 1994:
Financial Report for the state of Victoria 2014–15,
incorporating Quarterly Financial Report No 4 —
Ordered to be published
Report from the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water that she had received the Report
2014–15 of the Goulburn Valley Waste and Resource
Recovery Group
Reports from the Minister for Planning that he had
received the reports 2014–15 of the:
Architects Registration board of Victoria
Surveyors Registration board of Victoria

Melbourne Water Corporation — Report 2014–15
National Environment Protection Council — Report 2013–14

Tabled by Clerk:
Australian Health Practitioner Regulation Agency — Report
2014–15
City West Water Corporation — Report 2014–15
Commission for Children and Young People — Report
2014–15
Consumer Affairs Victoria — Report 2014–15 — Ordered to
be published
Court Services Victoria — Report 2014–15
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Orders under s 17B granting licences over:

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Boroondara — C195 Part 1, C212 Part 1
Brimbank — C181
Casey — C209
Greater Geelong — C355
Greater Shepparton — C178
Hobsons Bay — C96
Knox — C132
Melton — C119
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Nillumbik — C91
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC101
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The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 24 February 2015:

Whitehorse — C110
Whittlesea — C181

Local Government Legislation Amendment (Environmental
Upgrade Agreements) Act 2015 — Whole Act —
1 November 2015 (Gazette S317, 27 October 2015)

Yarra — C173 Part 1
Yarra Ranges — C144
Professional Standards Council — Report 2014–15 (two
documents)

National Electricity (Victoria) Amendment Act 2015 —
Whole Act — 1 November 2015 (Gazette S317, 27 October
2015).

ROYAL ASSENT

Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — Report 2014–15
South East Water Corporation — Report 2014–15
Statutory Rules under the following acts:
Conveyancers Act 2006 — SR 122
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
SR 124
Land Conservation (Vehicle Control) Act 1972 —
SR 123

Message read advising royal assent on 27 October
to:
Local Government Amendment (Improved
Governance) Bill 2015
National Parks Amendment (No 99 Year Leases)
Bill 2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (No
Jab, No Play) Bill 2015
Victims of Crime Commissioner Bill 2015.

Local Government Act 1989 — SR 119
Road Safety Act 1986 — SRs 120, 121, 125
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 118,
119, 120, 121
Documents under s 16B in relation to the:
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Ministerial Direction
under s 3.2.3
Workplace Injury Rehabilitation and Compensation Act
2013 — Ministerial Direction — Return to Work
Direction — information about the employment
obligation period

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Crown Land Legislation Amendment (Canadian
Regional Park and Other Matters) Bill 2015
Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015
Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill
2015.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

Treasury and Finance, Department of — Report 2014–15
Treasury Corporation of Victoria — Report 2014–15
VicForests — Report 2014–15
Victoria Grants Commission — Report year ended 31 August
2015
Victoria State Emergency Services Authority — Report
2014–15

Program
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day,
government business, relating to the following bills be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday,
12 November 2015:

Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation — Report 2014–15

Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child Safe
Standards) Bill 2015

Victorian Law Reform Commission — Report 2014–15 —
Ordered to be published

Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015

Yarra Valley Water Corporation — Report 2014–15

Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill
2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access
Zones) Bill 2015

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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Relationships Amendment Bill 2015
State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment Bill
2015.

There are seven bills on the government business
program this week containing significant matters for
policy consideration and debate by the house. I am
confident that on a number of these bills many
members will be desirous of having an opportunity to
make a contribution on behalf of their local
communities.
Government members particularly will be very keen to
participate in the debate because, again, a number of
these bills go to the implementation of key election
commitments around equality, local government and
the recreational fishing industry, and there will be a
keenness to see those bills debated and supported as we
continue to implement our election commitments and
agenda that we took to last November’s election.
However, there will be some challenges for our whips
on both sides of the Parliament this week, given that
there is a short week, if you like. I appreciate the
cooperation and the assistance of the house during the
last sitting week, when we made provision for the
Parliament not to commence until 2.00 p.m. tomorrow
to accommodate as many members as possible being
able to attend Remembrance Day functions, either here
in the city or in their electorates. To accommodate that
and to maximise the time available for debate, the
government forwent its right, if you like, to have its
matter of public importance debated this week to free
up an additional 2 hours for debate. Notwithstanding
that, there will be a challenge to ensure that there is
adequate time for all members to make a contribution
on the range of issues that will be considered this week.
Adding additional pressure — but I am sure from the
opposition’s point of view it is pressure of a nice type to
have — is accommodation needing to be made to
facilitate the inaugural speeches of the two new
members for Polwarth and South-West Coast on
Thursday. Following discussions with the opposition,
and what will need to occur with other parties and
Independents in the Parliament, it is the aspiration that
those inaugural speeches be made on Thursday
morning immediately after statements by members. If
the house agrees to that and supports that, it will take
place on Thursday, and that will be an important
opportunity for those members to get underway and be
able to contribute to issues in this Parliament.
One can only wonder if the member for Malvern is
going to show them more support on Thursday than he
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did on Derby Day, when he chose the Birdcage over the
polling booths in Polwarth and South-West Coast.
Rather than attending to his collegiate party duties and
showing support for his potential new colleagues, he
chose to swan around the Birdcage and attend to racing
events rather than supporting his party.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
speakers on these motions are given some latitude, but
the minister is now proceeding at an entire tangent to
the motion. I ask you to bring her back to the subject
before the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms McLeish) —
Order! I ask the minister to resume and continue on the
matter before the house, rather than on superfluous
matters.
Ms ALLAN — Thank you, Acting Speaker. I think
it is a pertinent point, and I believe I have made the
point adequately. A number of things need to take place
this week; as I said, there is a busy program. The
government has introduced a further three bills that will
add to a number of other bills that will also be debated
over the course of the coming weeks of the Parliament.
With that contribution, and again with appreciation for
the support of the Parliament to accommodate
appropriate arrangements for Remembrance Day
tomorrow and in light of the need to accommodate
inaugural speeches on Thursday and some of the
challenges that will present in managing the course of
the week, I commend the motion to the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The opposition does not
believe it will be possible to deal adequately with the
bills that the government proposes for its legislative
program within the time the government intends to
make available. As the Leader of the House has
indicated, the house will be sitting for shorter hours this
week — in respect of Remembrance Day, not sitting
until 2 o’clock tomorrow. That is entirely appropriate.
We on this side of the house have put the view that it
would be better if the house did not sit at all on
Remembrance Day and that the sittings of the house
were scheduled accordingly to avoid that, but we
certainly accept that it is at least appropriate not to sit
prior to 2.00 p.m. that day.
It has of course also been known for some time that
there would be by-elections in the seats of South-West
Coast and Polwarth and that, regardless of the outcomes
of those elections, there would be new members
needing to make their inaugural speeches. While I
appreciate the goodwill with which the Leader of the
House has reached agreement about arrangements for
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those inaugural speeches, that further reduces the time
that will be available for consideration of bills.

opportunities for members of Parliament to raise
matters in debate.

A number of the bills on the program merit extensive
examination, regardless of the views that the Parliament
might take on them. The Child Wellbeing and Safety
Amendment (Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015 is an
important bill, following on from the Betrayal of Trust
report. As with all of these matters, it is very important
that the detail of this bill be got right if it is going to
work to protect children in the way that I am sure all
members of the house hope occurs.

Each and every one of us comes here to contribute our
wisdom, our experience and our skill set and to
represent our electorates, and there are many bills on
which members will want to make a contribution. As
the Leader of the House has acknowledged, it is likely
that a significant number of members will not be able to
make their contributions to good outcomes on this
legislation in the time the government is proposing to
allow for debate on the number of bills it has on the
program. For that reason the coalition parties will be
opposing this business program.

The Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015 has the support of
the opposition, but again there are matters in relation to
that bill that need to be examined in detail. The
legislation relating to rate capping allegedly gives effect
to a government election commitment. The
ramifications and detail of that bill are very profound
for local government and for ratepayers, and the content
of that bill also needs to be examined in detail to do
justice to the importance of its subject matter.
The Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe
Access Zones) Bill 2015 is a highly contentious bill. On
this side of the house members will be exercising a free
vote in relation to it, and I expect considerable numbers
of members will wish to express a view on that. The
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015 contains
significant extensions to the existing law, and there are
matters that need to be examined in relation to that as
well. There is also the State Taxation Acts Further
Amendment Bill 2015. Taxation legislation can
sometimes be technical, but again it needs appropriate
scrutiny.
Last, but certainly not least, the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Amendment Bill 2015 is a bill to give effect
to some of the measures that were in a report that was
released during the term of the previous government,
and it is important that this house examine why some
recommendations have been given effect to and not
others and what the government’s intentions are in
relation to the recommendations to which it is not
giving effect.
If the government wishes to proceed with all these bills
this week, then it would be appropriate for the
government to make arrangements to extend the sitting
hours of the house so that that could occur. If that had
been what the government had proposed for good
reason in terms of timing and getting this legislation
dealt with, then certainly this side of the house would
have been agreeable to that, but to try to push this
number of bills through the house without an extension
of the sitting hours is simply curtailing the legitimate

Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — This is one of
the most significant government business programs in
the first year of the Andrews government, addressing a
range of substantial issues. Seven pieces of legislation
will be debated, dealing with issues ranging from
community protection against terrorism to greater
safeguards for our vulnerable children and women. On
the financial side we will also look at a fairer go for
municipal rates that has consequences for families
throughout the state, and I know that is particularly
important to the people that I represent in the electorate
of Broadmeadows after some of the issues that arose in
the lead-up to the last election. I am sure we will hear
more of that during the debate.
Then we have the clarification to Victoria’s taxation
and land valuation laws, and we have also a bill
allowing for an increase in the catching rates for fish
and their size for the recreational fishing sector. The
aim of that is to enhance recreational fishing
opportunities throughout Port Phillip Bay for many
Victorians and to attract people from outside Victoria to
come to fish here as well. So it is an incredibly diverse
range of bills, and there are important issues that are to
be addressed.
I take up the manager of opposition business’s
proposition, particularly about the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Amendment (Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015.
This follows the recommendations from Betrayal of
Trust, the landmark report into child sexual abuse that
has now been through two parliaments and three
premiers to try to bring this legislation to the
Parliament. This is obviously of great significance in
being able to take care of the children that in the past,
when they were in the state’s care, we turned our back
on in many ways. There were issues about not
addressing systemic problems and not giving them the
care that they were entitled to, particularly when they
had no voice and no power to be able to address that.
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This is an important piece of legislation, particularly to
provide a phased implementation of child safety
standards. This is of historic systemic and cultural
significance, and it also comes in a timely fashion, as
the royal commission into a number of these issues will
be returning to Victoria shortly to address some of the
issues that were raised by the inquiry that led to the
Betrayal of Trust report and also subsequent to that as
well. That is of major significance and will be
addressed through the debates that we have. I look
forward to that bill getting full approval.
Also the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go
Rates) Bill 2015 is financially important to all
Victorians. The primary purpose of the bill is to provide
a mechanism for the Minister for Local Government to
set a cap on the increases in rate revenue that can be
levied by councils. I take up again the manager of
opposition business’s comment that there will be some
contention around that piece of legislation as well.
Then there are also other bills, including one regarding
terrorism and what we need to do to address this. These
are urgent and vital bills, particularly for me as the
member for Broadmeadows. When the former Prime
Minister went to the Australian Security Intelligence
Organisation, the maps were on the table, and it could
be seen on them where the terrorism recruitment hot
spots were. One was in Craigieburn, right where the
Ford motor factory will close within a year, so that is an
absolutely imperative issue for me. I know another one
was in Craigieburn as well, just outside but nearby my
electorate.
The manager of opposition business has also outlined
that there will be a free vote from the coalition on a
contentious piece of legislation, the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015.
That is as the Parliament should be. It will allow a full
range of debate on that. I recommend the government
business program to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak briefly on
the government business program. The Greens will not
be supporting the government business program in this
instance, simply because there is not enough time for
debate. We have some significant bills before us this
week, and in previous weeks when we have had less
bills — four or so bills, some technical in nature — we
have used up the entire time; we have not gone into a
consideration-in-detail stage. We now have seven bills
before us, most of them very significant bills, and it
only stands to reason that we simply do not have
enough time to consider these bills and to debate them
and for the Parliament to do its job — to do the job we
are all here to do — and scrutinise legislation.
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The bills before us include the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Amendment (Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015
and the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015, and by way of
example, this bill proposes an eight-year phase-out of
commercial fishing licences in Port Phillip Bay, yet for
some reason the government feels the need for it to be
rushed through by 4 o’clock or 5 o’clock on Thursday.
There is absolutely no reason for that.
The Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015 will have a long-term impact on the ability of
local councils and local governments to deliver for their
communities. This is a bill that deserves serious
scrutiny in this house. The Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015 is a
significant bill, very important. There is the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015, and I foreshadow
that I will have amendments to that bill. Of course any
time I have amendments — and any time there are any
amendments — they should be considered by this
house and voted on, not cut out and chopped off by the
government’s business program and the use of the
guillotine. We have the State Taxation Acts Further
Amendment Bill 2015 and the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Amendment Bill 2015. When we are
dealing with police powers that deal with terrorism, it is
absolutely critical that such laws and such powers have
the force of scrutiny, and we certainly need more time
to analyse that bill.
I do acknowledge that yes, tomorrow we will not be
starting until 2.00 p.m., giving members the opportunity
to attend events in their electorates. Certainly I will be
attending an event in the Prahran electorate. But at the
end of the day there simply is not enough time being
allocated in this business program to debate and
scrutinise significant bills, so the Greens will be
opposing the government business program.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution on the government business program. It
is disappointing that those opposite, including the
Greens political party and the coalition, are refusing to
support the government business program. It beggars
belief that those opposite would oppose a business
program that offers an opportunity for two new
members who represent the Liberal Party in this place
to make their inaugural speeches and contribute to
debate. It beggars belief that those opposite would
oppose a business program that the government, by the
good graces noted by the manager of opposition
business, has provided by moving around the
government’s priorities — not those of individual
members, new or otherwise to this place.
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The government’s business program has been amended
and changed to reflect an opportunity for two new
members opposite to make their inaugural speeches and
contribute to debate in this place. That those opposite
would oppose that opportunity does not indicate that
they are putting the welcome mat out for new members
in their party room. I note that the new member for the
South-West Coast seat has seen a swing of some 17 per
cent in the primary vote for the Liberal Party. Perhaps
there is not much to talk about, but we will wait and see
on that.
I commend the house and all members for their support,
including those opposite, for providing opportunities to
amend the program and sitting hours in the last sitting
week in Parliament to accommodate Remembrance
Day services. I will be attending the Heidelberg
Repatriation Hospital at Austin Health for its
Remembrance Day service. That is a hospital that has
been serving the community since 1941. It is the
115th Heidelberg Military Hospital, and it continues to
look after war widows and many of our veterans and
emergency services workers who suffer post-traumatic
stress disorder after their work both now and in the past.
It will be a very big gathering at the Heidelberg repat
tomorrow, and I look forward to being able to
participate in that service, thanks to the agreement of all
members to collapse our sitting day arrangements so
that many of us can attend services. I know the member
for Bundoora will be at the Watsonia RSL, just as we
were at Remembrance Day services in Macleod on the
weekend. The member for Eltham, of course, will be at
services at Montmorency-Eltham RSL. The Minister
for Veterans has made it clear that there are services at
the Shrine of Remembrance that members not able or
not choosing to return to their electorates during the
morning can participate in.
I certainly think there has been an agreement across the
house in relation to those arrangements. There has been
good grace shown by the government and
acknowledged by those opposite in allowing the
business program to be compacted to allow
opportunities for new members of this place to make
their inaugural speeches and contributions. That
remains important.
I also note there was a point raised about less time for
debate on bills. I draw the house’s attention to the fact
that there have been several bills debated in this place
where those opposite have refused to fill speaking
places and debate those matters. There is no
predictability and no guarantee that those opposite will
seek to avail themselves of the opportunity to speak on
bills that are listed in the government business program,
because there is plenty of evidence to indicate that they
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do not choose to make a contribution and put their
views publicly in this place to the people of Victoria.
Those in the Greens political party make the point that
they feel hard done by because of the lack of debating
opportunities when never have they chosen to use their
full 20-minute allocation as lead speakers as a political
party in this chamber on any bill. I am looking forward
to their contribution on the Local Government
Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015, a bill that has
had unanimous support on this side of the house, a bill
that we took to an election, a bill that has been affirmed
by the people of Victoria. We all know that members of
the Greens political party are captured by local
government, they are servants of local government —
not the people of Victoria, not Victorians — and that
we will hear more, potentially, about their views on this
bill as the opportunity arises through the government
business program. It is a program that I commend to the
house. It is a program in which those opposite have
been happy to welcome opportunities to speak, but let
us see if they take those opportunities up.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise on behalf of The
Nationals to oppose the business program and very
much support the comments of the member for Box
Hill, who is also the manager of opposition business in
the house. Certainly too this is a rare moment on which
we need to pause and reflect on the fact that the Nats
will agree with the Greens today on this issue.
It seems with this government that it is either a feast or
a famine. We can sit here and do four bills or we can sit
here and do seven bills. After a year in office perhaps
the government could have worked out how to balance
this feast and famine. Many of the bills that government
members have talked about have been technical. In
reflecting on some of the closing words of the member
for Ivanhoe about filling speaking spots, we do do a lot
of technical work in this house, and it is work that both
sides generally agree on. When debating those bills we
feel we want to get on with it. We want to get onto
something that is worthwhile. Instead we have to sit
back and watch government members filibuster on
these technical bills. So to the member for Ivanhoe I
say that quantity does not equal quality in this place;
perhaps he can reflect on that.
Also, there are a couple of assumptions that we will
make in this week’s business program. I assume that
committee reports on Wednesday will follow members
statements, as they would have on a Wednesday
morning. I also welcome the inaugural speeches from
the new members on Thursday, which is consistent
with the practice of this house of getting new members
on their feet for their inaugural speeches as quickly as
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possible so that they too can fully participate in the
business of the house and represent their electorates.
I also cannot help but wonder, as we approach the first
anniversary of this government, whether the sudden
interest in stacking up the business program might be
because someone had a look at the first year stats and
thought, ‘Oh, oh, we have got a moment here. We’d
better get some stuff onto the program’. Or, as reflected
on earlier, is the government just a little bit slow out of
the starting stalls in getting its programs implemented?
In a week during which there is a lot of interest in an
enormous number of bills, I think to our
disappointment debate will be cut short. A number of
these bills are significant. There are a number of
members who, I believe, want to speak on the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. Also, amongst
The Nationals, members wish to make a lot of
contributions on the Local Government Amendment
(Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. I will end on something
light. On the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015, I say that
yellowbelly are biting on shrimp if anyone is going up
the north.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (By leave) — I rise to
oppose the government business program, simply
because it is a large program and there are a lot of
matters today and during the course of this week that
need to be dealt with. In her speech the Leader of the
House indicated that many of these bills are before the
house because they fulfil government promises and a
number of members on that side of the house will wish
to speak on them. Similarly, many people on this side
of the house wish to speak on these bills too because
they are important and deserve discussion and scrutiny.
For instance, in relation to the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015,
given that members will have a free vote on that, it is
important that all members who may wish to express a
view on it do indeed have the opportunity to stand and
speak on that bill. While generally speaking I would
support government business programs, I am concerned
when there are issues around a lack of time for
members to properly research a bill and have an
opportunity to speak, and also perhaps where there
might be considered to be a lack of transparency. We
have been busy throughout the course of the year and
have had very little time to go into consideration in
detail on a number of bills, so for those reasons I will
not be supporting the program.
House divided on motion:
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Ayes, 44
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms

Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 40
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
Britnell, Ms
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Clark, Mr
Crisp, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Gidley, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hibbins, Mr
Hodgett, Mr
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
McCurdy, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Morris, Mr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Graeme Elder
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My congratulations to
Graeme Elder on his recent receipt of a Victoria Police
award for service to Neighbourhood Watch. Graeme
has served over many years at a local, divisional and
state level, including as secretary and a public officer of
Neighbourhood Watch Victoria. Graeme has also
served on numerous other community organisations,
including Elgar Contact, Meals on Wheels and the Box
Hill Hospital redevelopment community advisory
board. It has been my privilege to have known Graeme
for many years, and I am delighted that his unassuming,
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diligent and extraordinarily capable service to the
community has been recognised by this award.

Box Hill High School
Mr CLARK — Box Hill High School was
promised capital works funding by Labor ahead of last
year’s election, after the then coalition government
committed $5 million for a major capital works
upgrade. However, since the election there has been no
word from the government as to how much funding it
will provide the school or when it will be provided,
despite my constituency question to the Minister for
Education earlier this year.
Box Hill High School is projected to have big increases
in enrolments over coming years due to its excellent
reputation and the rapidly growing population in and
around Box Hill. I call on the minister to provide the
school with the funding for the facilities it needs for its
growing student numbers.
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Borneo, New Guinea and two tours of Vietnam. He
was awarded the Military Cross on 4 September 1968
for his aggressive determination, excellent leadership
on the battlefield and personal courage of high order.
Brigadier Deighton was appointed state secretary of the
RSL Victorian Branch in 1989 and held the position for
17 years, until 2006. He served on the Victorian
patriotic funds council and the Victorian Veterans
Council.

Stanhope Legendairy award
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I rise to congratulate the
community of Stanhope on being named Australia’s
Legendairy capital. Stanhope is a small town of just
490 people in the Murray dairy region of my electorate,
and it has been chosen over 39 other towns Australia
wide to be the first to hold the coveted title. The
Legendairy status has been awarded as part of Dairy
Australia’s inaugural search for the nation’s most
vibrant and resilient dairying communities.

Colonel George Warfe
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — On the eve of
Remembrance Day I rise to inform the house of two
matters concerning the veterans community.
Firstly, I wish to advise the house of the
commemorative naming of a school in honour of a
proud Victorian and long-serving veteran,
Colonel George Warfe, DSO, MC, who passed away in
1975. As a major in the Australian Army Colonel
Warfe was commanding officer of the
2/3rd independent commando company, a guerrilla unit
that operated deep behind Japanese lines in Papua New
Guinea. Colonel Warfe played an important role in the
1943 Salamaua-Lae campaign in Papua New Guinea,
leading a platoon of 52 men to capture a key strategic
asset from the Japanese and holding it against three
days of intense counterattack from Japanese forces.
The actions of Colonel Warfe have been honoured by
Morobe Province in Papua New Guinea, which, on
14 October dedicated the George Warfe Memorial
Elementary School in gratitude and recognition of the
company’s efforts in defeating the Japanese forces. I
am pleased to inform my colleagues about this honour
bestowed upon one of our Victorian veterans.

Brigadier John Deighton
Mr EREN — The second matter I wish to inform
the house of is the passing of an outstanding Victorian
veteran, Brigadier John Deighton, AM, MC, who
served with distinction in the Australian Army for
30 years, including in deployments in Malaysia,

Stanhope was founded as a soldier settlement during
the First World War. As the home of Australia’s
18th Prime Minister, John ‘Black Jack’ McEwen, the
town is synonymous with The Nationals and has a
special place in the history of our party. The
community has weathered its fair share of challenges in
recent years, including a decade-long drought and the
unbundling of water rights, driven by the Bracks and
Brumby governments, which has seen thousands of
megalitres of water leave the district.
Against the odds, Stanhope is still a close-knit,
community-minded town, with dairying at its heart.
The community has been recognised because of the
willingness of its residents to chip in and help each
other out and its ability to rise above the tough times it
has faced in recent years. Stanhope residents will use
the grant to build a playground at the Stanhope
Recreation Reserve, which has been identified as a need
by the community for many years. I congratulate the
entire community of Stanhope but in particular local
dairy farmer Andrew Hipwell and Kerry Gray, who
have been instrumental in driving this application. I
cannot think of a community more worthy of the title of
Legendairy capital of Australia.

Noble Park Community Centre Art Show
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the Noble Park Community
Centre Art Show, which has just celebrated its 10-year
anniversary. There was a huge turnout to the opening
night — well over 200 people — and I was thrilled to
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present an award on the night. This was the first time I
have attended the art show, although I have heard a lot
about it over many years, particularly from a former
member for South Eastern Metropolitan Region in the
Council, Lee Tarlamis, who is extremely passionate
about the event and the volunteer effort that goes into
pulling it together each year. This annual event would
not be possible without the committed team of
volunteers who work with the Noble Park Community
Centre staff to provide a polished, culturally enriched
exhibition. Chairperson Heather Duggan has been
associated with the art show since its beginning and
deserves special mention.
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James from Glen Huntly asks why the government is
not removing the Glen Huntly Road level crossing at
the same time as those at North Road, McKinnon Road
and Centre Road. I will tell James why. It is because the
Andrews government is trying to protect Labor seats
instead of putting resources where they are most
needed. Another constituent wrote to me stating that the
Glen Huntly Road level crossing must be removed. She
said it took her nearly half an hour, from 6.30 to
7 o’clock, to cross. Eunice from Glen Huntly also said
it is a problem. It is time for the Premier to act to
remove this level crossing.

Pascoe Vale South Primary School
The talent on display across the 301 exhibits was
phenomenal. My personal favourite was a piece by Le
Ling Chen called Boy and Parrot, a painting of the
artist’s son. Congratulations to all those involved with
putting together this amazing event — Heather,
volunteers, local aged-care facilities and schools and
David O’Halloran, who judged this year’s show. It may
have been the first time I have attended the show, but it
certainly will not be the last.

Glen Huntly Road, Glen Huntly, level crossing
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — Yesterday, with
the support of the Glen Huntly Village Traders
Association and local residents, I launched a petition
calling on the Andrews government to stop playing
politics and include the dangerous Glen Huntly Road,
Glen Huntly, level crossing as one of the first 50 level
crossings to be removed.
An independent report by VicRoads has found the Glen
Huntly Road level crossing to be one of the worst in
Victoria, but Labor has chosen to snub Glen Huntly and
doom commuters and locals to increased congestion
and danger for years to come. To make matters worse,
the report reveals that 15 of the level crossings on
Labor’s hit list have been given no priority rating by
VicRoads, showing that the Premier only looks after
marginal Labor seats at the expense of those who are in
genuine need of help.
The 2014 report found the Glen Huntly Road level
crossing to be of the highest priority for removal, with
boom gates expected to drop for 82 per cent of the
morning peak between 7.00 a.m. and 9.00 a.m. within
seven years, rendering the crossing virtually
impassable. The Glen Huntly Road level crossing is
also traversed by trams on route 67, between
Melbourne University and Carnegie, which are also
subjected to significant delays.

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I rise to
thank the Pascoe Vale South Primary School
community for hosting the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Education on a recent visit to their school. I
particularly acknowledge school captains Liam Smith
and Mia Floreani and school vice-captains James
Grasset and Mia Soligo.
On behalf of all the students of Pascoe Vale South
Primary School, these young leaders presented to the
minister a document detailing their vision for the future
of the Pascoe Vale South Primary School. The
document is a beautiful collation of words and
drawings that details what our young people in Pascoe
Vale South see as important in their school facilities —
things that will help them learn and develop as young
people.
I also acknowledge school council president Kim
Hurley and vice-president Michael Grant. I first met
with Kim and Michael when I attended their school
council meeting earlier in the year. At that meeting Kim
and Michael detailed the history of investment, or
perhaps lack thereof, in the school and asked for my
assistance in the promotion of their facilities
development plan. It was great to be able to introduce
the Minister for Education to this fabulous school
community so that he could see and hear firsthand the
urgent need to redevelop the school. I know he
appreciated the school council taking the time to meet
with him.
Finally I also thank principal Sue Spurr and assistant
principal Anne Bashford, who are relentless in their
commitment to deliver a first-class education for the
kids of Pascoe Vale South. The whole of the school
community works wonders with what they have, but a
first-class education should be delivered in first-class
facilities.
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Frankston rail line
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Labor announced its
level crossing removal program with great fanfare.
Unfortunately it seems that these upgrades are destined
to go the way of every major project associated with the
ALP. Certainly it has not been a great start for the
works on the Frankston line. Last Friday morning
commuters were confronted with the news that the third
track between Moorabbin and Caulfield will be
temporarily — heavy irony on ‘temporarily’ — closed
from 16 November until the middle of next year.
What is the fallout from this temporary closure? Not
only will four weekday services be cancelled — there
will be fewer trains at lower frequency — but every
express service on the Frankston line, morning and
afternoon peak, Monday to Friday, will revert to
stopping all stations. All services that normally run
express from Caulfield to South Yarra, all services that
normally run express from Cheltenham to Caulfield and
all services that normally run express from Armadale to
South Yarra will stop at every station. Additionally
these services will no longer go through the city loop;
passengers will need to change at Caulfield or
Richmond.
These changes are intended to improve services for
passengers at stations from Highett to Hawksburn, but
passengers from further afield are being asked to put up
with significant inconvenience to solve someone else’s
problem. Some 20 minutes each way is being added to
the journey for Frankston and Mornington Peninsula
commuters — that is, 40 minutes a day. Some
200 minutes, or more than 3 hours a week, is to be
added to their commute, and the works will provide
them with no direct benefit. That outcome is both
unreasonable and unfair. The Minister for Public
Transport must intervene and ensure that the passengers
affected are provided with alternatives.

Republic of Turkey
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — On Thursday,
29 October, on behalf of the Premier and the Minister
for Multicultural Affairs, I attended a reception hosted
by the Consul General of Turkey, Mehmet
Küçüksakallı, to celebrate the 92nd anniversary of the
foundation of the Republic of Turkey. Victoria is home
to the largest Turkish population in Australia. Today
people of Turkish descent across the world will pause
to remember and commemorate the life of one of the
greatest leaders of all time, Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, the
first president and founder of the Turkish Parliament.
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The year 2015 marks the year of the Anzac centenary
and the special friendship that exists between Australia
and Turkey. Atatürk had the highest regard for the
Anzacs who fought at Gallipoli. Mustafa Kemal
Atatürk was the founder of Turkey’s social and political
reforms, including giving voting rights to women, equal
participation in the workplace, education reforms and
the creation of the modern secular Republic of Turkey
which we know today.
I join with members of the Australian Turkish
community and all friends of Turkey to remember and
acknowledge one of the greatest leaders and visionaries
of all time, Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, the father of
Turkey.

Mahmoud Karim
Ms SULEYMAN — On another matter, I am
saddened to note that on 29 October I lost a dear friend
who succumbed to brain cancer. Mahmoud Karim was
37 years old, a St Albans resident, a tireless volunteer, a
passionate Labor man, the father of three beautiful
children and the son of Mouna and Riad Karim. I send
his family my deepest condolences.

Wild dogs
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It was with great
concern to many in Gippsland East that members of the
Victorian Wild Dog Advisory Committee recently
received letters stating that their services will be no
longer required when the current term finishes before
the end of this year. The correspondence contains no
plans for the future in relation to community input to
the wild dog program, raising fears the committee will
be discontinued altogether.
Farmers in my electorate — from places like Omeo,
Benambra, Buchan, Dargo, Swifts Creek and the
Bonang and Bendoc area, to name a few — are
perplexed at this short-sighted decision. After steadily
making progress against the scourge of wild dogs under
the coalition government, with reports of attacks
reducing and some positive feedback from landholders,
this government has systematically pulled apart the
defences to the wild dog program, which has also
included reducing aerial baiting and cutting the wild
dog bounty.

Rural road funding
Mr T. BULL — This Labor government’s track
record in rural Victoria is appalling and is no more
evident than in the state of our roads. Labor scrapped
the very popular $160 million country roads and
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bridges program and ripped $80 million out of the roads
maintenance budget, leaving major rural roads, like the
Princes Highway near Cann River, littered with speed
reduction signs. These signs are being erected more
often and are left standing for longer rather than the
roads being fixed in a timely manner. This observation
is being made by more and more people in country
areas, including a group I met with in Orbost just last
week. It is time for the minister to reinvest in our roads.

Bayside, Glen Eira and Kingston Applied
Learning Awards
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — I recently had the
pleasure of attending the Applied Learning Awards for
the Bayside, Glen Eira and Kingston region with the
parliamentary secretary for education, the member for
Narre Warren South. A total of 122 nominations were
received for these awards, which recognise the
outstanding efforts of secondary school students
undertaking applied learning programs, including the
Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL), VET
in Schools and school-based apprenticeships and
traineeships. The awards also recognise the schools that
provide these programs and the dedicated teachers and
coordinators who administer them.
Once again the Bentleigh electorate cleaned up at the
awards ceremony. Congratulations to Emer McAlinden
from Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College for winning
Applied Learning Student of the Year. Congratulations
also to other award winners from Our Lady of the
Sacred Heart College: Zoe Campbell, Mikaela Hum,
Rebecca Nielsen, Melissa Peet and Taylah Quick. From
Berendale in Hampton East, congratulations to James
Campbell, Yo’el Ciddor-Moore and Isabel Iacovangelo.
Congratulations to our teachers Maureen Malone from
Our Lady of the Sacred Heart College for winning the
Jenny Marks Memorial Award for Applied Learning
Coordination and Support as well as the VCAL
Teacher award and Anne Claydon from Berendale,
who won the VET in Schools trainer award. Berendale
was also recognised with an award under the school
and education provider category. Well done, everyone.
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special place in the hearts of many Australians,
particularly those who had relatives who fought in the
fields of Europe or on the shores of Turkey at Gallipoli,
or those who have since learnt of the bravery, mateship
and great sacrifice of the Anzacs at Gallipoli that has
now become Australian folklore.
This Remembrance Day I honour the memory of one of
those brave young Australians who left our shores and
went off to war. Many such Australians were never to
return. My maternal grandfather, Alexander Backman,
was 22 years of age when he enlisted in July 1915 and
went on to become part of the 4th Australian Light
Horse Regiment (brigade) that charged at the famous
Battle of Beersheba on 31 October 1917 in Palestine,
which is now part of Israel. Fortunately he returned to
our country on 15 November 1918.
My grandfather was only one of the
324 000 Australians who served overseas in the First
World War, and he was very lucky not to be one of the
60 000 Australians who died on foreign soil. The
stories of World War I and those of all wars in which
Australians have fought and lost their lives should not
be forgotten; they should survive so that future
generations can continue to recognise and honour those
Australians.

Medical research grant
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The leadership
and excellence of Melbourne’s medical research
institutions have helped secure major investment for
world-leading discoveries in life-saving breakthroughs
for rare diseases and cancers. The Melbourne
Genomics Health Alliance, led by researchers from the
Murdoch Children’s Research Institute, has been
awarded $25 million from the National Health and
Medical Research Council (NHMRC) to promote the
integration of genomic medicine in health care across
Australia and has leveraged this grant to more than
$125 million through Victorian and interstate
partnerships. This research could have a direct result on
the 50 per cent of childhood cancers that have a genetic
component as well as on common adult cancers, like
bowel and breast cancer.

Remembrance Day
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
acknowledges the significance of Remembrance Day,
11 November 2015, marking the 97th anniversary of
the armistice which ended the First World War. Every
year on Remembrance Day, as Australians and as part
of the commonwealth, we honour the memory of those
who died or who have suffered in wars or armed
conflicts. The First World War, or the Great War, has a

The research should significantly reduce the time
required for diagnoses, provide faster treatment and
improved results for children and reduce the enormous
stress children and families suffer. The $25 million
grant is the second highest ever awarded by Australia’s
independent experts, the NHMRC. It is proof of the
Victorian government’s strategy of collaboration and
coordination to maximise results, and it highlights the
value of the Labor government’s $25 million
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investment in the 2015–16 Victorian budget to develop
a statewide genomic sequencing program to accelerate
diagnosis and treatment.
Key partners of international standing include the
Walter and Eliza Hall Institute, the Royal Children’s
Hospital, Melbourne Health, the Peter MacCallum
Cancer Centre, the University of Melbourne, Monash
University, the Victorian Life Sciences Computation
Initiative — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Cage fighting
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Next Sunday afternoon
the Minister for Sport will take his front row seat to
experience the first legally sanctioned cage fight in
Melbourne. Let us hope his designer suit does not get
spattered with the blood of the cage fighting contestants
as they smash each other’s faces with elbows, fists and
knees until they are either knocked unconscious or
forced into submission.
Whilst this government may contend that this type of
fighting has been legal in Victoria for many years and
that events are held every weekend, the addition of a
cage has allowed the Ultimate Fighting Championship
to enter town and take this brutal sport to a new level. It
is ironic that this government has a Minister for Women
and a Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
and yet actively promotes the most violent event to ever
be staged in our great city. I wonder what the Minister
for Health or the Minister for Families and Children
really think about the staging of this event. Is this
government oblivious to the One Punch Can Kill
campaign and the growing level of violence in our
streets and in our homes? Does the Minister for Sport
realise that there are thousands of young men and
women training as fighters throughout suburban
factories on a daily basis and that this event only serves
to condone and encourage the use of violence in our
community?
It is no coincidence that the rise of one-punch killings
and serious assaults leading to permanent and
irreparable damage is linked to the culture developed in
these factories and training facilities. This government
should be ashamed of this irresponsible decision to
allow cage fighting. I hope the minister comes to his
senses as he witnesses another smashed nose and
bloodied face and that he reimposes the ban on cage
fighting.
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Nillumbik Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise today to
wholeheartedly congratulate the organisers of
Nillumbik’s Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch on their terrific
success in organising what was an outstanding
afternoon. Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch events are run in
support of the Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia
to raise awareness of prostate cancer and to raise money
for important prostate cancer research. More than
20 000 Australian men are diagnosed with prostate
cancer each year, and more than 3000 men die from
this disease.
The Nillumbik Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch was
organised by the Diamond Valley Prostate Cancer
Support Group under the guidance of its convenor,
Peter Gebert, and included a wide range of local
residents and businesses that were entertained by
Nillumbik locals, including Greg Champion, Tony
Shaw, Mike Brady and Gary Honey. We are certainly a
very talented shire.
There was also a surprise guest appearance by
Collingwood cheer squad favourite Joffa — much to
my unhappiness, but he was a charming man. Over
160 people heard important messages about men’s
health and about dealing with prostate cancer. I
understand that the lunch raised more than $15 000 for
the Prostate Cancer Foundation of Australia, which
contributes to the more than $500 000 raised across
Australia. Nillumbik’s lunch was one of the first
lunches to be held in metropolitan Melbourne, with the
focus of the events so far having been on regional
Victoria. I thank the Diamond Valley Prostate Cancer
Support Group for its wonderful work in my
community and for putting together this great event,
and I thank the former member for Eltham, Steve
Herbert, for playing an important role in forming this
group more than 10 years ago.

Yallourn/Newborough RSL EnLIGHTen
project
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — Last week I had the
pleasure of attending the Yallourn/Newborough RSL
and the launch of its EnLIGHTen project, which has
assisted in making some significant improvements to its
park and cenotaph precinct. In particular the lights
shining on the lone pine were simply spectacular, as
was the dedication and tribute to Sir John Monash, who
was known not only for his strategic efforts in conflicts
but also for his work in establishing the State Electricity
Commission. Troy Hutson, Steve Moy and their
committee must be applauded for delivering such a
successful project.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
4230

ASSEMBLY

Traralgon Cemetery Trust war memorial
Mr NORTHE — On Saturday morning the
Traralgon Cemetery Trust honoured local men and
women who contributed to Australia’s efforts in World
War I and returned home to our great country. Whilst
we do pay our respects to those who made the ultimate
sacrifice, the cemetery trust also wanted to
acknowledge those who contributed to our war efforts
at the time, by way of the dedication of a memorial
plaque. Well done to Brian McIntosh, Carol Campbell,
Dennis Seymour and the hardworking committee on
their research and dedication.

Latrobe Regional Hospital Heart 2 Heart Ball
Mr NORTHE — On this Saturday evening Latrobe
Regional Hospital will hold its annual event with this
year’s aptly named Heart 2 Heart Ball. This year’s ball
seeks to support local people with heart disease. These
annual balls are always well supported by local
businesses and the community, and I am sure this
year’s event will be a great success. Talking about
Latrobe Regional Hospital, I am proud that the coalition
government in 2014–15 allocated $73 million towards
the stage 2A development of the hospital. Cockram has
recently been selected as the successful tenderer of this
vital project that will not only improve local health
services but provide an opportunity for local businesses
in which to participate.

Level crossings
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — You have to
wonder about those opposite who were silent for four
years but now presume to lecture us about government.
I refer to the member for Caulfield, who during the last
government mentioned level crossings in this place
only a paltry seven times — seven times in four years.
How many times has he spoken about level crossings in
this place in just the last eight months? Eleven times!
And today makes 12. He has found a voice again —
mostly to throw cheap shots about us consulting with
the community. Oh, the horror of consulting! So were
members of the last government silent achievers? How
many level crossings did they remove in my local
community? None — not a single one.
Let me list some of Labor’s crossing removals under
construction or starting soon: Grange Road; Koornang
Road; Murrumbeena Road; Poath Road; Centre and
Clayton roads; North Road; McKinnon Road; Centre
Road, Bentleigh; and Burke Road. That is 10 around
our local area versus none under the Liberal
government. We might take the member for Caulfield
more seriously if he actually did something while he
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was in power, irrespective of what electorate the level
crossings are in. But let me finish on this: I am proud to
be a part of a government that delivers on its promises.
We do not just talk like those opposite do; we deliver.
And that is something worth campaigning on.

Alpine Shire Business & Tourism Awards
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — Congratulations
to the Bright Brewery for being named Business of the
Year and winning the Excellence in Hospitality
category of the 2015 Alpine Shire Business & Tourism
Awards held last month. This award is a testament to
the hard work and commitment to quality and customer
service at the brewery. The awards offer local
businesses the opportunity to celebrate the high-quality
local businesses and attractions in the Shire of Alpine.

Myrtleford Show
Mr McCURDY — Well done to everyone involved
in making the Myrtleford Show a great success this
year. I really enjoyed it, particularly while many
country shows are struggling. President Rosemary
Garoni and her team did a great job, which was
endorsed by the huge crowd that came along. A lot of
work goes on behind the scenes to run our country
shows and the commitment of our show committees is
worthy of recognition.

Wangaratta Festival of Jazz and Blues
Mr McCURDY — The Wangaratta Festival of Jazz
and Blues board, chaired by Paul Squires, should be
congratulated on the terrific staging of another
successful festival this year. The weather failed to
dampen the spirits of those in attendance with an
estimated 25 000 people enjoying the festivities over
several days at Wangaratta and surrounding regions.
Changes were made to the running of this year’s
festival, and following reflection and review we can
look ahead to the continued success of the event into
the future.

Wangaratta Turf Club
Mr McCURDY — The return of horse racing to
Wangaratta on Melbourne Cup Day was enjoyed by
both locals and visitors with some 4500 people having
a great day out. Wangaratta Turf Club chief executive
Paul Hoysted and the board are to be congratulated on a
highly successful race meeting.

Rangeview Nursing Home
Mr McCURDY — I was delighted to attend the
Rangeview Nursing Home’s 35th birthday recently.
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The recent extension to the facilities will accommodate
more people to this comfortable accommodation. I
chatted with many locals who have lived in our region
for many year and choose Wangaratta to retire to. We
are very fortunate to have such caring people and
modern facilities in our region.

Elaine Recreation Reserve
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Last Saturday I was
very pleased to be able to attend the official opening of
newly surfaced tennis courts at the Elaine Recreation
Reserve. These courts, now surfaced in blue Plexipave,
will be a great asset for the Elaine community and
demonstrates that the Elaine Tennis Club, supported by
the recreation reserve committee are being very
proactive in working to support the development of
their recreation reserve. I commend Ron Read, Shane
Dunne, Debbie Mair and so many others for their
fundraising efforts and their achievements in
advocating to all levels of government, Tennis Victoria
and all other groups that may be able to assist in
improving the reserve. I will continue to work with the
committee to assist in attracting further funding to
ensure that plans relating to the upgrade of the cricket
pavilion come to fruition.

4231

mixed martial arts. I think he should come back to the
chamber and apologise for that link. The policy work
that we are doing as the government is undermined by
statements like that that have no basis in facts.
Disciplines like karate, Brazilian jujitsu and taekwondo
that all come under the banner of mixed martial arts are
already legally sanctioned, and to suggest that they are
linked to family violence undermines the work of this
government and its policies on family violence. He
should be ashamed and should come back to the
chamber to clarify his comments.

Level crossings
Mr RICHARDSON — On a lighter note, it was
wonderful to join the Premier and the Minister for
Public Transport out in Carrum to announce that
construction will start by 2018 on the removal of three
dangerous level crossings in my electorate, being at
Charman Road, Edithvale Road and Balcombe Road.
These crossings are a legacy of the past, and this
government is getting on with building them for the
future. They will improve safety and they will ease
congestion. There are over 40 000 vehicle movements
through these crossings, and it will make a substantial
difference to my community.

Hub on Eureka project

St Brendan’s School, Flemington

Mr HOWARD — I was also pleased to attend the
launch of Hub on Eureka last week. This project,
established at the Salvation Army community church in
Eureka Street, involves a partnership with Ballarat
Christian College and many businesses in Ballarat.
Healthy meals will be provided to needy residents two
days a week and these residents will also be offered
food preparation classes as well as broader support. I
congratulate Major Andrew van Gaalen and other
members of the Ballarat Salvation Army community as
well as staff and students of Ballarat Christian College
and other sponsors including Coles and Aldi
supermarkets, Bakers Delight, Ballarat Meat Company,
FareShare, Second Bite and one2one Church of Christ
for working together to establish this welcome
community project.

Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to, first
of all, congratulate St Brendan’s Primary School in
Flemington on a fantastic fete on Friday night. Peter
Hayes is the principal there, and he is a great local
leader. Is it not wonderful, the great society we live in,
that when you go to a school like St Brendan’s you
have the Ethiopian community brewing their own
coffee in the corner of the hall, you have our wonderful
and fantastic Vietnamese community frying spring rolls
and dim sims, and then you have your rank and file
Anglo community, the traditional people who have
tended to live in Flemington in recent years, all
cohabitating together, all getting together to support this
fantastic school and working together collaboratively
and collectively? It is a great school community, and it
was a really fantastic night.

Member for Bass comments

Puckle Street, Moonee Ponds, traders

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I was going to
briefly touch on a level crossing announcement in my
electorate, but I thought I would just address the
comments of the member for Bass, who engaged in a
sensationalist rant devoid of facts and devoid of any
evidence when he asserted that mixed martial arts have
some kind of link to family violence. That is absurd. He
should retract it. It is offensive to people who engage in

Mr PEARSON — I would also like to acknowledge
the great role being played at the moment by the Puckle
Street traders association in Moonee Ponds. The
Essendon Youth Council, which is a council I have
convened of young people, were talking about their
concerns about the lack of employment opportunities in
the retail space. I have been speaking with the Puckle
Street traders association, including the one and only
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Olga Kenny, and we are getting very close to being able
to provide a forum whereby teenagers are able to put in
their CVs and get practical work experience in the retail
trade and business. That is a fantastic initiative.

Upper Plenty community hall
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — In the brief time
available I would like to express my support for the
Upper Plenty community, who have recently suffered
the terrible sadness of losing their community hall, The
Shack, at Upper Plenty. It was destroyed by a
deliberately lit fire — a terrible waste of community
history. I want to commend the local primary school for
the fete they held a couple of days later. This will not
bring members of this community down. They will
support each other through their sadness.

RELATIONSHIPS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 7 October; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — It gives me great
pleasure to stand up today to address the house on the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. I should say at the
outset that members of the coalition will be exercising a
free vote, so there is no coalition position, consistent
with the position that the coalition took in 2008 when
the Relationships Bill first entered this place. Members
of the coalition then had a free vote, as they do now. I
am pleased to advise that I will be supporting the bill
before the house. I think it is an appropriate change. In
particular, although the stated aims of the bill in the
second-reading speech tabled by the Attorney-General
a fortnight or so ago assert a wider range of objectives,
I think the bill at the end of the day is a fairly
straightforward piece of legislation which, whilst
worthy of support, is just effecting a couple of
worthwhile technical changes that will improve the
ability of partners to register their relationships.
The bill is a very short bill. It effects two principal
changes to the Relationships Act 2008. The first matter
it addresses is that it allows a couple, who ordinarily
would be unable to register their relationship in
Victoria, to register their relationship even if one
member of that couple does not live in Victoria. As we
know, at the moment, under section 6 of the act, to
register a relationship under the Relationships Act both
parties have to live in Victoria.
Clause 5 of the bill provides for an amendment to
section 6 to allow persons in a registrable domestic
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relationship to apply to the registrar, in a form approved
by the registrar, for registration of that relationship if
one of the persons in the relationship lives in the state,
and each of the persons in that relationship is not
married or in a registered relationship, and not in
another relationship that could be registered under that
part. In my view, that change is appropriate. Many
people these days live in relationships where, for
example, one party will be travelling quite often or
might live in another state for much of the year, or
indeed in another jurisdiction. It does not mean that
their relationship should be seen in any inferior way to
that of a couple who have to spend every day with each
other. Some might say that is fortunate for some of
those couples. I think that change is quite appropriate.
The other change relates to automatic recognition of
relationships that have been registered in other
jurisdictions. That too, I think, is appropriate. The
reason I am prepared to support it is that what this
change is doing is sparing a couple who would
otherwise be eligible to register their relationship in
Victoria under the act as it is at the moment from
having to do that. This change is effected in a couple of
provisions contained in clause 6 of the bill.
I note that the first hurdle that has to be overcome is
that the relationship that is automatically registered in
Victoria is part of a corresponding law, or effected
under a corresponding law. That corresponding law is
one that is either prescribed by the minister under the
act or is a law of a state or a territory or another country
that in accordance with the general requirements
provides for the registration of or the formal recognition
of a relationship. We then have to tie that — quite
technically, I admit — to the definition of
‘corresponding law relationship’, which means a
relationship registered or formally recognised under a
corresponding law.
A corresponding law and the corresponding law
relationship have to satisfy some general requirements.
Those are contained in what will be new section 33B of
the act. It will provide that”
The general requirements for a corresponding law are that to
be registered or formally recognised under that law —
(a) a relationship must be between two adult persons;
and
(b) a relationship must be entered into consensually …
(c) a relationship must not be between persons who are
related by family …
(d) a relationship must not be entered into by a person
who is already married; and
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(e) a relationship must not be entered into by a person
who is already in a relationship that is registered or
formally recognised under that law.

I think that is an appropriate summation of the criteria
that I think need to be satisfied before a relationship can
be recognised automatically under this amendment. It
safeguards the integrity of the registration process by
ensuring that in those jurisdictions where laws are
enacted to enable recognition of relationships in
circumstances that we would find either unacceptable,
or indeed repugnant in some cases, that would not
constitute or would not attract the automatic registration
of a relationship under what would be new
sections 33B and 33C of the act.
I think the key here is how this will be monitored and
how Victorian authorities will ensure that the
jurisdictions in which these relationships are formed
have robust requirements in terms of eligibility and
monitoring of the types of people who are seeking
registration in those jurisdictions. Obviously it is very
hard for a Victorian agency to investigate the integrity
of the processes, even if at face value another
jurisdiction provides for registration that satisfies what
will be the new section 33B.
If you look through the criteria that will be contained in
section 33B, you will realise that they will be
important, particularly in cases where it may be
necessary to ensure that in other jurisdictions familial
relationships do not fall within the registration
requirements of that foreign jurisdiction and that
authorities in those jurisdictions conduct their processes
rigorously enough to ensure that, for example, a couple
that registers their relationship in a foreign jurisdiction
is not already married and that is not missed by the
foreign agency, or that they do not allow for couples,
one of whom, or both of whom, might be in existing
registered relationships.
It just goes to how robustly and how rigorously
relationships that are registered in foreign jurisdictions
will fully satisfy section 33B as it will appear in the
Relationships Act after this bill goes through — not
only on the face of it but also in practice and in
operation.
I want to turn briefly to what will be new section 33C
of the Relationships Act, and that provides that:
For the purposes of this Act, a corresponding law relationship,
that is not a marriage within the meaning of the Marriage Act
1961 of the Commonwealth, is taken to be a registered
domestic relationship.
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That is the section that will allow principally for
automatic registration of a relationship registered in a
foreign jurisdiction.
One issue that the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee has looked at is how a couple who are
married in a foreign jurisdiction wish to bring their
relationship to an end under the Relationships Act,
because as we know, the way this act will operate as a
result of this bill will be that recognition will be
automatic. For example, a couple who marry in the
United Kingdom and come to Victoria, because of this
bill, will not have to satisfy the normal requirements for
registration — filling in the paperwork, submitting it to
the registrar. Their relationship will be automatically
registered. It is not clear from the bill as to how that
couple might be able to terminate their relationship, if it
comes to that, under the act. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee looked at whether a couple in
that scenario would need to revisit the jurisdiction from
which they have emigrated to terminate their
relationship there.
This is just a technical issue. It is not designed to take
away from the merits of section 33C as I see it, but it is
a practical aspect of the operation of this bill that the
government should keep a close eye on because it can
create a level of uncertainty. Automatic registration will
occur for most couples without their ever having turned
their mind to the fact that their relationship, whilst
entered into and registered in a foreign jurisdiction, has
actually been registered automatically under Victorian
law. To that extent it will potentially be a source of
uncertainty for some couples. That may be a substantial
number or it may not be, but I think it is important for
the government to consider whether at some point —
certainly some point soon — it may be necessary to
look at whether the termination provisions of a
relationship that is registered automatically after these
changes go through can be clarified so that couples
know precisely how they are to do that.
The final thing I wanted to note in my remarks was that
I understand an amendment is to be moved by the
member for Prahran. I have only had a brief glimpse of
that. I have not had the advantage of knowing the
background to that proposed amendment, but I
understand that it will be concerning the conduct of
ceremonies by the registrar. I will wait and see that
detail, but I understand it may be of that nature. I
understand no more about the amendment than that, so
I will reserve my position on the bill in terms of what
that amendment proposes.
Subject to seeing the amendment, I wonder whether it
may engage constitutional issues in terms of the
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conduct of a ceremony. It may not — I do not know —
but I will wait to hear the member’s remarks in support
of the amendment. But on the bill, which is, as I said at
the outset, a fairly short bill of some five pages, I am
happy to support it.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I am pleased to join the
debate on the Relationships Amendment Bill 2015, just
as I was happy to speak on the original bill that was
passed in this place some seven years ago. As I have
said in this Parliament previously — and indeed quite
recently — I am the mother of two sons, one straight
and one gay. My own family situation has informed my
views on what should be the rights of GLBTI people in
this state and that there should be no barriers. I would
love it if Victoria was able to have the constitutional
ability to amend the commonwealth Marriage Act
1961, but unfortunately we have to leave that to the
whims of the federal jurisdiction. I will certainly
welcome the day when that issue is freely debated in
our national Parliament — and the sooner the better in
my view. As I said, I was pleased to speak on the
original bill that was proposed in 2008 by that great
reforming Attorney-General Rob Hulls, who I was
pleased to serve with. He put Victoria on the map in
terms of being a jurisdiction that was committed to
fairness and equality.
The amending bill before the house delivers on yet
another Andrews Labor government commitment. I
note that Jamie Gardiner, the vice-president of Liberty
Victoria, has welcomed the delivery of this
commitment in our first year. He said:
Broadening the reach of Victoria’s Relationships Act, and
ending unnecessary restrictions on a couple’s eligibility, was
a welcome election promise, and it’s great to see it happening
in the government’s first year.

He goes on to say:
The beauty of Victoria’s Relationships Act, now being
enhanced, is that it respects the couple’s decision to make
their ‘mutual commitment to a shared life’ when, where and
how they make it. The ceremony, the celebration, the party, if
any, are the couple’s choice, unlike the prescriptions of the
Marriage Act.

Mr Gardiner further said:
I welcome Minister Foley’s promise to consult through the
LGBTI Taskforce on any further improvements. The one I’d
like to see is better promotion of the Relationship Act, and
making sure people know the registrar can collect, and use on
their certificate, the date of their personal commitment, not
just (as in marriage) the date the government gives them.

As a government I believe we have put equality back
on the agenda. We had a period over the last four years
during which this was going backwards. We had the
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Equal Opportunity Act amended in a retrograde way,
and sadly we saw the Liberal Party vote en bloc against
a progressive piece of legislation in relation to the
Adoption Amendment Bill 2015. One wonders where
the small ‘l’ liberal credentials have gone from that
previously great party — especially given it is the party
that was led by Rupert Hamer. It certainly did not
resemble the one now led by the Leader of the
Opposition.
I am disappointed too that the opposition’s lead speaker
indicated that the opposition would be exercising a
conscience vote on this bill, although he did indicate
that he would be supporting the bill. I think that is really
regrettable. I really hope there are some other members
on the other side of the house who will vote for it. I
remember some opposition members speaking in the
debate on the Relationships Bill in 2007, and I
particularly remember the then member for Murray
Valley and also the member for what was then Swan
Hill, now Murray Plains, who made some particularly
extreme remarks about the rights of same-sex couples,
particularly in relation to health care, in his opposition
to the bill. I really hope that some seven years later he
has reflected on those remarks and has changed his
attitudes. Hopefully, if he makes a contribution on this
bill, he will reflect on those and correct them, and he
will be supportive of LGBTI people across this state
and particularly in his own electorate.
Our government believes in building a Victorian
society that stands up for human rights, confronts
discrimination and respects diversity. While the federal
Liberal government has refused to bring on a vote for
marriage equality, the Andrews Labor government is
moving through this bill to improve relationship
recognition for LGBTI couples in Victoria. We are
proud that the Relationships Amendment Bill 2015
does this in two ways: firstly, it requires that only one
partner in a couple be a resident in Victoria in order to
respect their relationship. The act previously required
that both partners be Victorian residents. This created
an unnecessary barrier to registration and was not in
line with requirements in other jurisdictions. This
amendment reflects the modern nature of relationships
and will ensure that couples are not disadvantaged by
their living arrangements.
Secondly, the bill also inserts a new chapter into the
Relationships Act to provide for the recognition of
corresponding law relationships from both interstate
and a number of overseas jurisdictions that recognise
same-sex marriage and/or civil unions. The amended
act will mean that those couples will not be required to
re-register their relationship in Victoria or provide any
further evidence to establish that they were in a
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domestic relationship. This additional recognition is
great news for LGBTI couples who have registered or
formalised their relationship overseas. Their
relationship will now be automatically recognised as a
registered domestic relationship for the purpose of
Victorian law to make it easier for couples to access
their rights under Victorian law — for example, when
discussing a partner’s health information with a doctor
in an emergency or when seeking compensation
entitlements as a dependent partner.
The bill promotes greater recognition of the rights of
unmarried couples and enables more people who want
the dignity of formal recognition of their loving
relationship to register it or have a relationship that has
been formalised in another jurisdiction recognised as a
registered domestic relationship. These couples will
have the security of knowing that their decision to
commit to a shared life is respected here in Victoria. I
look forward to the day that, just like my youngest son
Carlo was able to marry the love of his life in
December in the beautiful Yarra Valley, my older son
Blake will be able to get married. If he meets someone
that he is so committed to that he wants to marry, I will
look forward to being there and celebrating that day
with him. I hope that day is not too far away and that all
couples in Victoria will be able to marry who they
choose. In the meantime, this is the next best thing. I
commend the government for fulfilling this election
commitment, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise today to speak on the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. Coalition
members have agreed to take a free vote on this bill. I
think that is a good decision by the party. When it
comes to these sorts of decisions we do not call them
conscience votes, we call them free votes — we
exercise our conscience in every action we take when
we are in Parliament. I think having a party that will
allow members to express themselves, their
backgrounds and their views through their vote is very
fair. I completely disagree with the member for Yan
Yean when she says that this means we have an issue
with thinking about these issues. In fact it shows that
we have the ability to think for ourselves and not be
dictated to by party elders or whoever is the union boss
telling us what we should be doing on the day.
The purpose of the Relationships Amendment Bill
2015 is to amend the Relationships Act 2008 to allow
for a couple — a heterosexual or same-sex couple — to
register their domestic relationship, even if only one
partner lives in Victoria. Secondly, it provides for
deemed registration of certain domestic relationships
registered in other local or international jurisdictions,
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such as the UK or New Zealand, as if they were
registered domestic relationships in Victoria.
There are two elements to this bill. If there is only one
partner who resides in Victoria, that relationship can
now be recognised, which I think is a good step
forward. As outlined by the member for Hawthorn,
there are some instances where partners live in separate
states, and it is a logical step that the act is tweaked to
ensure that for people to live in registered domestic or
caring relationships only one partner needs to live in
Victoria. This is a very sensible step forward.
Second, we look at recognising relationships formalised
under corresponding laws, and this is specifically
around clause 6, which inserts new chapter 2A into the
Relationships Act 2008 to provide for automatic
registration of a relationship registered in another
jurisdiction. This will include the UK, for example,
which allows for same-sex marriage.
I want to clarify for people in my electorate who have
raised concerns that this bill means we will have samesex marriage in Victoria that this builds on the existing
framework, where you can register any domestic
relationship whether you are a same-sex couple or not.
Any same-sex marriage entered into in an international
jurisdiction will not be taken in Australia to be a samesex marriage but a registered domestic relationship.
This is a very sensible approach. It is sensible from a
bureaucratic and red tape perspective that, if a couple
who are in a same-sex relationship go overseas to get
married, they can come back to Victoria and their
relationship will be recognised formally and legally.
There are of course some limitations. There are rulings
that make sure that if it is not consistent with Victorian
law — for example, if you are under 18 — the
relationship will not be accepted, so it is entirely
consistent with existing Victorian laws in terms of
relationships. It is simply a matter of refining some of
the technical aspects of how we transition relationships
that are registered overseas into the Victorian system so
they are legally recognised. It is obviously more a
technical bill, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise today and make a brief contribution on this very
important bill. I might pick up where the member for
Yan Yean left off and make the point that, when it
comes to social reform and when it comes to
governments that will take the necessary steps to
recognise and respect all people in our community, you
must always look to a Labor government to deliver on
that. Whilst the member for Yan Yean commented that
she was here under the previous Labor government and

RELATIONSHIPS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
4236

ASSEMBLY

was able to talk on the initial bill, of course I was not so
lucky, but I feel very pleased and privileged to be able
to rise to speak today on this important bill.
As we have heard, the bill makes some technical
amendments, but we cannot for a moment
underestimate the significance and symbolism of this
bill. This is a bill that seeks to do what we as a state
government can to recognise the loving relationships
people are in and to provide for people who are in those
relationships to have them recognised by the state if
they want them to be. That is what this bill seeks to
achieve.
The reason I talk about the symbolism is that as
Parliamentary Secretary for Health I feel very
privileged to be the co-chair of a committee advising
the Minister for Equality on issues concerning gay,
lesbian, bisexual, transgender and intersex health. If
you look to the key issue of concern for the GLBTI
community in Victoria, you see that it is mental health,
and those mental health issues are a direct result of the
heterosexist discrimination, violence and abuse that
members of the GLBTI community experience here in
this state. Because this bill seeks to give that
recognition that I spoke of earlier to the centrality of
people’s intimate partner relationships and to provide
the recognition of those intimate partner relationships
by the state, it goes part of the way to addressing some
of the reasons that give cause to that abuse and
disrespect I spoke of earlier.
This is an important bill. It is part of a much larger
agenda for equality that this government has. It is very
much a hallmark of the Andrews Labor government
that we are getting out there and making some
significant social reforms. Unlike those on the other
side of the house, this party is not a party that puts its
head in the sand when it comes to how people live their
lives and express their love. This is a party that
recognises humanity in all of its diversity and seeks to
do what it can to ensure equality for all Victorians. On
that note, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. This bill makes
changes to the Relationships Act 2008. It allows for
relationships formalised in other jurisdictions, such as
overseas same-sex marriages or relationships
recognised in other states that have similar relationship
registers, to be recognised in Victoria. It also removes
the requirement that both partners be residents of
Victoria, with only one partner having to be a resident.
The Greens support these changes, and we support
them because they are the changes that were proposed
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by the Greens when the Relationships Bill 2007 first
came before this house in 2008.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS — We are on the same page with this
one; you guys just took a little while to get there. That
is all right.
At that time Sue Pennicuik, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place and the then
Victorian Greens LGBTI spokesperson, said in her
speech on the second-reading debate:
A range of problems and issues with the bill have been raised
by interested groups in the community, which I will refer to in
my contribution. The most obvious and easily remedied
include the lack of mutual recognition of other registers. We
know we have the Tasmanian scheme already in operation,
we will presumably have the ACT scheme coming into
operation in the near future, and we can look forward to
similar schemes coming into operation in other states of
Australia. It is only the second piece of legislation to come
into fruition, and it has left out mutual recognition.

Regarding the requirement for residence, she raised
this:
There is also an unnecessarily narrow requirement in the bill
for both partners to reside in Victoria. Certainly the Law
Institute of Victoria advocated in its submission that that
should be completely removed … so I will be proposing as an
amendment that at least one person should reside in Victoria.

We support this bill and these changes, which we raised
when this legislation was first before the Parliament.
Another issue we raised was that the Relationships Act
does not provide for a ceremony, and we moved
amendments accordingly, which unfortunately were
only supported by the Greens, so I will also be moving
an amendment in that regard.
Greens amendment circulated by Mr HIBBINS
(Prahran) under standing orders.
Mr HIBBINS — This amendment adds a new line
that says:
The Registrar may conduct a ceremony in connection with
the registration of a registrable … relationship under this
section.

Essentially what this provides for is that it allows for a
ceremony to be held in conjunction with the registering
of a relationship. It would be an optional ceremony. At
the time the government said there was no need to
include the ceremony in the act as there was nothing
stopping a person holding their own ceremony and that
this was up to the individual, but this would essentially
allow for the ceremony and the registration to be
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combined, rather than having them as separate events.
It is a modest change; it is a reasonable change. I think
it would be a welcome goodwill gesture to the LGBTI
community.
It is reasonable given that the Victorian Registry of
Births, Deaths and Marriages conducts ceremonies at
the Victorian Marriage Registry on Spring Street. I
know this because I had my own wedding there. It was
a terrific venue, and would it not be fantastic if, in lieu
of achieving marriage equality, same-sex couples were
able to hold their own ceremonies when registering
their relationships at the Victorian Marriage Registry. I
note that Tasmania and the ACT allow for ceremonies
in their schemes, and I ask the Parliament to support
this amendment.
The Relationships Act 2008 was established to provide
same-sex couples who are denied the right to marry,
and couples who choose not to marry, with an avenue
to have their relationship legally recognised in the state
of Victoria. Given that marriage equality has not been
achieved yet, it is absolutely critical that we have a way
for same-sex relationships to be registered. But
overwhelmingly the aim must be that the federal
government legislate to allow for marriage equality.
The Greens have long held a position in support of
marriage equality, that all people, all relationships —
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex — must be
equal under the law. I have also put forward a notice of
motion this morning which should be on the notice
paper tomorrow, that would have this house support
marriage equality, call on the Parliament of the
Commonwealth of Australia to amend the Marriage
Act 1961 to provide for marriage equality and call on
the federal government to abandon the proposed
plebiscite on marriage equality.
It is important that the Victorian Parliament debate and
pass this motion, because it is important to the state of
Victoria that if we are in the business of recognising
relationships, which we are, if we are in the business of
facilitating marriage, as we are, then this Parliament
should be putting in the strongest possible terms to the
federal Parliament that it should legislate for marriage
equality.
There has been a bit of debate recently about whether
we should have a plebiscite to do this, which is really a
bit of a cop-out by the federal government, which is not
prepared to give its members a free vote or even to do
the right thing and compel its members to vote in
favour of marriage equality. This is really a hangover
from the era of Tony Abbott’s prime ministership. I
encourage the federal government to abandon this idea
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of a plebiscite and certainly abandon any references to a
referendum on this issue, which would set the bar even
higher.
The main reason for this is that many in the LGBTI
community have shared their concerns that the
plebiscite would be incredibly damaging to the LGBTI
community. We know, as mentioned in previous
contributions, how damaging discrimination can be to
the mental health of LGBTI people. A number of
submissions to the Senate inquiry on the plebiscite
indicated that this would be the case. I will read out one
of them:
In particular, the —

Rainbow Families —
Council is extremely concerned about the impact of such a
public debate on our children and young LGBTIQ people
living in our communities.
No matter what explanation is provided about the need for a
‘people’s vote’ by way of a plebiscite or a referendum, no
matter what assurances or agreements are made to ask that the
debate be respectful or must stick to the topic of marriage
equality between two adults, we strongly believe our children
and our families will always be dragged into the fray. Indeed
there is evidence of this already occurring.

The Senate inquiry recommended that marriage
equality be achieved via legislation.
The federal Labor position is constantly changing. The
most recent policy is that Labor MPs will have a
binding vote on marriage equality in 2019, which was a
big win for Bill Shorten and the right in that debate, but
not so much for the men and women of Australia who
just want to be able to marry their partner, although it is
a good change from the Howard-era Marriage
Legislation Amendment Bill 2004 that enshrined ‘the
union of a man and a woman to the exclusion of all
others’, which was supported by the government and
the opposition and opposed by the Greens.
The Greens support this bill to improve the
Relationships Act 2008. We would like to see it
improved further with the option to incorporate a
ceremony in the registration. But overwhelmingly we
need to achieve marriage equality in Australia. It should
be for the Parliament to decide. The Greens have been
leading the way in parliaments across Australia, and we
will continue to do so.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am pleased to
rise today to support the Relationships Amendment Bill
2015. I will never get tired of uttering the phrase, ‘This
is another key Labor election commitment that we are
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delivering on’. As the Attorney-General stated in his
second-reading speech:
This government aims to create a fairer Victoria by reducing
discrimination and respecting diversity.

As I have said previously, and as others have said, laws
have an influence on behaviour and on community
expectations and standards. While in some senses we
are behind community expectations and standards, the
laws that have changed over the last decade or so,
federal and state, have had an impact on community
perceptions — in other words, people are more
accepting of the humanity of every Australian.
I am proud that this bill does two key things. One is that
it allows more equality and more opportunity for
couples, particularly same-sex couples, so even if one is
not domiciled or resident in Victoria, for whatever
reason, it only takes one Victorian resident to make the
application for registration. That brings Victoria into
line with the rest of the states. You could see how that
would be an issue. For example, as others have said,
same-sex couples are not entitled to be married under
Australian law. If they were, there would be an
immediate recognition of that relationship regardless of
where they live. This addresses that inequity in the
current regime and therefore follows through on the
government’s commitment.
As I have said many times — and I am proud that
people on this side of the chamber and some on the
other side have said — equality for same-sex couples is
important. Equality for everybody is important, but I
am particularly proud of the commitment of the
Premier, the Minister for Equality and the AttorneyGeneral in this regard. We should not have a class
system in Victoria or Australia, whether it be socioeconomic or one based on sexual preference. Every
relationship is different, and every relationship should
be respected and given the same recognition and
treatment under law.
I want to address a couple of the comments made by
the member for Prahran. I do not doubt at all his
commitment or his party’s commitment to same-sex
equality and equality generally. However, without
being trivial about this, an amendment that talks about a
ceremony is not significant in my view in relation to
registration of a relationship. The far more significant
issue is getting a federal outcome that allows marriage
equality. The achievement of a ceremony is not
excluded under this bill. It is not something that
requires legislative approval. The bill in its current
form, without amendment, delivers on the very election
commitment made by this government to the
community — both the LGBTI community and the
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broader Victorian community. I would not want to
tamper with something that we have clearly committed
to, and this bill delivers on those commitments.
I am reminded of the other work that has yet to be
undertaken. The Minister for Equality has asked the
LGBTI task force and justice working group to
examine a proposal for further reform of the Victorian
Relationships Act 2008. This will give us a sense of
what else is required. I think these things are required to
be undertaken in a very thoughtful way and a way that
engages with the community. I am not sure what
engagement the member for Prahran or his party had
with the LGBTI or the broader community in Victoria
to propose the amendment he has today, but I have not
been aware of any of that conversation or engagement.
This topic is far too serious to put up an on-the-spot
amendment without significant prior consultation. I am
pleased that we have done that work and consultation
and that therefore this bill comes before this chamber
and this Parliament today.
I also want to touch quickly on the government’s record
and the Labor Party’s record. I have some notes here
that remind me that in 2001, when Steve Bracks was
Premier of Victoria, almost 60 statutes were amended
to ensure that recognition of de facto relationships was
also given to same-sex couples. Sixty statutes — I
mean, that is significant. Victorian laws now recognise
domestic relationships regardless of the sex of the
partner in the relationship. As if you needed reminding,
it was not just the Bracks government that was
reformist; it was also the Brumby government. In 2008
the Brumby Labor government passed the
Relationships Act with the innovator and pioneer who
was the then Attorney-General, Rob Hulls. I do not
want to be political about this, but there is a track record
there that in my view speaks volumes. Unfortunately
for the member who spoke before me, I do not think he
can claim any sense of that kind of history and those
runs on the board, because his party has never been in a
position to exercise executive government.
In my view the party that has introduced progressive
laws and changes in support of the LGBTI community
is the Labor Party. It is not a think tank — the member
for Brighton laughs. I meant that the Greens are in a
sense a think tank. In some respects their views, like
those on LGBTI matters, I agree with, but, really, if you
are not in government, you cannot do anything. The
fact is we are in government and we have been for
some time in Victoria, apart from the last four years,
and the 60 statutes that I talked about were changed
under a Labor government.
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Ms Thomas — Aberration — a four-year
aberration!

Hawthorn also gave a very good speech, as I recall, on
this particular issue.

Mr DIMOPOULOS — That’s right. I think in the
end the track record is clear. I am really proud to be
standing here in support of a bill that fulfils yet another
election commitment for something that is far more
than symbolic, though the symbolism alone would be
pretty powerful in terms of recognition of same-sex
couples.

The bill before the house, as other members have
indicated, brings forward two additional reforms. The
first one is in clause 5, and that will allow for one
person who lives in Victoria to apply to register.
Currently both people have to live in the state of
Victoria. As I said earlier, this can apply to heterosexual
relationships, but clearly the thrust of the reform in
2008 was for same-sex relationships. Whilst it may
apply to heterosexual relations, everyone in this
chamber understands the nature of this particular
reform. I think that is a very small but sensible move
forward.

I echo the member for Prahran and others in this
chamber who agree that there needs to be a far more
decent and national approach to this, and one that is not
subject to a plebiscite, because that is quite demeaning.
It is not anyone’s business to decide my relationship or
other people’s relationships. Putting it out to a public
vote reminds me of some kind of ancient Roman trial
system where the masses would decide the interests of
minority groups. That is an absolutely disgusting
approach to public policy, and I think human rights and
decency would compel us to think that elected
representatives in the federal Parliament should be of a
mind. They have the power now to make those changes
to allow gay couples to marry under the civil
government of this country, not under any religious
governance. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I wish to say a few brief
words on the Relationships Amendment Bill 2015 and
to indicate that I am very proud to be a member of the
Liberal Party and indeed part of the coalition, where
both of our parties have decided we will have a free
vote on this issue. I am happy to indicate at the outset
that I voted for the Relationships Bill in 2008, and of
course I will vote for this bill because that represents a
consistent position both on my beliefs for equality and
equity and also obviously on the actual mechanism of
the proposed law itself.
If I could just touch on the Relationships Bill, which I
did not get a chance to speak on in 2008, and many
members have referred to it, that bill allowed the
establishment of a relationships register for the benefit,
primarily, of same-sex couples. That represented, to my
mind, a modernisation of attitude towards same-sex
couples. Whilst there are a series of very significant
practical reasons why these relationships should have
been recognised, such as property rights, medical
treatment and the like, there is an underlying
philosophical basis to that bill anyway, which is why I
supported it, which is support for equality of all people
within our community. I was very pleased to vote for
that. I recall in fact that whilst the current member for
Hawthorn gave a very good run-down on this particular
bill before the house, the previous member for

Other members have referred to the reform at clause 6,
which will allow for an automatic registration for a
relationship that has been verified in another
jurisdiction. I think the bill before the house is
straightforward, and I am very pleased to support it. A
number of other speakers have taken the opportunity to
put this bill in context, and I too would like to refer to
the context of this bill because this represents a gradual
progress of approaches to this issue. I know the
member for Oakleigh touched on the Bracks and
Brumby governments’ reforms in this area, and in so
doing he has invited me to go back further into history
and to look at how this social reform — ‘this social
reform’ meaning recognition of equality and dignity for
people who are gay — has taken a very, very long time
to evolve.
I was pleased to be a member of the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee in my first term in this
Parliament from 1992 to 1996, and that committee
recommended an amendment to the Equal Opportunity
Act 1995 to introduce sexuality as a ground of
discrimination. Again the Kennett government brought
in reforms to the Equal Opportunity Act which gave
protection to people who were gay, and I thought that
was a very important reform by that government, and I
was very proud to have been one of the younger
members of the government that recommended that
through the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee.
If I can go back even further, I think it is very important
that the younger members of this chamber appreciate
the roles that both parties have played in social reform
over decades. Of course when I was in the Young
Liberals, which was a very long time ago, in the 1970s,
we also encouraged the then Attorney-General, Haddon
Storey, to remove the criminalisation of homosexuality,
as it was then called, from the statute book. I was very
pleased that Dick Hamer — Sir Rupert Hamer — was
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then Premier; and he took on that particular reform. I
would imagine for people in this generation that they
could not possibly believe that this would constitute a
criminal offence, but in those days it did. It was my
party that instigated that reform. It was consistent with
the Liberal belief obviously that people should be
treated with respect and there should be equality, and
that there was no basis for putting people in jail on the
basis of their sexuality.
Whilst I appreciate and completely acknowledge that
the Relationships Bill 2007 and previous amending
legislation — I cannot quite recall the name of it —
which amended a number of acts particularly in relation
to property rights and a range of other things were
instigated by the Bracks and Brumby Labor
governments, there have been other instances where the
reforms have been instigated by the Liberal Party. I see
this as a continuum of reform, but also a continuum of
reform that suits the era in which we live.
I cannot imagine a bill like this coming before the
Parliament in 1992, nor could I imagine a
decriminalisation bill coming before the Parliament in
the 1960s and getting through. These things are often
subject to community opinion and the effluxion of time;
but I think it is an important bill. It is a continuation of
treating people with dignity. It is a significant reform
and, as I voted on the Relationships Bill, I will be
delighted to support the bill before the house.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I am pleased to make a
brief contribution to the Relationships Amendment Bill
2015, which is another step in Labor’s commitment to
equality, particularly for our LGBTI community. As we
have heard today already, the bill does two things.
Firstly, the bill provides that in order to register a
domestic or caring relationship in Victoria, only one
partner in the relationship needs to live in Victoria.
Secondly, the bill provides for recognition of certain
relationships formalised under Australian and
international laws as if they were registered domestic
relationships in Victoria. This will make it easier for
couples to access their rights under Victorian law — for
example, when discussing a partner’s health
information with a doctor in an emergency or when
seeking compensation entitlements as a dependent
partner.
These changes are really important, as they both rectify
shortcomings in the current relationships registration
regime and extend the regime to others where it is just
and sensible to do so. To appreciate the importance of
this extension it is also helpful to review the history of
the Relationships Act 2008 and the associated efforts to
recognise in particular same-sex relationships, because
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this demonstrates the intent of the regime and the rights
and protections that it provides.
We have heard a lot today from other members about
this history, and I thank the member for Brighton for
taking that history back a little bit further than my
research did. A lot of this history does stem from the
1998 report by the Victorian Equal Opportunity
Commission titled Same Sex Relationships and the
Law. That report found that people in same-sex
relationships often experienced differential treatment in
social, legal and economic circumstances. It also found
that the non-recognition of same-sex relationships was
a significant cause of indirect discrimination in terms of
property rights, rights upon the death of a partner and
access to employment benefits. The report
recommended ending discrimination against same-sex
couples, but that required a general scheme to recognise
all couples irrespective of gender, which was to be
achieved through legislative definition reforms and a
registration scheme which would provide proof of the
existence of the couple’s relationship for the purposes
of Victorian law.
Labor’s election commitment in 1999 was to
implement the recommendations of that report, and in
2001 the Bracks Labor government delivered on the
general recognition scheme with the amendment, as we
have heard, of almost 60 statutes to recognise the rights
and obligations of partners in domestic relationships
irrespective of the gender of the partners in that
relationship. The second component in ending this
discrimination came about in 2008 with the Brumby
Labor government passing the Relationships Act.
As we have heard from other members today, that act
established the relationships register for domestic
partners who are in a committed relationship. It
provided these couples with easier access to existing
entitlements without having to provide evidence that
they were in a committed partnership or to prove this in
court. It also dealt with financial and property matters
in the event of a relationship breakdown. This approach
in the 2008 act was based on the Tasmanian regime,
which was adopted in 2003 and was the first
relationships recognition scheme in Australia.
I was living in Tasmania at the time, and this was a
very significant event. It followed the decriminalisation
of homosexuality in that state, which was a long, hard
fight that many had participated in over a very long
time. It was extremely significant when this legislation
came before the Tasmanian Parliament.
In noting that, I want to share the words of the then
Attorney-General of Tasmania, Judy Jackson, when she
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introduced the Tasmanian Relationships Bill 2003 in
June 2003. She said:
Far from being the demise of the family and the end of the
world as we know it, what we are seeing is a change in the
make-up of the family. The family remains the cornerstone of
our society, just as it always has, but today it looks different
from the way it did in the 1950s. As a society we are a lot
more accepting of the diversity of these relationships. We
have come a long way since divorce or a child born outside
marriage brought shame and dishonour to families, and I for
one am glad of that change.
We have reached a point in our history where, as a
government and as a community, we have a choice to make.
We can either hide behind the white picket fence and hang on
to a 1950s picture of the world, or we can open the gate and
take a look up the street to see what is really going on. In this
context, government has a responsibility to recognise the
relationship choices that are being made, and to support
people to cope with the changes in their lives. One way to do
this is by changing the law to accord these relationships with
the full legal recognition they deserve.

The Tasmanian response provided this legal
recognition, and the Victorian response did likewise.
What we have seen over the past 15 years or so is an
ongoing effort to remove discrimination on the basis of
sexuality to recognise relationships regardless of the
gender of the partners of that relationship. This bill
extends the protections, obligations and recognition
afforded in statute law reform and in the Relationships
Act 2008. It also affirms Labor’s commitment to
providing a safe and fair Victorian society which
recognises and respects the LGBTI community and
which stands up for human rights, confronts
discrimination and respects diversity. It is also
important that we continue to address inequality and
discrimination and that we recognise same-sex
relationships and those who are partners in them as the
same as any other loving relationship between two
adults. This bill extends that recognition, and for that I
am proud, but I also accept that, despite this, there is
still an obvious inequity for same-sex relationships that
will remain until same-sex marriage is legalised, and
this is long overdue.
The world did not end in 2003 with the introduction of
the Tasmanian relationships register. It did not end in
2008 with the introduction of the Victorian
relationships register. It has not ended following the
extension of marriage rights to same-sex couples in the
many jurisdictions worldwide where same-sex couples
can and do now marry, and the world will not end when
equality and common sense finally prevail in Australia
and the right to marry is extended to same-sex couples.
I look forward to that day, and I commend the bill to
the house.
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Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Relationships Amendment Bill
2015. The bill will amend the Relationships Act 2008
to allow a couple, heterosexual or same sex, to register
their domestic relationship even if only one partner
lives in Victoria and to provide for deemed registration
of certain domestic relationships registered in other
local or international jurisdictions — for example, the
United Kingdom or New Zealand — as though they
were registered domestic relationships in Victoria.
The key to this bill is contained in two clauses. Clause 5
amends the Relationships Act 2008 to allow two
persons to register their domestic relationship if one of
them lives in Victoria. Currently, unlike in the majority
of other states, both parties must reside in Victoria. At
Clause 6 the bill inserts new chapter 2A into the
Relationships Act 2008 to provide automatic
registration of a relationship that is registered in another
jurisdiction — this would include, for example, a
country that does allow same-sex marriage. Having said
that, we must note that a marriage which may have
been entered into in an international jurisdiction will
not be recognised here as a same-sex marriage; rather it
will be taken here as a registered domestic relationship
under the Relationships Act. That is very much where
we have been since 2008, and we are advised that
automatic registration of relationships registered in
another jurisdiction is intended to avoid the need for
separate applications for registration of those
relationships here.
This very much follows on from the legislation that was
before the house and was passed in 2008, and I see this
as a bill which is really just a technical tweaking of that
legislation from 2008. It is something that was needed
to be done and will be done. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a very brief contribution in relation to the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. As has been
noted by other speakers, the bill implements the
government’s pre-election commitment to amend
aspects of the Relationships Act 2008. The bill provides
that in order to register a domestic caring relationship in
Victoria, only one partner in the relationship needs to
live in Victoria. The bill also provides for recognition
of certain relationships formalised under Australian and
international laws as if they were registered domestic
relationships in Victoria.
It is really important that legislation reflects the
common circumstances we find ourselves in. We live in
a pluralistic and progressive society. We also
participate in a global economy, and the reality is that
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bills like this are incredibly important. In preparing for
the debate I looked at a study that was produced in
November last year by the Williams Institute of UCLA
titled The Relationship between LGBT Inclusion and
Economic Development — An Analysis of Emerging
Economies. There were a number of authors involved
with the study. What the study looked at were
economic development and the benefits of having a
more tolerant and pluralistic society. The study looked
at 39 countries, 29 of which were emerging economies,
so they had high levels of economic growth, and 10 of
which were particular countries of interest that were
actively engaged in LGBTI social movements.
One of the theories the study sought to test looked at,
for example, human capital theory. It said that inclusion
allows LGBTI people to achieve their economic
potential when they can get education and training that
improves their productivity and when they are treated
equally in the labour market. The capabilities approach
suggests that greater rights and freedoms improve
individual wellbeing by expanding the capabilities of
individuals to be and do what they value.
The findings are quite interesting, because the study
found that there is a positive correlation between per
capita gross domestic product and legal rights for
LGBTI people right across the countries, and it was
done using the Global Index on Legal Recognition of
Homosexual Orientation (GILRHO) and a transgender
rights index respectively. The study’s findings include
that:
The simplest correlation shows that one additional right in the
GILRHO (out of eight rights included) is associated with
$1400 more in per capita GDP and with a higher HDI value.
In other words, countries with more rights for LGBT people
have higher per capita income and higher levels of wellbeing.
The positive correlation between LGBT rights and the HDI
suggests that the benefits of rights extend beyond purely
economic outcomes to wellbeing measured as educational
attainment and life expectancy.

Most of us who will be voting for this legislation will
do so because we come at this from the point of view
that bills like this are fundamental to individual human
rights. It is about making sure that people have the
freedom and the capacity to live in a pluralistic, tolerant
and respectful society and community so that they can
achieve their full potential. But we also need to think
about the broader economic impacts that we can make
as legislators in this place by fostering and encouraging
legislation that enables a more tolerant and pluralistic
society. This bill will provide greater levels of freedom
for people who are in a relationship where one of them
may not be domiciled in Victoria. This is a function of a
global economy.
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We are a modern, pluralistic nation in a global
economy, so bills like this are really important because
they enable us to be seen as a safe harbour, as a place of
tolerance and freedom where individuals can achieve
their potential by having a tolerant society. This is the
very best of legislation that can come before this house.
I am pleased that those opposite will be allowed a free
vote on this matter, but I think it is a wonderful piece of
legislation, and I commend the bill to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I stand very happily and
proudly in support of the Relationships Amendment
Bill 2015 as another step in creating equality in this
state. Not only are we delivering on yet another election
commitment but we are also delivering legislation that
is based on our core values of equality and fairness.
Achieving equality is important to me. As a committed
feminist I will not only fight for the equal rights of
women but of all members of our society. As many
people on this side of the house have said, equality is
not negotiable.
One of the many reasons I belong to and represent the
ALP is because of its commitment to those core values
of equality and fairness. The ALP has a strong history
of supporting equality over many decades. We saw it
with the sand that that great man Gough Whitlam
poured over the outstretched hand of Vincent Lingiari.
We saw it with the establishment of the Office of the
Status of Women and the passing of the federal Sex
Discrimination Act 1984, the Racial Discrimination Act
1975, the Victorian Equal Opportunity Act 2010 — and
the list goes on.
We have seen it with our Labor Premier’s support for
marriage equality and with our support for same-sex
couples to adopt children. We have seen it with the
history of this bill. We have seen it with Victoria’s
royal commission into family violence. Labor is a
socially progressive party, the members of which
understand that you do not have a fair society until you
have an equal society. Again I say it: equality is not
negotiable, and fairness is at the core of my party’s
values. Fairness is at the heart of the Labor Party.
This legislation provides that only one person in a
domestic relationship needs to have a connection with
Victoria to register their relationship. It treats couples
recognised under equivalent laws in other states,
territories and overseas, including overseas same-sex
marriages, as if their relationships were registered
domestic relationships in Victoria. This is at the core of
the conversation around fairness and equality. People’s
relationships should be recognised regardless of with
whom they are having their relationship. You cannot
and you should not — and under this government you

RELATIONSHIPS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Tuesday, 10 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

will not — be judged on who you love. That will not be
the decider.
We have a state government which is committed to
fairness and equality, and its members are not prepared
to sit back and watch the federal government go around
in circles as it tries to appease its Lyons Forum or
Lyons Forum-like members while also balancing its
commitment to individuals and their rights.
I agree with the member for Oakleigh and the member
for Prahran. While on the face of it it seems quite fair to
have a plebiscite around marriage equality — ‘Let’s all
see what everyone’s point of view is’ — it is actually
not. It is something that a government should be mature
enough to decide on its own. Government members
should have the emotional maturity and sense to decide
on the matter and not to slug it out in ballot boxes
across the country as people argue over the merits of it.
I think we are pretty united across this country in terms
of recognising equality and the need for marriage
equality, and I hope the federal government catches up
with this; I really do. I do not understand those who feel
they need to put a qualification on love. That some love
is more worthy than other love based on who you love
just does not make sense to me.
I am surprised at a couple of the pot shots that have
been taken by people in this house, including the
member for Lowan. I hate to burst her bubble, but my
support for this bill has nothing to do with my
membership of the Community and Public Sector
Union. My membership of the union demonstrates my
commitment to representing the needs of workers and
my commitment to fairness. However, I do
acknowledge that the Australian Council of Trade
Unions is supportive of marriage equality, and I
congratulate it on not putting qualifiers on its definition
of equality. I note that many of those with whom the
member for Lowan votes do not support marriage
equality.
I am also surprised that the Greens party is taking pot
shots over this bill in an attempt to portray it as
something that it is not. It is not correct to say that the
Victorian Relationships Act 2008 precludes couples
from holding a public ceremony or celebration to
coincide with their decision to register their
relationship. It is just nonsense and possibly another
social media attempt by the Greens party to trivialise an
issue — to take a photo and whack ‘We did it’ over the
top.
Mr Jamie Gardiner, a vice-president of Liberty
Victoria, a human rights and equality advocate, wrote:
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The beauty of Victoria’s Relationships Act, now being
enhanced, is that it respects the couple’s decision to make
their ‘mutual commitment to a shared life’, when, where and
how they make it. The ceremony, the celebration, the party, if
any, are the couple’s choice, unlike the prescriptions of the
Marriage Act.
I welcome Minister Foley’s promise to consult through the
LGBTI task force on any further improvements. The one I’d
like to see is better promotion of the Relationships Act, and
making sure people know the registrar can collect, and use on
their certificate, the date of their personal commitment, not
just (as in marriage) the date the government gives them.

I think this is a very important recognition of the fact
that we do have a government that is committed to
consultation, that does want to be inclusive, that does
want to take on the opinions, views and needs of the
broader community of people — across the whole
community — that is not interested in trying to play
games and one-upmanship and that wants to strive to
get things done and to create a better community. I
commend the bill to the house.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise in support of the
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015. I am pleased to
contribute to the debate on this bill because we have put
equity back on the agenda in Victoria, particularly for
our LGBTI Victorians. I congratulate the Minister for
Equality on the bill. The government has made a strong
commitment to put equity back on the agenda in
Victoria, particularly for our LGBTI Victorians. This
government aims to create a fairer Victoria by reducing
discrimination and respecting diversity. The
Relationships Amendment Bill 2015 is just one part of
the government’s broader equity agenda.
The bill implements the government’s pre-election
commitment to amend two aspects of the Relationships
Act 2008. Firstly, the bill provides that in order to
register a domestic or caring relationship in Victoria
only one partner in the relationship needs to live in
Victoria. Secondly, the bill provides for recognition of
certain relationships formalised under Australian and
international laws as if they were registered domestic
relationships in Victoria.
I know there is a great deal of support for this bill in my
community. It is another step leading towards equity for
all our LGBTI Victorians, including those in Geelong.
In my electorate we have the Gasp project, a group of
people who provide a safe and inclusive space and
provide support and information to LGBTI people.
Gasp launched an action team. This is an opportunity
for young LGBTI people and their allies to make a
positive difference in their community by creating
social change towards a homophobia-free society that
celebrates and embraces differences. It is also a brilliant
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opportunity for young people to gain new skills in
community-based action and development, as well as
connecting with other young people and becoming
great leaders in our Geelong community.

about the terrible circumstances that can occur for
LGBTIQ people and that the suicide rates of same-sexattracted teens can be up to six times those of
heterosexual teenagers, which is a shocking figure.

Having worked with young people for many years, I
have seen the impact of this sort of inequity. We know
it does happen, and it can have a devastating effect.
there are reports that 75 per cent of same-sex-attracted
people in Australia experience some form of
homophobic abuse, and this should not be tolerated. We
also know of the significant health issues. The National
LGBTI Health Alliance is part of a national coalition of
experts who have come together with the aim of
halving suicides in Australia by 2023. It reports:

This legislation enables the Victorian government to
ensure that more couples have their relationships
formally recognised under Victorian law. Relationships
that are formalised under the equivalent interstate and
international laws, including same-sex marriages, will
be automatically recognised as registered domestic
relationships without those parties being required to reregister their relationship in Victoria. Importantly these
changes will also mean that only one partner in a
domestic relationship will be required to live in Victoria
in order for the relationship to stay registered.
Previously both partners were required to live or reside
in the state of Victoria.

Young LGBTI people, particularly around the time of coming
out, are particularly vulnerable to suicidal thoughts …
Research suggests that suicide rates are six times those of
their heterosexual peers.
…
Unless services signal overtly that they are LGBTI friendly,
people are often reluctant to access services. Young LGBTI
people in particular are unlikely to access face-to-face
services but may be comfortable in an online environment.

The Victorian government supports marriage equity
and will continue to advocate for change to
commonwealth laws to allow this. The Minister for
Equality has asked the LGBTI Taskforce and justice
working group to examine proposals for further reform
of the Victorian Relationships Act in order to
strengthen the rights of same-sex couples in this term of
government. In the meantime through this bill the
government recognises that all Victorians, regardless of
their sex, sexual orientation or gender identity, are
entitled to having their committed relationships
recognised before the law. I commend this bill to the
house.
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I am just
wondering if anyone has asked members of the
opposition whether we are having lunch today, because
it seems that they have all gone to lunch. It seems
appropriate since we are talking about equality. Their
record there is not anything to be jealous of. We have
long espoused that equality is not negotiable. We have
heard from the member for Eltham that love is love,
and I would question how some love is worth more
than other love.
I rise to speak on the Relationships Amendment Bill
2015, and in doing so I would like to congratulate the
Minister for Equality on the hard work that has been
done and also the relationships that have been formed
throughout the drafting of this bill. We have just heard

This bill enables couples to have their relationship
formally recognised under the law. As I have
previously said this in this house, if you want to live in
the 1950s, feel free to, but do not drag me and my
community back with you. This bill reflects very
accurately the wants and wishes of my community.
Bills like this are fundamental human rights, and we
need them to create a more tolerant and equitable
community. The heart of it comes down to the fact that
we are delivering equality to Victoria through various
bills — the adoption bill and this bill. As the member
for Eltham once again very wisely put it in her
contribution, Labor strives for a fair society, but you do
not have a fair society unless people are equal. I was
brought up not to judge people, and I am sure many
other people in this chamber were brought up not to
judge people, but you soon learn that even though the
community espouses that ethos our judicial system does
not, and it needs to change with the times. That is part
of this. We are actually judging people unfairly, and we
need to change that. That is what we are doing here
today, and I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HALFPENNY
(Thomastown).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government).
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Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to
open the contributions on behalf of the opposition on
the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015. Unfortunately I am a little bit disappointed,
partly on a matter of substance and partly not so much.
The ‘not so much’ is that we seem to have moved to a
point where we now have sloganeering in the short
titles of our bills. That is a disease this Parliament had
actually been free of, apart from I think the very first
bill that this government introduced, but it appears that
it has now taken root, and that is unfortunate. The
matter of substance is in the content of the bill that is
before the house, because it does not deliver in any way
the promise that was made by the government in
opposition.
Mr Foley — Vote against it.
Mr MORRIS — It does not go anywhere near
meeting the commitment. Just taking up the interjection
of the minister at the table, it is not up to the opposition
to endeavour to implement government policy. It is a
matter of the government keeping its word to the
community that voted for it. Unfortunately again in this
case we have another broken Labor promise, because if
you go back to 5 May last year, you see that we had the
media release entitled ‘Andrews announces fair go for
ratepayers’, which states:
Victorian Labor will force councils to cap their rates at
Consumer Price Index (CPI) and justify any further increases.

The release then goes on to talk about the involvement
of the Essential Services Commission, and that has
certainly occurred in the intervening period. It also talks
about councils being accountable for how they spend
ratepayers money. Hopefully they already were
accountable to their electors, but I do not for a minute
suggest that there has not been an issue there; I think we
are all aware of that. The media release then talks about
where rate increases may need to be over and above
CPI — things like natural disasters or extended
services — and makes a reference again to the Essential
Services Commission. The central headline and the
central point was made by the then opposition leader
and less enthusiastically, it has to be said, by the then
local government spokesperson, the member for
Richmond, now the Minister for Planning. I am
certainly glad on his behalf that he is not the Minister
for Local Government because his heart was never in it
in terms of prosecuting the case. Despite that, the CPI
promise was made and in this bill it is not delivered.
It is interesting to look at what has happened in the
intervening 16 or 17 months since that release came
out. I think most people — I certainly did — expected
that were the Labor Party to be elected to government,
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as occurred in November last year, it would implement
its promise. It is rather surprising, given the fact that the
legislative capacity already exists in section 185 of the
act to cap rate increases, that that cap did not occur,
because if you look at the CPI for the June quarter 2014
to June quarter 2015 — the relevant period for the rate
increases that people have been getting their notices for
in recent months — you see we have a CPI increase of
1.1 per cent. Yet when you look at the rate increases
that were actually delivered by councils, you see that
the champion on the league table was the Murrindindi
shire with a rate increase of 8.19 per cent. The runnerup was Wangaratta with 6.99 per cent, followed by
Whitehorse with 6.84 per cent et cetera.
I must say I was quite pleased, in relative terms, to see
the Mornington Peninsula shire only come up with a
4.06 per cent rate increase, but it is still a very long way
from the CPI limit that was promised by the
government prior to the election. From 1.1 per cent to
4.06 per cent is a very long way indeed. As I said, it is
unfortunate, given the fact that section 185 of the act
already exists and the minister had the power without
requiring the intervention of Parliament, or even the
advice from the Essential Services Commission, and
that promise could have been implemented
immediately. This is quite simply another broken Labor
promise, and that is unfortunate because what we got in
this bill is a very different proposition to what was
promised.
This bill will not limit rate increases to CPI under any
circumstances. I do not think anyone in the house will
argue, and in my case having served 7 years on a local
council, 3 years as the shadow parliamentary secretary
for local government and 4 years as Parliamentary
Secretary for Local Government, I am not going to
come in here and argue that rate increases have been
reasonable over the last 10 or 15 years. They have not. I
am quite happy to say that on the basis of my own
record, which is now back in the dark ages, admittedly,
of pre-amalgamation. We set out to achieve a zero rate
increase the year I was shire president — a position that
is now referred to as mayor, for those who do not recall
that title — and in fact we delivered it. We had an
increase in revenue given supplementary valuations, but
we in fact delivered a zero rate increase. That was with
a council that was prepared to be rigourous and was
prepared to take on the concerns of its community. It
was not off the back of massive rate increases over a
series of years. They had, I think, been a little bit above
CPI, but in those days it was largely to accommodate
the appropriately increased emphasis on human
services delivery that developed under the Cain
government.
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But unfortunately we saw and had seen throughout the
period in office of the Bracks and Brumby
governments — ironically, rate capping was phased out
in the first year of that government — an acceleration
of rate increases. It just kept growing; it got bigger and
bigger. Going from memory, and I have not looked at
the statistics for some time, by the time we got to the
2010–11 financial year there was something like a
50 per cent increase over the decade in real terms,
which is significant and was certainly not matched by
improved services over that period. So, yes, we
certainly need to do something about the accelerating
rates growth. The coalition during its term of
government sought to do that, and the record shows
clearly that the coalition government slowed the
growth. But we did not slow it, it has to be said, to a
point that I was happy with or that the two ministers I
worked with were happy with.

Compounding that issue, of course, is the fact that those
figures conceal the impact of additional funding which
has been made available for the interface councils. As a
representative of an area that lies within an interface
council I am certainly not going to be critical at all of
the allocation of those funds — I think it is a good thing
that is being done in that area — but that amounts I
think in this year to something like $50 million that also
has not gone to other councils around the state, whether
they be inner city councils or whether they be regional
and rural councils. Of course the stand out cut in that
area, particularly in terms of the smaller councils, is the
impact of the country roads and bridges program cut.
That has certainly put a big stress on those councils.
Should they be allowed to pass that impact on to their
communities? Their communities are probably doing it
as hard as or harder than the councils are, and the cut
from the state government certainly does not help.

One of the things we worked on, and I worked on
extensively, was the introduction of the performance
reporting framework, which of course has kicked in in
full in this financial year. I think we will see a big
improvement, because as soon as you get to a point
where the cost of providing services is able to be easily
compared from council area to council area, it gives the
ratepayers, and indeed — if you talk to councillors
across the state — it gives the councillors the
ammunition to query the officers in terms of the cost at
which the services are being provided. So I think that
will be a force for good.

No doubt government members will at some stage
during this debate attempt to claim that funding from
the commonwealth has been cut for councils too, so I
will just make it clear in a pre-emptive way that in fact
funding from the commonwealth to councils has not
been cut. It is not accelerating in the way it was, but it is
being increased each year to allow for an increase in
population. I think, from memory, the growth in that
fund, the financial assistance grants fund, is $8 million
in this financial year. So let us not have any nonsense in
this debate about the commonwealth’s cutting funding
to local government, because quite simply it has not.

In contrast, the introduction of the rate cap is a blunt
instrument, but it was an election commitment, and had
the bill in fact delivered on the election commitment
then we would have had the opportunity to test the
policy. I think it is also worth observing that not only
are councils going to be tested in terms of the revenue
that they are able to raise in their own right — and I am
sure any state government would be delighted to have
the own-source revenue that councils actually have, and
I am sure sometimes councils forget that — but
unfortunately they are being hit by the state as well.

In terms of the bill before the house, the bill defines the
average rate cap as the percentage amount equal to the
change in the Melbourne CPI as forecast by the
Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) plus or
minus any adjustments specified by the minister. I
would prefer to rely on the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS). I am not being at all critical of DTF,
but its forecasts, given the methodology used, do tend
to vary a little bit from those of the ABS. I would prefer
to rely on the ABS figures, but there it is. I think the
critical point there is the plus or minus adjustment
which should be specified by the minister.

I am referring to budget paper 3 of the Victorian budget
2015–16, page 406, table B.1, ‘Grants and transfers to
local government’. That shows total grants in the year
2014–15. The revised figure was expected to be
$912.336 million, and in fact the budget for this year is
only $873.863 million, so it is a cut of $38.47 million in
the current financial year. So not only are councils
going to be constrained in their opportunity to raise
revenue — and as I have made clear, Deputy Speaker, I
do not disagree with that in principle — they are going
to be constrained in the resources they get from the
state as well.

I particularly note the comment in the second-reading
speech about the capacity to provide flexibility for
wage pressures. It would have been far more
appropriate to give the councils the tools to do
something about the wage pressures rather than simply
saying, ‘Well we’ll accept the wage pressures and we’ll
build those into the cap’. Clearly — and I will return to
this — the history of the enterprise bargaining
agreements (EBAs) over the last few years is way in
excess of CPI. If you are getting back productivity
gains, then that is entirely reasonable; I have no
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argument with that. But if you get productivity gains,
then you do not need as many people to do the same
job, so you actually get a benefit for the taxpayer, or in
this case the ratepayer, and unfortunately that has been
a feature that has been absent from these EBAs.
As I mentioned earlier, in setting the average rate cap
the minister must request advice from the Essential
Services Commission (ESC) and have regard to any
advice that might be received from the commission, but
the minister is not required to follow that advice. I think
that is reasonable, because the minister certainly may
need to take into account any issues that impact and that
might be outside the model adopted by the Essential
Services Commission.
The bill provides a formula for councils to calculate the
average rate in the financial year preceding the year we
are talking about for charges. It will apply to general
rates and municipal charges, and I am advised that
currently equates to about 88 per cent of the total
revenue taken by councils from rates and charges.
There are, of course, things like special rates — the fire
services levy, of course, is not there — and special rates
particularly provide an opportunity for councils to raise
revenue outside of the normal rating basket. There is, of
course, an opportunity there to hive off the functions
that would normally be funded from general rate
revenue and to fund them from special rates and
charges, but I know there is also an opportunity, as far
as the bill is concerned, to deal with councils if they are
disproportionately allocating rates to special charges.
There is the opportunity for a council to apply to the
ESC for a higher cap. A council that applies for a
higher cap than the average rate cap may do so for
either a single year or a maximum of four years, but
that justification will be required for the multiple years.
The issue of non-compliance is a rather curious one in
the way it has been treated in the bill. If the government
wished to address this, it might be useful. There are,
apparently, no sanctions beyond the sanctions for the
council itself if a rate cap is applied and the councils
breach it. I would have thought if we are going to go
down the path of introducing this type of arrangement it
would be appropriate to put in place fairly solid
sanctions so non-compliance simply does not occur.
That has not been done — I am sure there is a good
reason for that, and I am not making that comment in a
critical way — but certainly I think there will be a bit of
head scratching out in the community and people
saying, ‘For non-compliance there are ultimately
sanctions, but there is nothing that will actually make
sure compliance happens there and then’.
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From a local government perspective, councils are
overwhelmingly opposed to capping rates to the CPI. I
am sure there are many out there who would be
opposed to capping rates in any way at all, and that is
not surprising. But some may be brought back on side
by the discretion which is given to the minister to
determine the way she deals with pressures, particularly
with regard to the average rate cap.
The bill is based on work done by the Essential
Services Commission, as I mentioned earlier, with the
initial draft report back in July and the final report in
September of this year. I have neither the time nor the
inclination to address all the issues covered in the final
report. It is an interesting report — some sections of it
probably more valuable than other sections — but it
does lay out reasonably clearly the intent of the
commission.
There are a couple of issues that are worth addressing
which, while not specifically identified in the bill,
clearly will be impacted by this report, by the approach
of the commission and by the introduction of rate
capping. The first issue I want to touch on is the issue
of the asset renewal gap, which is a measure developed
by the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). I
was interested to see in the final report that, quite
rightly, many councils argued that rate capping would
limit their capacity to close the renewal gap. That is
probably reasonable, but it is a reflection more of the
past practices of councils than the ongoing practices of
councils.
There is often a kneejerk reaction from councils. We
have already seen it in some of the commentary around
the bill, particularly in the more far-flung parts of the
state, but it is equally alive and well in the inner and
middle ring suburban areas. These councils say
something like: ‘We’re going to take on the lowhanging fruit. We’re going to limit our capital works
program. We’re going to push back on our road
maintenance’. That is all right for a couple of years, but
then the place starts to fall to bits. Councils need to be
aware that they need to make the hard decisions, but I
am not sure that that penny has dropped yet. I am
certainly hoping for some more informed discussion as
the impact of the rate cap starts to take effect from July
next year. The commission makes the comment:
It would appear that councils have gravitated towards
VAGO’s measure of the renewal gap as evidence of a need
for greater investment.

The commission then basically says this is an
accounting measure only. I can say with a degree of
certainty that, yes, it is an accounting measure, but it is
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a very important accounting measure. I was
disappointed to read further on:
The commission has initiated talks with VAGO and Local
Government Victoria (LGV) on developing agreed and
multidimensional measures of capital requirements based on
well-designed and strategic asset management practices.

We do not need to use this rate capping process to
reinvent the wheel. A huge amount of work has been
done since the introduction of AAS 27, which brought
in accrual accounting for local government back in the
1990s. The systems are far, far better than they were.
We know far more about the condition of the asset
base. We know which assets need to be replaced. We
know which assets can be usefully taken to the end of
their life and discarded. We do not need to start having
this debate all over again. We simply need to take
notice of what is there and structure the reinvestment in
assets accordingly.
The second point I wanted to raise is that I think the bill
has done a reasonable job in terms of engagement with
the community with regard to increases in rates above
the cap but perhaps not as good a job as is desirable. In
part that is because any council finds itself in great
difficulty trying to get constructive input on a budget.
For my sins, I have been to many council budget
sessions over the years: as a councillor, as a private
citizen and as a member of Parliament. Not in the last
three or four years but in the three or four years before
that it was very much the ‘usual suspects’ who attended
and the same old arguments were being run. It would
not have mattered if the council had come in and said,
‘We’re going to increase rates by 150 per cent’, or if
they had said, ‘All right, we’re going to cut your rates
in half’; the same arguments would have been applied
and the same people would have turned up.
The Mornington Peninsula is an area where there is
generally a good level of engagement from the
community — far better in many matters than you get
in many parts of the state. While the key engagement
principles are enunciated in the Essential Services
Commission report and the requirements for the
councils to engage are in the bill, and that is very
appropriate, in practical terms this may prove to be a bit
of a challenge.
The final point I wanted to make on the Essential
Services Commission report concerns the commentary
in chapter 6 of the report on monitoring and reporting.
Coming back to the performance reporting framework
that I talked about earlier, the Baillieu and Napthine
governments and its ministers for local government,
former Minister Powell and former Minister Bull,
working with the local government industry, put a great
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deal of time and effort into eliminating redundant
reporting requirements, as did local government itself.
The net result of introducing the performance reporting
framework and the accountability framework was a
substantial reduction in the reporting requirements for
local government. There was a net benefit, a net
improvement, in cost. It would be very disappointing if
as a by-product of this bill we see increased reporting
requirements, more onerous requirements — and it is
very much in the hands of the government and the
commission, but I flag it as an issue — because while
individually these requirements probably do not have
great compliance costs, taken as a whole, as they are
imposed separately over an extended period, they add
significantly to the costs to councils, and of course we
know those costs are ultimately borne by the ratepayers.
This is a difficult issue. I have resisted the attempts by
the member for Mordialloc to have me say whether we
are going to oppose this bill or not; we will not. The bill
does go some way down the path of the claim that was
made on 5 May 2014 that council rates would be
capped. Unfortunately, as I said at the outset, it does not
cap council rates anywhere near the way the
government led the community to believe they would
be capped. It will be very interesting to see what
transpires in terms of this rate cap. I imagine the
government is hoping this bill will pass this house and
the other house before we rise for Christmas, because
the figures need to be done for the end of the year. It is
an interesting initiative. It is ultimately and sadly
another broken Labor promise.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The lead
speaker from the opposition says he is disappointed
with the words ‘fair go’. Fair go! They should be seared
into the psyche of every member of the Liberal and
Nationals parties, because that is why they are in
opposition — they did not understand what a fair go
is — and it is absolutely the reason Tony Abbott is no
longer the Prime Minister of this country. Unfairness
was at a critical point in all of this, and nowhere is this
shown and highlighted more than in what happened
with the Sunbury out of Hume proposition.
What did they do? They came up with this contrivance
to ram this proposition through the last executive
council meeting. It was the last gasp of misuse of
executive power under the coalition government. They
slipped it through, and what were they trying to do?
They were trying to win the seat of Sunbury, and they
failed. What has happened since? Just to put it on the
record, in the previous Parliament I raised this issue
directly with the then Premier, Denis Napthine, and
called him out on it. What they were trying to do in
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gaming the seat of Sunbury was unprecedented, unfair
and unsustainable. That is all that was wrong with it!
Then we had an independent inquiry into it by one of
the state’s foremost jurists, Frank Vincent. He analysed
it and came up with what the facts of the matter were
and what it was really all about. The rates in Sunbury
were going to go up by 14.2 per cent. There was going
to be a cross-subsidy from the people of the rest of the
electorate of Hume, which has some of the poorest
communities in the state of Victoria. They were going
to cross-subsidise this rort, this scam for votes, this setup and stitch-up — that is what it was. They knew
about it. They were warned about it, and I raised it
directly with the former Minister for Local Government
in this house. I challenged him to come to
Broadmeadows and speak to all the people there who
came to find out how this was going to work and what
it would mean for them. But of course there was a noshow. This is what was set up, and this was the case
that was prosecuted. It goes to the whole thing about
unfairness.
After the report from the transition auditors, what did
the former planning minister, now Leader of the
Opposition, say about this? Here he is, quoted in the
Hume Leader:
… if re-elected, the Liberals would give Sunbury its own
council as an ‘absolute priority’. ‘It’s a core commitment I
make this early on’, Mr Guy said.

Good luck with that. Run with that — a 14.2 increase in
rates. Good luck with that campaign. We need to get
this story up and out. The good people of Sunbury, the
rest of Hume and everywhere else need to know that
this is the stated policy of the Leader of the Opposition.
He wants to go to the next election running for a
proposition that will deliver a 14.2 per cent rate rise.
That is not my verdict on it; that is the verdict of one of
the most eminent jurists in the state of Victoria. That is
the contrivance those opposite got themselves into.
They did not have to have all these analyses on what
was wrong and why they lost the last election. There
was no vision, there was no plan and it was made up on
the run. It was just one thing after another, and then
there was the little cover-up line that ‘planning was not
bad’, but we have seen all the planning stuff unravel.
There were all these rorts for votes and scams that were
done during that period by the former government. It
really goes to the point of how the members of that
government actually set it up and what they thought
they were able to do to the poorest community in the
state. And it was not just one thing. It was the reverse
Robin Hood strategy all the way through.
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The former Minister for Planning, now the Leader of
the Opposition, took out nearly $100 million to shunt
down the train line to buy the vote of the member for
Frankston. We had that as well. Cut $25 million from
TAFE in the area and then merge it with Bendigo. Why
is that? Because that is a marginal seat as well. I called
it out at the time as the reverse Robin Hood strategy. In
America it is straight out of the Reagan White House
playbook and all the rest of it. They call it Hood Robin
over there; it is the same proposition. That is all it was.
Which was the area hardest hit by Tony Abbott’s two
budgets? The people in the City of Hume and in
Broadmeadows. We were forewarned. It was argued in
the Parliament here, so we cannot claim ignorance or
unintended consequence. This proposition was a
strategy, a set-up and a stitch-up. That is where the
former government is now. That is where it stands on a
fair go.
The Leader of the Opposition will do the same thing
again. He is wanting to get a cross-subsidy and put up
the rates for people in Sunbury by more than 14 per
cent and also for the rest of the City of Hume. That is
the approach the former government had. That is the
strategy it put into place, the strategy it prosecuted and
the strategy that failed. That is the critical point: it
failed. Good luck with that.
Here we are with the Fair Go rates bill — aptly
named — and it delivers on this issue, because council
rates are the biggest bill for most Victorians each year,
apart from their mortgage. Fair Go rates provide
certainty for Victorians that they will not be slugged by
unwarranted rate rises well above CPI. The bill also
brings transparency and accountability to local
government budget processes and has been part of the
Andrews Labor government’s reform proposal and
program for local government.
To put this into context, over the last decade Victorian
councils have raised their rates by 6 per cent a year on
average, twice the rate of inflation. This is clearly
unsustainable, and local governments are clearly unable
to address it alone. These rate rises put pressures on
families whose incomes do not increase at the same
rate. We can all cite examples of council expenditure
deemed questionable in various areas. It was a good
line in the then Leader of the Opposition’s media
release at the time when he said:
Under Labor, councils will be forced to limit rate rises and
detail where every dollar will be spent, because ratepayers
deserve a fair go. The days of ratepayers footing the bill for
Arnold Schwarzenegger impersonators are over.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
4250

ASSEMBLY

There you have it. No more Terminator impersonators.
He continued:
This policy also sends a clear message that we expect
councils to keep their rates in line with CPI; any increases
above this must provide a clear benefit to ratepayers.

That is what it is. It is about scrutiny, accountability and
a fair go and about getting compliance into this.
Commencing in February this year the Essential
Services Commission spent eight months studying and
consulting the sector before developing
recommendations for the implementation of Fair Go
rates. It did so through extensive consultation with the
sector, which was supplemented by a reference panel
established by the Minister for Local Government to
advise her on the Essential Services Commission’s
work. This is an example of good government that
stands in stark contrast to the previous administration.
Labor took the policy to the election and consulted
widely on the development of the legislation and
framework, and now it is getting on with delivering the
promise. In formulating the legislation, the government
has accepted almost all of the Essential Services
Commission’s recommendations. Where the
government has not accepted them, it has been for the
purpose of providing flexibility.
Here we have the contrast. The new Minister for Local
Government established the facts and got the evidence.
We now know where these issues stand and how we
can develop good policy. She then worked through the
consultation process. It was not just a scam worked out
as a triumph of politics over rational decision-making,
as we had from the former government. What we have
now is a rational approach dealt with in consultation
that will deliver a fair go.
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(Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. This is clearly a case of
saying one thing and doing another. The repeated
commitment pre-election — repeatedly stated in the
media and other forums — was that there would be a
rate cap at CPI. As the CPI of recent times has been
1.1 per cent, ratepayers should be asking the minister
why the rise is not being set at the level that was
promised a number of times pre-election — that is, CPI.
This bill defines the average rate cap as the percentage
amount equal to the change in the Melbourne CPI for
the financial year as forecast by the Department of
Treasury and Finance plus or minus any adjustment
specified by the minister. That was not in any of the
media releases that came out pre-election. Plus or
minus any adjustment from the minister was not
mentioned and is a far cry from the policy that was
mentioned pre-election, which was specifically that
rates would be capped at CPI.
The local government sector must be congratulated on
its campaign, subsequent to the election, that has caused
this change and has resulted in the cap being put in
place being a more generous one. Of interest is that the
Minister for Local Government is also saying she will
take into account other issues that may be affecting a
council or a group of councils, and this is something
else that was not mentioned pre-election. We may find
that we have a whole variety of councils across the
length and breadth of Victoria on different caps, put in
place specific to their needs. That was certainly not
what was promised, and I am sure the ratepayers of
Victoria will want to know why.

I say to opposition members: if they still want to argue
against a fair go, good luck to them. That is all I can
say, because the Victorian people and Australians,
given what we have seen happen to Tony Abbott, are
over these sorts of approaches and over this gaming of
the system for political self-interest rather than
governing in the best interests of the public. They are
particularly over coalition members going to the
poorest areas and trying to come up with scams and
schemes just because people in these communities do
not vote for them. There is a thing called responsible
government, and that gets you credibility and longevity,
and that is what they fail to realise, know or understand.
That is what has brought them undone, and that is why
they are in opposition.

Where a council wishes to increase its rates by more
than the average rate cap set by the minister, the bill
provides, as the lead speaker pointed out, that it may
apply to the Essential Services Commission (ESC) for
approval of a higher cap. There is a level of concern as
to where this cost will lie in the longer term. I know that
it has been addressed in the bill in the shorter term, but
at present the wording is that it will be subject to a
regulatory impact statement. But councils are looking
for more certainty and clarity that in the longer term
they will not incur these costs. It is clear that it will be
the councils that are under financial stress that will be
making these applications to the ESC, and the
government should perhaps clarify or qualify that it will
at least fund or, at a minimum, part fund any
applications that are being made into the future,
because this will simply put more financial pressure on
those councils that are already suffering a level of
hardship for whatever reasons and also the ratepayers
living in those municipalities.

Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
join the debate on the Local Government Amendment

This rate cap is being put in place at a time when state
government funding to councils has been cut and is
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diminishing — and this has been raised by a number of
councils across the length and breadth of Victoria. As
we know, we have seen the country roads and bridges
program cut and the Local Government Infrastructure
Fund cut. Community groups are going to councils
knowing that neighbouring community groups have
received funds out of the Local Government
Infrastructure Fund for facility upgrades and
community building upgrades only to be told that it is
simply not there anymore. It is clear that a number of
individual councils are overwhelmingly opposed to the
capping of rates, and the Municipal Association of
Victoria has voiced its opposition to this as well. It is a
little bit bemusing that it seems to be a lot louder postelection than the noises it was making pre-election.

anyway. It is of concern that the negative consequences
of rate capping that are being raised by a large number
of councils — being reduced to essential services,
reduced infrastructure spending, the possibility of some
employment reductions in councils — are being
dismissed by this government. The government is
continually claiming that it will only affect wasteful
spending by councils. The member for Broadmeadows
raised one incident — the Arnold Schwarzenegger
impersonator. I do not think anyone in the chamber
would believe that that is a good use of council funds.
But we also have a number of councils and councillors
raising very legitimate concerns, and these are simply
being dismissed by saying, ‘No, this is only going to
stop wasteful spending’.

I also want to talk for a short time about council staff
salaries and wages. We know that wages form a
significant component of the operating costs of local
government, and this was a point of conjecture for large
numbers of ratepayers and ratepayer groups. It was
continually raised with me in my time as minister.

One of those was Northern Grampians Shire Council,
which raised recently in the media that it would have to
get rid of its lollipop people who are on the pedestrian
crossings making sure people can cross the road safely.
If I heard rightly, the minister in her response on air
said councils manage their own budgets. When they
have a rate cap imposed on them they are not managing
their own budgets. With the greatest of respect, I have
slightly more faith in those councillors who are longterm local community members who are raising
concerns over the impacts of lost services and
infrastructure spending than I do in some of the rhetoric
that is coming out of the government.

Whilst the wages do form a significant component of
the operating costs, there are many councils still
covered by current enterprise bargaining agreements
(EBAs) and there are also a number of other councils
that will be entering negotiations in relation to
upcoming EBAs over the ensuing 12 months. The
sector predictably wants the state government to give
consideration to wages when setting the annual cap
rate. This is one area that I do believe needs to be reined
in, and it is also an area where I think the majority of
ratepayers in Victoria would expect costs and expenses
to be reined in.
In my time as minister I had a lot of correspondence
and a lot of discussions with ratepayers and ratepayer
groups that were expressing their displeasure at this,
and I also had some councillors who would organise
meetings to brief and explain to me about the financial
challenges that some of the councils on which they sat
were facing, but I found out that in some cases these
councils had 3 per cent, 4 per cent or 5 per cent salary
increases as part of their EBA negotiations. When this
was raised with the councils that said they were under
financial hardship — that they had 4 per cent and 5 per
cent annual salary rises — there was silence. Certainly
not all councils do this, but there are some, and it is
time these councils had a good look at what is
reasonable and sustainable in relation to their EBA
outcomes, particularly if they are councils that are
under financial stress.
Labor clearly said it would cap rates at the CPI rather
than at a constructed index that the minister can alter

Post-election the Andrews government apparently
realised the complexity of what was its simplistic policy
of rate capping, and now it has a dilemma. It must
support a number of councils with financial stresses
with a more generous above-CPI rate cap flexibility,
but then this is not what it promised the ratepayers of
Victoria, who took the CPI promise on good faith —
good faith that is clearly not being delivered.
I will finish with the comment I had from one longserving councillor of over 15 years, who I caught up
with in the last month and who pointed out to me the
irony of having a rate cap imposed on local government
and their finances stressed to them — in his own
words — by a party that does not have a great record in
managing its own finances, with projects like the
desalination plant, myki and Melbourne Market all
being blown out budget-wise, running enormously over
cost. Yet they are being lectured at about how to run
their own finances in rural areas. Some of these
councils have big financial challenges — massive road
networks and diminishing population bases — and they
do need this flexibility. While I am pleased that the
government is providing that, that is not what was
promised pre-election.
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Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Local Government Amendment
(Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. This is a really important
bill, and I am delighted that the minister is in the
chamber today, as she has worked really hard to deliver
this bill to the house, and I congratulate her on that.
This is an important piece of policy that was announced
by the Labor Party in May 2014, a full six months
ahead of the election, and one that was exceedingly
well received by the people in my electorate of
Macedon. In fact from the time it was announced it has
been a piece of policy and a commitment the Labor
Party made that has been welcomed whenever I am at
street stalls, whenever I am doorknocking or whenever
I am in touch with people in my community.
Those on the other side of the house might not care
about the cost of living pressures experienced by
everyday Victorians, they might not care about value
for money being delivered to everyday Victorians and
they have obviously never cared for reform in the
interests of the communities that they purport to serve,
but this side of the house — the Labor Party, the
Andrews Labor government — is absolutely committed
to delivering on all of these things. Labor will always
stand up for those people in our community who are
doing it tough, people who have to budget to meet their
day-to-day expenses, people who work hard to raise
their families, people who struggle against attacks on
their working conditions by the conservative forces in
this nation — the very people, indeed, for whom the
Liberal Party has never shown any regard. These are
the people that those on this side of the house, the
Andrews Labor government, will always stand up for,
and that is why we are introducing the Local
Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015.
Over the last 10 years Victorian councils have
increased their rates by 6 per cent a year on average.
That is twice the rate of inflation. I am certain that the
working people and those on fixed incomes who those
on this side of the house represent would dearly love to
see their salaries or their pensions increased by 6 per
cent a year. On this side we recognise that rates are the
biggest bill that most Victorians will pay each year
apart from their mortgage, and what we want to do —
and indeed what this bill does — is provide certainty to
Victorians that they will not be slugged with
unwarranted rate rises well above CPI. This bill brings
transparency and accountability to local government
budget processes, and it is part of the Andrews Labor
government reform program for local government.
Those on the other side of the house who want to
characterise this bill as an attack on local government
are absolutely missing the point. The Local
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Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015 is
about ensuring that councils can maintain the trust of
their communities by applying the financial discipline
that their communities expect. Indeed, as the Lord
Mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle, said on 19 October
this year, referring to his role as a councillor:
Your responsibility is to sharpen your pencil as hard as you
can and keep the rates down as far as you can.

As Sebastian Klein, who is a councillor for Hepburn
Shire Council, a ward councillor in Trentham in my
electorate and also the President of the Victorian Local
Governance Association, has said:
The best councils keep a tight rein on budgets and only spend
what it takes to get a job done well.

This bill will ensure that councils are applying the
necessary discipline to keep their rates low and to keep
them within the cap that this bill seeks to establish. That
is because, as I have said, the rate impost on everyday
Victorians is an enormous impost and we must ensure
that our communities are getting value for their money.
The previous speaker attempted to characterise this as
being anti local government or anti councils. I am very
proud of the fact that this government is in partnership
with a number of the councils in my electorate to
deliver some very substantial projects. I am delighted
that we have committed $1.15 million to the rebuild of
Victoria Park in Daylesford to develop a fantastic
multifunction community and sport centre. We have
committed $240 000 to assist Macedon Ranges Shire
Council to upgrade kindergartens, $200 000 to work
with Macedon Ranges Shire Council to put lights at the
Kyneton Showgrounds and $120 000 also to Macedon
Ranges Shire Council for a municipal emergency
management program. I hope and expect to continue to
enjoy a very productive relationship with local councils
in my electorate. This is a bill that is really delivering
on the needs of families across Victoria who are
constantly having to manage their tight budgets. It is an
excellent bill. I commend the minister for bringing it to
the house, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — The Kennett era
continues here and it continues with this bill. The ghost
of Kennett arises! The curse of Kennett has gone from
Hawthorn down to local governments now. We know
the effects of Kennett’s rate capping, the effects in the
past with infrastructure backlog and the inability of
councils to deliver core services, and now it returns.
The Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015 is an attack on local communities. It is an
attack on democracy. It is an attack on the finances of
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local governments, the services and the infrastructure
they provide and on those who are most in need and
rely on the services local governments provide. This
bill allows the minister to set a cap on increases in rate
revenue that can be levied in one financial year. It
allows a council to apply for a variation to the cap and
it stipulates that rate capping is to be based on CPI. The
Greens support well-managed local councils that are
efficiently delivering for their community, but we
oppose this bill with its lack of transparency and the
significant constraints imposed on councils to deliver
for their community, particularly those in regional and
rural areas, and we are seriously concerned about the
impact this will have on services and infrastructure in
the local community.
Harking back to the member for Ivanhoe’s comments
in the debate on the government business program, he
essentially said the Greens are subservient to local
government, that we are beholden to local
government — that nefarious group of individuals who
are looking to deliver services to their local community
or trying to make their communities more livable. I
would suggest, if you are looking at cost of living
effects, looking at taking on the gambling industry and
the potential effect it has on low-income earners out
there in communities.
The Greens will continue to support councils being able
to prepare budgets, as they do in consultation with their
local constituents without being subject to this
bureaucratic intervention from state government.
Unlike state and federal governments, local councils
invite formal submissions to their budgets. They put
their draft budget out for consultation. It is adopted at
an open council meeting with the opportunity for
amendment — not just handed down from above, like a
state budget. We are in a climate now where we have
cutbacks to local governments and reduced funding
from federal to state government.
I refer to the fact that the government is concerned
about cuts to local government and is concerned about
the impact on government bottom lines, because live
off the Twitter feed there is a media release under the
heading ‘Federal government cuts cost Victoria’s local
councils $118 million’:
The tabling of the Victoria Grants Commission’s annual
report has revealed the damage inflicted by the federal
coalition government’s cuts to funding for local councils.

The government is concerned about cuts from the
federal government and concerned about council’s
bottom line, but here it is pulling the rug from
underneath them and denying them the ability to set
rates and to gain revenue that suits the needs of local
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communities. This rate cap poses a real risk of severe
cuts to council services and will hit many communities
hard. Local governments are on the front line of
delivering for our local communities. They are making
our communities livable and providing the essential
services that so many rely on.
In the Prahran electorate, we have three councils:
Stonnington City Council, where I was a councillor for
two years prior to joining this place.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — No. Actually I replaced him in the
subsequent election, so our paths did not cross,
unfortunately. I am not sure who was more relieved that
he was no longer a South Ward councillor, himself or
the residents!
We have also got Port Phillip City Council and
Melbourne City Council there in South Yarra. I am
familiar with Stonnington City Council. It is delivering
good things for its community — big things such as the
Chapel Street master plan; the open space strategy,
creating more open spaces; the Cato Street open space
and the undergrounding of the car park; the
implementation of the bike strategy; and the Yarra
River biodiversity project. These are big, significant,
major projects that will benefit not only the local
community but all residents of Melbourne and our state.
All councils are also delivering social services and
community services to those most in need. They are
involved in strategic planning — they are on the front
line of all our planning decisions and setting our
planning laws — community advocacy and
sustainability initiatives. Councils are doing great
things, and they need to be supported to be able to do
that.
We are concerned that this rate cut is pegged at CPI,
which does not reflect the cost of government. We are
concerned that the CPI is not reasonable. It does not
reflect the unavoidable cost pressures that are faced by
local government. We have got rural councils with
roads of significant length that have far higher costs.
We have got other impacts — wage increases, the
implementation of high-quality local infrastructure and
basic services. Councils are doing that heavy lifting, yet
this government is essentially making — I think, if you
add up the sums for Stonnington — a million-dollar cut
to local budgets.
In this amendment the minister may oppose a rate cap
on all councils, a class of councils or a specified
council. Look, if you are going to provide a rate cap, if
you are going to have this legislation for a rate cap, it is
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good that you would have flexibility in that rate
capping. It is not a one-size-fits-all approach. It is
important, if the minister is going to go down this route,
that the government consult with the local community,
that the local government sector have confidence in this
process, that there is transparency and disclosure in this
process and that the local governments can have
confidence that the rate cap set at least gives
consideration to their individual needs.
There is a process in which councils can apply for a
variation, which is essentially an appeal against the rate
cap set. But the time lines, I think, are difficult to meet
and problematic. We have got the minister setting the
rate cap by 31 December. The council must advise the
Essential Services Commission by the end of January
of an intention to apply. The council must apply for a
variation by 31 March. The Essential Services
Commission takes two months then to make a decision,
so essentially we are going to see councils needing to
run two budgets for their community consultation: one
whilst awaiting a decision by the commission — that is,
one budget based on whether their variation is
successful — another if it is not.
We have also got a fee that needs to be paid, which
could even essentially put this process out of reach or
make it not worthwhile for some councils. We have
also got the fact that wages are rising, and that is not
taking into account this CPI-based cap. New South
Wales has already introduced rate caps, and a general
standing committee of the New South Wales
Parliament has recently released a report highlighting
the infrastructure backlogs, the underspending on asset
maintenance and the operating deficits, and the report
concludes that there needs to be reform in this area.
Communities should be able to decide the level of
services provided by their local council and the rates
they are willing to pay for such services.
I was hopeful that we would have been joined by the
coalition in our opposition to this bill, particularly by
The Nationals, given that this rate capping will have the
effect that this will have on rural and regional councils.
Having very intently listened to the contribution by the
member for Gippsland East, I can tell members that I
am pretty confused as to which way they will be voting
on this particular bill. What we have seen from
coalition members, from the Liberals, is an absolutely
shameless performance on this particular bill. One day
you have got the shadow Minister for Local
Government going out there, telling rural communities
how terrible the effects of rate capping will be on their
communities and crying crocodile tears. Then the next
day they are saying it is a broken promise because the
government has not cut rates further. They are urging
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further cuts and to have them sooner. They are making
a weathervane look like the Rock of Gibraltar. This is
absolutely appalling.
We need a government and an opposition and all
parties to not just support local government but
absolutely champion local government. We need
members who will stand up for their local communities.
So much of what can make our communities great,
what can make them livable, is administered by local
government. We are all very good at advocating for our
community and seeing what else needs to be done in
our community to make it better — no matter at what
level of government — but are we going to go and tell
these local councils where they should cut?
Are we going to go and tell the Moreland and Yarra
councils? Are the local members there going to tell
them where they should cut their services? Are we
going to tell Stonnington and Darebin where they are
going to cut their services, or Boroondara or Bayside?
Where are we going to tell them to cut? Basic services?
Is it going to be the big projects? Are we going to see
councils having to raise their debt just to service their
basic council needs? We do not need a government that
is intent on exerting its power, rate capping — or let us
call it kneecapping — local councils in their ability to
provide for their communities.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr HIBBINS — You like that one? With the
massive population growth in Melbourne, councils
need to be able to invest in infrastructure and services.
They need to be able to meet the needs of their local
community. The Greens oppose this bill.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am really pleased to
support the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go
Rates) Bill 2015, a bill that was affirmed by the
Victorian public at the ballot box last year, a bill that
has already seen average rate increases across Victoria
drop in the recent council budgets because of the
increased public scrutiny that has been brought to bear
on local government by this Andrews Labor
government policy. I want to pick up on what the
member for Gippsland East said when he made some
comments about the fact that the CPI is 1.7 per cent and
that the government has introduced a cap at that rate.
That of course is because the CPI changes every year
and because we are taking the recommendations from
Treasury every year about how we will set those rates
and how they will be applied.
I note that for the member for Gippsland East but also
say that at Banyule City Council, where I served for

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 10 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

five years as a councillor, you absolutely understand,
particularly when representing people in West
Heidelberg and surrounds, that for people on fixed
incomes rates are a very significant part of their budget
and a very significant part of the contributions that they
are required to make year in, year out. Priorities are
what determine what cuts are made and what programs
are funded, and we are all held accountable in a
democracy, whether that is in local government or
whether that is in this place.
At Banyule council a decision has been made to
allocate $31 million to build new council offices at
Greensborough after accumulative rate increases of
34 per cent in the past three years. This was backed up
by the Age on 5 July 2014:
In metropolitan Melbourne, the residents of Banyule
council — taking in Ivanhoe, Greensborough and
Heidelberg — are the worst hit, with an average increase of
$109, or 7.1 per cent.

Again under the headline ‘Ratepayers hit with 5 per
cent rise’ the Age of 5 July 2013 says:
Likely to be in for the biggest shock today are those in
Banyule City Council, which takes in Ivanhoe and
Greensborough.
They will have a rate rise of $172 …

That is up amongst the highest in the state. I say that if
the council in Banyule wants to choose to invest
ratepayers money in $31 million for a new Taj Mahal at
Greensborough instead of choosing priorities which are
about investing in and funding critical services, such as
home and community care services, maternal and child
health services, footpaths, roads, rates and rubbish —
these are the key issues of local government — and if
the choices the members of Banyule City Council make
are about expending $31 million on new offices for
themselves at Greensborough, that is a priorities
decision they have made for which they will be held
accountable by the people of Banyule at the next
election.
The mayor of Banyule used ratepayers money on
24 October 2014 to send every ratepayer in Banyule a
letter pointing out why the council thinks the rate
capping policy will be bad — spent and paid for by
Banyule ratepayers. One week later he nominated in the
state election to run as a stooge for the Liberal Party,
but he used ratepayers money a week earlier to write to
everybody to tell them why Labor’s policy is bad. I had
people coming in to vote with our supportive literature
outlining why the rate capping policy is supported in
Ivanhoe, why it is supported in Eaglemont and why it is
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supported in Heidelberg — people who are paying the
highest rates in Banyule time and time again.
I say that if Banyule councillors want to make threats in
mail funded by ratepayers that they will cut critical
services while at the same time making decisions to
spend $31 million of ratepayers money building
themselves new offices at Greensborough, they should
not be surprised if next year people who are paying
those rates decide that their priorities are different and
seek to be represented by people who have very
different priorities from the seven people who sit
around the table at the moment. These are the critical
issues that get determined in a democracy. These are
decisions that we took to an election and that have been
supported by the Victorian people.
I say also that Banyule City Council refused, when I
was a councillor, to have annual tabling of mobile
phone expenses, Cabcharges and trip costs. It refused to
allocate and publicly advertise what those costs were
year in, year out when I put those matters before
council when I was there between 2005 and 2010. It
still refuses to publish those details on an annual basis,
yet it uses ratepayers money to enjoy those privileges of
office. That is another disgrace. If you want to cut
funding, cut things like mayoral balls, which I opposed
when I was there, because the only people who attend
them in the main are dodgy developer mates and people
who end up on ballot papers as running mates for local
councillors.
I put it to members that this is the sort of stuff we are
sick of in Banyule. This is the sort of stuff we want to
have held to account. We know very well that the
decisions the council has made have not always been in
the interests of ratepayers, despite the hard work of
staff. This policy, affirmed by people at the ballot box
who support the Andrews government, will bring a
greater level of accountability for ratepayers and greater
justice for ratepayers and people on fixed incomes in
our electorates — in Labor electorates — who want to
make sure that the services they prioritise and use every
day are the services their council is funding and
supporting with their money. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I too rise to speak
on the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015. At the outset I make it clear that the
opposition is not opposing this bill; however, it has
some reservations about some of the provisions within
it, and it certainly has some reservations about what
was promised prior to the election and what is being
delivered to the Victorian people. I am going to go
through a little bit of the main provisions of the bill, and
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then I want to talk about how it is going to affect us
locally in the areas I look after, which are the cities of
Knox and Maroondah and areas which fall in the
Assembly electorate of Bayswater.
The purpose of the bill is to make amendments to the
Local Government Act 1989 and also the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001, and it will provide a
mechanism for setting rate caps as far as increases go
for rate revenue on a yearly basis at local councils. One
of the main provisions within the bill is at clause 3,
which amends section 3(1) of the Local Government
Act to insert definitions, which is obviously highly
important when we are talking about the new
provisions. There are definitions now being inserted
about what an average rate cap is, the base average rate,
the base year, the capped average rate, the capped year,
CPI, the Essential Services Commission (ESC) — I
think we know that one — a general order, a higher cap
and also a special order.
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that there would be a permanent library for Bayswater,
and that would be for children, like my daughter,
Charlie, who loves to read and always says, ‘Can we go
to the library?’. I look at the future generations — her
children and their children — if they grow up in the
same area and say, ‘Hang on, why can’t we have a
beautiful permanent library?’.
I have to say that that was actually intended to go across
the road from where my office is, where we had a grand
plan for some 10 years or so to build a beautiful new
library and community centre, where there could be
meeting rooms and also perhaps a community hub, if
you like. That was all supposed to give a focus to the
centre of Bayswater, but it now looks as though it will
not happen because the undergrounding of the railway
line in Bayswater falls short of the original plans and
leaves absolutely no provision for that project. I am
sure I will have my say on that matter on another day.
The CEO went on to say:

The main new provision for rate capping comes in
under clause 8, and new section 185A sets out the
purposes of the new rate cap system. It says that it is to
promote the long-term interests of ratepayers in the
community in relation to sustainable outcomes for their
local areas as far as the delivery of services and critical
infrastructure goes but also to ensure that a council has
the financial capability to perform its duties and
functions and exercise its powers. It is interesting to
note on that one that I had a letter from one of my local
council CEOs a couple of months ago, back in June. He
wrote:
This letter is to draw to your attention significant external
financial pressures placed on council that will impact future
service provision and infrastructure maintenance.

In particular he talked about impending rate capping
having a constraint upon council’s financial capacity
into the future. He then went on to talk about council’s
budget process — how it is that it comes about its
budget every year and its rate rises — and he said:
The 2015–16 budget outlines the provision of financial
resources for the next 12 months and details how these
resources will be applied to meet these priority actions as well
as delivering the more than 120 services and extensive range
of programs that council provides to the community.

I think about those sorts of things that councils provide.
Obviously there is garbage collection and that type of
thing, but there are also things as simple as libraries,
which we take for granted.
I look at what is happening in my own area, and just out
the back of my office and in our shopping centre we
have a temporary library. We have always proposed

As always, our ongoing challenge is to balance the needs of
our community maintain the quality and level of our services
and manage the ever increasing costs that Council must
accommodate This budget will ensure Council can continue
to meet the high level and variety of service expected by our
community whilst ensuring our long term financial
sustainability.

I have looked at the sort of infrastructure that
Maroondah City Council has put in place over the last
few years. Recently I had the great pleasure of going to
the opening of Aquanation. As the member for
Bayswater, I am very proud to say that I helped
persuade Hugh Delahunty, the then minister for sport,
to contribute the first $3 million towards Aquanation,
which prompted the federal government to then give
some money, with the rest of the cost being met by
ratepayers. A few weekends ago my daughter, Charlie,
went to Aquanation for a party for one of her friends,
and it was fantastic. That sort of infrastructure does not
just happen by accident; we are talking about a
$30 million-plus facility. If rate capping is to be set at
CPI, we are not going to be able to have those sorts of
new facilities.
If a local council goes along to the ESC and says, ‘We
want more money’, then councillors will have to justify
every penny over the next few years, as they should,
but rate capping will make it so much more difficult.
Community consultation already happens, and now
they will have to go through an extra process. What I
find most funny about all of this is that, for the privilege
of applying to the ESC for a variation in the rates,
councils will have to pay a fee. They already incur a fee
for preparing the documents that need to be sent to the
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ESC — ‘This is what we are doing. This is the budget.
This is what we are proposing. This is how we are
going to be responsible citizens. This is how we are
going to do responsible governance’ — and now they
will also have to pay a lodgement fee to the ESC. I find
that all a little bit perplexing.
The CEO of Maroondah City Council spoke about the
120-odd services that the council provides. I think of
the local kindergartens that are run by the local council
and the school crossing supervisors. People have talked
about cost shifting between state, federal and local
governments for many years, but how are they going to
be able to afford things as necessary as school crossing
supervisors if local governments are not going to be
able to put up their rates according to what is going on?
We know that a very large chunk of the expenditure of
councils is spent on staff salaries. Of course often there
are wage claims, and a lot of council staff — I think
about 60 per cent — are still on current enterprise
bargaining agreements, but those agreements are going
to have to be renegotiated over the next couple of years.
If there are major wage claims, then where on earth is
that money going to come from? We know that staff
salaries is the bulk of local councils’ expenditure? I
think we have some challenges ahead.
I think of such wonderful local events as the Ringwood
Highland Games, which has been getting a nice amount
of money to help bring the games to the local area. Lots
of people come from interstate, intrastate and from right
across Melbourne to this wonderful Scottish festival,
but the games funding has been cut, and next year it is
going to be cut again. In fact it is thought that next year,
the 50th Ringwood Highland Games, is probably going
to be the last because the council has been cutting
money. Local councils will not be able to afford things
like this if they are still trying to pay for essential things
like school crossing supervisors.
I have great respect for the concept of keeping local
government accountable — it is our money; I pay rates,
and I do like the money to be spent wisely — but I also
have a great problem with the concept that, with the
wave of a pen, the minister can make variations. I also
have a problem with the ESC, and with the fact that if
an application for funding is made to the ESC an
application fee has to be paid. These are just extra
burdens. I look at all of this and say that I do not know
if that this is exactly what was promised before the
election, and that I am very disappointed about it.
Time will tell as to whether people have been, I will not
say misled but perhaps sold a bit of a pup on this one
and whether this legislation will deliver what people out
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in the electorate think they will be getting. I certainly do
not think it is the package deal that voters thought they
would be getting. As I said, time will tell as to how
much of this will fulfil the promises made before the
election and how much is just a little bit of spin.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — It is a great pleasure to
join the debate on the Local Government Amendment
(Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. It is all in the name. I note
that the lead speaker for the opposition took great issue
with the notion that we would have ‘fair go’ in the
name of a bill. Every member of this place should be
about a fair go, and particularly when it relates to the
exorbitant costs that ratepayers have had to absorb over
a long period of time. This cost, along with electricity
bills, is really crippling households in my community. It
behoves everyone — every tier of government, as the
Lord Mayor of Melbourne, Robert Doyle, said — to
sharpen their pencils.
I think that elected councillors have nothing to fear
from this legislation. There are increasing costs in the
interface areas that I represent, with new communities
and new facilities needing to be built, which is why the
interface members of this government pushed really
hard for the introduction of an interface fund. But there
should also be nothing wrong with having councils
subjected to an independent process. It gives
councillors an additional proving of their budget and an
additional watch on the budgets proposed by council
officers. Councillors do not have full-time positions. It
takes a lot of effort to be involved in council and in
budget discussions, and some councillors do it better
than others. There is a very real concern in the
community about how much council rates have been
increasing each year. Over the past 10 years within the
municipalities covered by the Yan Yean electorate, the
Shire of Mitchell has seen an average 8.23 per cent
increase every year; Nillumbik, 7.3 per cent; and
Whittlesea, 4.3 per cent. It behoves councillors to
explain why these sorts of increases are necessary.
Councillors have expressed their concerns to me about
cost shifting. I think the best mechanism within this
piece of legislation is that, if councils do feel that they
have been done over by another level of government
through not providing an adequate level of funding,
they have an opportunity to put that case before the
Essential Services Commission and get the tick of
approval. Then they can go to their ratepayers in any
one year, or next year in an election year it can say,
‘We got the tick. We had to increase rates because of
being done over by another tier of government’. It
actually gives them the strength and power that they do
not have at the moment to independently prove that.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
4258

ASSEMBLY

Today we have seen, and I noted that the lead speaker
from the opposition said, that the Victoria Grants
Commission did not cut funds to local government but
just froze indexation. In growing municipalities like
mine that will mean that the Shire of Mitchell will lose
more than $1.4 million, the Shire of Nillumbik will lose
$712 000 and the City of Whittlesea will lose more than
$2.8 million. You cannot have it both ways, and it
seems like the opposition is attempting to do that. If
councils find that they need to increase rates because of
that freeze in indexation, they will be able to apply for a
variation to the rate cap, to present that and to get a
clean bill of health.
I want to cover a couple of matters particularly in
relation to the budget in the City of Whittlesea. There is
a disappointing issue going on at the moment regarding
a decision that has been made by that local council, and
I really hope the council is going to reverse it.
Whittlesea Community Connections looks after the
most vulnerable people in our community. It looks after
people who are homeless, who need food vouchers and
who are fleeing from family violence. Behind closed
doors this mean council has cut funding to this fantastic
group. The grants that this organisation receives to do
its essential work with the most vulnerable people in
our community have been cut by this mean-spirited
council. In order to pay rent the organisation will now
have to use money that is supposed to be to assist
people in the community. It is not good enough.
The late, great Peter Cleeland, a former federal member
for McEwen, was the chair of this august organisation,
and he pushed really hard to make sure that a
community legal service was set up within Whittlesea
Community Connections. He worked long and
tirelessly as a volunteer after he retired as the member
for McEwen. These Whittlesea councillors should take
a leaf out of his book, make a commitment to the
community and do the right thing. What is even worse
is that they will not even be accountable for the
decision that they have made, because they have made
it behind closed doors. We cannot be certain. In the
Whittlesea Leader this week the chief executive officer
of Whittlesea Community Connections, Jemal Ahmet,
said:
My understanding is the officers would have recommended
not to —

increase the rent —
but we can never know for sure.

These councillors did it in a confidential meeting. What
a corruption of democracy, and what cowardice to
make such a decision behind closed doors. I would urge
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these councillors to make good and to reverse this
decision. It is not good politics, it is not good for
democracy, and it is not good for the most vulnerable
people in one of the fastest growing areas in the state.
They cannot go around lecturing others about how
money is spent when they do things like this.
I am pleased to do things in partnership with local
councils when they are doing the right thing, but the
community is concerned. There are some municipalities
where executive salaries are exorbitant. The member
for Ivanhoe mentioned mayoral balls. I am completely
opposed to the Whittlesea mayoral ball. I think it should
be a fundraiser for local organisations. Why not charge
all of us to go? I would still go, and I would pay my
own way. I can see the whips trying to wind me up, but
let me finish my point. As developers have said to me,
you could simply reserve a few places for those who
could not afford it.
I would also say that regarding things like $300 000 for
a community festival that no-one attends, I am sure
there are other ways that rates can be spent. They
should not be spent on the VIP sectioned-off areas that
are always at Whittlesea community events. For
goodness sake, the people who get their citizenship are
not provided with refreshments on one of the hottest
days of the year, but the councillors go off to a VIP
sectioned-off area. I would hope in this sort of
environment we will be able to have a fair go for all
ratepayers. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my pleasure to rise to
speak on the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go
Rates) Bill 2015.
Mr Edbrooke — Come on, Timmy.
Mr T. SMITH — I thank the member for Frankston
for his encouragement on these matters. This is an
election promise of the former Labor opposition, and as
a consequence of its winning of the election the
opposition will not be opposing this bill. We do accept
that the government has a mandate for certain changes
to rate capping in this state, but what the Labor Party
promised leading up to the last election is not what is
being enacted here today. Quite simply this set of
measures will not cap rates at CPI. In fact the Essential
Services Commission review of this set of policies has
predicted that the forecast annual rate cap for 2016–17
will be 3.05 per cent. Current inflation for the
Melbourne area is about 1.5 per cent, so that is a broken
promise — quite specifically a broken promise.
The simple fact is that the policy Labor took to the last
election was simplistic. CPI is not the best measure for
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local government expenses given that Labor’s mates in
the Australian Services Union (ASU) have been
demanding wage increases of extortionate amounts
over the best part of the last decade. I remember the
enterprise bargaining agreement at the City of
Stonnington when I was mayor and when I was a
councillor. It started at 5 per cent. Someone has got to
pay for that, and it is the ratepayers. When you have got
the ASU demanding these extortionate wage increases,
ratepayers have to pay for it.
We know that throughout the sector wages in local
government are around 40 to 45 per cent of the cost of
local government, so I make the observation that the
desire to cap rates — the desire to keep control of local
government expenses — has come from Labor’s mates
in the union movement. That has been the driver of the
increased costs. The 6 per cent-on-average rate rises
that have been talked about in the sector over the last
decade come from the ASU; they come from these
extortionate wage claims that we have seen. We know
the ASU is opposed to rate capping. I can understand
why; it goes to its very self-interest.
At the same time, however, what has been promised by
the Labor Party in the lead-up to the last election is not
what is being enacted here today. What rates will be
capped at will be in excess of CPI. That is before you
get into the variation models that have been proposed.
We know that the Essential Services Commission said
that there should be only one rate cap that applies
equally to all councils across Victoria, and the
government did not accept that recommendation. That
concerns me. I think there should be one rule for all.
Given that we now have this quite strange process
where councils can apply to a quango and make a
submission to have various issues taken into account,
you will have public servants deciding what can and
cannot be allowed above and beyond this rather odd
cocktail of wage increases and CPI blended together to
work out what the rate cap should be. I worry greatly
that there will be discrimination against certain councils
in favour of other councils. The Essential Services
Commission made it very clear that it does not support
different rate caps around the state. It said:
There can be no doubt that there is very significant diversity
of circumstances across the 79 councils operating in Victoria.

That is true; but what they also said is:
On balance, we have decided against these approaches —

that is, multiple rate caps —
for a number of reasons. Our primary concern was the
arbitrariness of such arrangements. The adjustments that
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might be made under either of these approaches are not selfevident and would involve a large degree of judgement.

We on this side of the house have always said, since we
trialled this during the Kennett era, that it simply did
not work. I understand and I see the motivation for
what Labor is trying to do here, and for certain
councils — certainly not any council I have ever been a
part of — I could see why the state government is
trying to cap rate rises, because they have been
extortionate. As I said earlier, that is largely because of
union demands for wage rises.
Ms Ward interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — The member for Eltham can
laugh as much as she likes, but it is a simple fact. It is a
simple fact. And we know — —
Ms Thomson interjected.
Mr T. SMITH — And the member for Footscray is
out of her seat and squawking. The point is that what
the government promises is not what it will be
delivering. As I said before, the rate rises that will be
occurring under Labor will be in excess of CPI. That is
not what it went to the last election with. We know why
rates have been going out of control over the last
decade, and we know through our experience through
the Kennett era that such attempts to cap rates have a
detrimental impact on local infrastructure, on local
services and indeed on the local popularity of members
of Parliament who are trying to defend this to their
constituents when they are getting calls telling them
that various different services and the like have been
cancelled or have been realigned or some such.
So we have got experience in these matters. We did
make it quite clear that we respect the mandate of the
government on these matters, but in our experience this
is going to be a very difficult set of circumstances to
work out and achieve equity across the state. I wish the
minister the best of luck in trying to work out which
rate caps should be applied at what level, in what
council, where and for what reasons. I wish her the best
of luck, particularly in Labor-held councils in Labor
areas.
Mr Katos — In marginal seats.
Mr T. SMITH — And indeed in marginal seats, as
my friend, the member for South Barwon, has
lamented. I will be very interested to see the level of
ministerial interference in the role of the Essential
Services Commission as it works out, coming up to
election time, who gets the higher rate caps and who
does not. I will just pose that question.
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Ms Spence — So you are opposing it.
Mr T. SMITH — No, I am not opposing this bill; I
am posing the question. That is my job in the
opposition here — to pose the question. It is their job to
see how it works out, and I fear for those guys that they
will not have much fun doing it. Thank you very much.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — It is always a pleasure to
follow the member for Kew. It gives me great pleasure
to rise to contribute to debate on the Local Government
Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. This bill
delivers on another election commitment and is from a
government that is true to its word, that gets on with it
and that is doing things that Victorians voted for.
Victorians are hardworking, decent people. They are
fair people, and they all deserve the chance to be the
best they possibly can be. They deserve access to
decent and affordable health care, a quality education
and to be free from harm, intimidation and violence.
These are all fundamental human rights set out in the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. They are
equally entitled to a strong, fair, stable and working
democracy and to a system of government that supports
them, but does not charge them unfairly.
I have often heard people say that councils are only
good for roads, rates and rubbish. I strongly disagree
with this statement. Local government in my view
plays a much greater role than this. A good
municipality will be a leading municipality — it is one
that liaises closely with state and federal governments
but also one that charts its own course. It is a
municipality that delivers services and promotes sport
and recreation, social activity and a sense of
community. The services of local government come at
a cost, and this bill addresses a serious and growing
problem that we have seen in the state for a number of
years — that is, rising rates bills. Time and time again,
year in, year out, families, individuals and businesses
cannot afford or understand these rates bills.
If we are talking about rates, it would be remiss of me
to not mention at this time the botched Liberal proposal
for the separation of Sunbury from Hume City Council.
We always maintained that to do this the economics
must stack up. We could not stand for a situation
whereby rates would go up and services would actually
decline, but that is what the Liberals promised and that
is what they are still promising. After extensive
consultation with the Sunbury community, independent
auditors Frank Vincent and John Watson recommended
against proceeding with separation due to the long-term
and significant financial impact on Sunbury residents.
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The auditors found that a separation at this time would
result in much higher rates and a reduction in services
and community facilities for ratepayers. The report
concluded that to maintain a similar level of services for
a proposed Sunbury council, rates would need to
increase by 14.2 per cent in the first year and 8.5 per
cent every year after that. They found the process to be
unprecedented, unsustainable and potentially legally
challengeable. So I am not sure how those opposite can
come into this place today and support this policy yet
still maintain their desire to hike rates up by 14.2 per
cent in Sunbury in the first year and 8 per cent every
year after that.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr J. BULL — Tell them they are dreaming.
The former Minister for Local Government spoke on
this bill a short time ago and said that there are a
number of councils under financial stress. This is the
same former minister who was happy to commit to the
Sunbury out of Hume process.
Over the last 10 years Victorian councils have raised
their rates by 6 per cent a year on average — twice the
rate of inflation. This is unsustainable, and local
governments are clearly unable to address it alone.
With each rate rise comes pressure on families and
individuals, starting with those who are struggling the
most.
For someone with a healthy bank balance, a wellpaying job and perhaps a mortgage paid off, a few
percentage points each year may not be such a big
impact. Contrast this with a family or individual who
has recently gone through a job loss, ill health, the
death of a family member or who is struggling with
low-income pressure; a few percentage points each year
is money that they simply do not have.
This is a bill about giving Victorians a fair go and
ensuring that their rates money is spent effectively and
efficiently. This is a significant reform for Victoria and
for local government across the state, and once again it
is a Labor government that has delivered it. This
government is getting on with what it promised, and I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on the Local
Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015.
This is a bill that I have taken great interest in, not only
as a member of Parliament but as somebody who is a
former councillor and a former employee in local
government. I have had the opportunity to see the
impact of this bill on both sides of the ledger, if you
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like, in terms of both elected officials and the staff of
local government.
Can I firstly say that local government plays a very
important role in our community, and I commend the
work it does across the state. Locally I would like to
commend the work of the City of Knox, an
organisation that I was proud to serve as a local
councillor.
Mr Wynne — For how long?
Mr WAKELING — I served one term, prior to
entering this house. I worked in the Nillumbik Shire
Council. Anyone who knows the history of Nillumbik
council will know that was a fraught organisation, and I
am very pleased to see that it finally sorted out the mess
that was the council at the time. As an employee, that
was a very challenging period.
I just say that I find this bill interesting in the sense that
we have a group of people who are dictating to one tier
of government how it is meant to operate. But one
would think you would live by your actions rather than
your words. Given that it is seeking to impose on local
government that its rates be levied at a particular level
and that it should limit its expenditure to CPI, one
would think the Victorian government would be living
by its own example. One would think this year’s state
budget would show that this is a government seeking to
increase expenses on Victorians at a similar rate to CPI.
One only needs to look at the state budget to see that
this government has done anything but increase rates
and charges on Victorians at the rate of CPI, yet it is
seeking to impose that principle on local government.
It would be very interesting to see the history of those
opposite who have served as local councillors and to
see their voting record when they were members of
local government, because obviously then they would
have voted against any rate increase higher than the
CPI. I am talking about the voting records for the
member for Bentleigh, who is not here; the member for
Oakleigh, who I think was a local councillor; and the
member for Yuroke, who I think was also a local
councillor. I am sure that their voting records would
prove — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WAKELING — I apologise, the former mayor,
the former Lord Mayor — —
Mr Wynne interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I am sure he voted against any
rate increase that was beyond CPI, and I am sure those
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members’ voting records would tell you the same. I just
think it is very interesting that when you look at the
situation here, those opposite are seeking to dictate a
position to local government, but when you look at
their own voting records I think you will find that they
themselves have in fact voted for rate increases that
were potentially double, if not triple, the CPI at the
time. I do not know, but I would be interested to see the
voting records of those opposite, and I will let them
defend their own position.
Can I just say that I was interested to read the
submission of Knox City Council, which, as I said, is a
very important municipality in the eastern suburbs and
does great work. It points out the fact that the rate
income of most councils is around 56 per cent because
many can attract income from other sources — namely,
car parking expenses et cetera. But Knox does not have
the benefit of significant large parking revenue sources,
and 66 per cent of its income is drawn from rates.
Therefore Knox council will be disproportionately
affected by the implementation of this policy. I wonder
what thought has gone into the matter of the impact on
municipalities like Knox with respect to this policy.
The simple fact, as was mentioned by the member for
Kew, is that the increase in people’s wages as
negotiated by councils across the state is significantly
higher than CPI. I was involved in negotiating
enterprise bargaining agreements when I was an
employee at Nillumbik. I can say that 15 years ago the
enterprise bargaining agreements increases were well
above CPI and, let me tell you, the rate increases that
are seen by councils today are well in excess of CPI.
With CPI now running at 1.5 per cent, you would be
hard pressed to find a municipality in this state that is
giving salary increases to its staff in the order of 1.5 per
cent. The simple fact is that if a council is going to
increase its rates by over 1.5 per cent, it will possibly be
able to keep its staff. But if, in accordance with the
government’s own policy, which it took to the election,
it increases rates at 1.5 per cent, and with wages
running the way they are, there is only one simple
answer: as a local government employee told me, ‘One
of us will get the sack’ — and it will be more than one.
The simple reality is that staff make up a significant
portion of a council’s budget. Wages are a significant
portion of a council’s expenditure. I want those
opposite to articulate to the community in Knox what
staff should be sacked. Should it be the staff who work
in maternal and child health? Should it be the staff who
work in preschools? Should it be the staff who work on
school crossings? Should it be the staff who work in
home and community care services? Should it be the
sports and leisure staff? Should it be the staff in our
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planning department? Should it be the staff working in
our environmental department? Should it be the staff
who work in our rubbish collection depot? I ask those
opposite to show the residents in my community the
courtesy of explaining which staff from which
departments in my local council should be terminated. I
think that is the respectful thing that they should do.
They should identify the supposed fat cats and those
within local government who sponge on my local
community.
The simple fact is that when I was a member of the City
of Knox I was proud of the fact that we did the work in
creating the council’s asset management plan. That was
a strategic document that identified the life cycle of
every asset within our municipality. We knew exactly
what expenditure was needed to maintain the assets that
the council owned. We knew exactly the life cycle of
every asset that was owned by the Knox community.
So as a council we knew exactly how much money
council needed to expend over a given period to ensure
that there was enough money being channelled into
infrastructure — so that the footpaths in my community
were replaced, so that buildings were maintained or
replaced and so that our facilities were maintained. That
is the reason why so many of the assets in my
community are now in a far better state than they were
in the past.
But we know one of the first things that will potentially
go as a consequence of this bill is money for asset
management. What does that mean in simple terms? It
means footpaths will not be fixed. It means roads will
not be resealed. It means that instead of a council
putting tar in a crack in the road to stop water getting in,
the tar will not be laid in the crack, the water will get in
and instead of spending a small amount of money to put
tar on a road, you will eventually have to replace the
entire road surface. Councils have done a lot of work to
maintain our community’s assets, but we know as a
consequence of this legislation these are the types of
services that are going to be affected — by the
government’s own policy.
I simply make the point that this is a government that
seeks to impose its view on a tier of government but
does not seek to impose the same conditions on itself. It
is not prepared to hold itself to the same standards that
it is expecting local government to uphold.
I want to ask a simple question: why do we elect people
to local government? We elect people to local
government to make decisions on behalf of their local
community. I would have thought that, in the
democratic system we have in Australia, if local
residents are not happy with their local councillors, they
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have the capacity at an election to elect new
councillors. That is the simple fact, and that is the
reality of what happens in local government across this
state, if not across the nation. If people are not happy
with the decisions that are being made by local
government, they are given the right at an election to
make a decision about whether or not the councillors
they have put in place have made decisions on their
behalf that are good. I remind the Parliament that there
are many councillors who are re-elected who have
voted for rate increases well in excess of CPI.
The simple fact is that councils will make decisions on
behalf their local communities, and local communities
have the democratic right to determine whether
councils have made a decision that is in their interest.
Again I say to this government: if you are seeking to
impose a policy of CPI on a tier of government, then
the Victorian community will expect you to adhere to
the same policy in your own funding in the future.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate. This bill is an important piece of
legislation because it is implementing a key election
commitment of the government. It is about making sure
that we as an administration do the things in office that
we said were going to do when we were in opposition.
The reality is that most people in this state would want
to see a greater level of transparency and accountability
in relation to local government. If a piece of legislation
like this compels local governments to try to run their
administration more efficiently and more effectively so
there are fewer junkets and there is more efficient use
of asset management, then I think that is a very good
thing. I think that is an important thing.
Those opposite have made some comments today in
relation to the minister’s capacity under this legislation
to allocate an adjustment. That is an important measure.
Those opposite seem to want to make a lot of heat and
noise around this issue. The reality is that the consumer
price index is a rear-looking indicator. The reality is
that we do not have a real-time, live CPI measure in this
state. You might be looking at the past financial year;
you might be looking at the previous quarter. The
reality is that there will be times when councils might
be, for example, looking at putting forward a budget bid
or proposal which would for good reason breach CPI.
You might ask, ‘What would that be?’. Let us suppose,
for example, that the price of oil drops spectacularly.
Let us suppose that the Saudis cease production of oil
for whatever reason and there is a massive increase in
the price of oil at a time when the Mildura Rural City
Council has put forward its budget bid for an increase
in rates.
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It could argue, ‘We’ve got an extensive road network
that we have to maintain. We’ve got a very large fleet
of diesel vehicles. The CPI rate in Melbourne in the
past financial year, which might be some time ago, was
1. 9 per cent, but we are actually now looking at 5 per
cent or 10 per cent increases in relation to our fuel bill’.
The minister would be entirely within her rights — or
his rights — to turn around and grant that council an
increase in its rates as they saw fit. That is an entirely
appropriate measure. I would say that if this provision
were not placed in the bill and down the track such a set
of circumstances were to emerge, those opposite would
be screaming at the Minister for Local Government,
begging her to do something.
This is an important piece of legislation. It is an
important change to provide that level of flexibility
because, as I said, the reality is that the CPI is a rearlooking indicator. It talks about what has happened in
the past; it is no predictor of what will happen in the
future. There is a need to make sure that we have some
level of flexibility in those arrangements. If we can look
at trying to have a more efficient and more effective use
of publicly owned resources in local government and if
that compels councils to get off and do their work and
have their assets properly managed, then I think that is a
very good thing. It is for those reasons that I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Local Government
Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. This bill will
amend the Local Government Act 1989 and the
Essential Services Commission Act 2001 to provide a
mechanism to set a cap on increases in rate revenue that
can be levied by a council in a financial year and to
make consequential amendments.
There are a number of councils in the electorate of
Mildura, including all of the Mildura Rural City
Council, part of the Swan Hill Rural City Council and
the northern half of Yarriambiack and Buloke shire
councils. These councils vary: Mildura and Swan Hill
are rural city councils; and Yarriambiack and Buloke
are geographically significant but much smaller in their
budgets and revenue. Each has its own unique set of
circumstances. The challenge for the smaller rural
councils is a lack of a major population centre to
provide them with both a rate and service base as well
as very large road networks to maintain and low
population densities, whereas Mildura and Swan Hill
have major cities at the core of their electorates, which
gives them a rate base and a skills base that they can
draw on.
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Each of these councils has its challenges. There is a
strong level of concern about the rates paid in Mildura.
Similarly there is a concern in the smaller councils
because of the low population base over which they can
set their rates. I know Buloke and Yarriambiack have to
work very hard to meet the expectations of their
ratepayers for services. For councillors, councils and
their staff, and indeed the population in general, the
challenge is to balance revenue and services. That
always has been and always will be the challenge for
local government.
To address some of the concerns, the government has
introduced this legislation to cap rates, whether or not
there are a number of ways it could have gone about
helping councils balance the revenue versus services
issue. Let us have a look at how this will work, and I
will make some comments going through.
The minister will be able to set an average rate cap to
limit the percentage and the amount by which councils
can increase their rates in a specified year. Some of
these numbers will be crunched by the Department of
Treasury and Finance, plus or minus any adjustment
specified by the minister. I see some difficulties here;
decisions are being pulled into the minister’s area. One
of the themes of my analysis is how big a department
Labor is going to have to run this and how much it is
going to cost, and then, over time, the benefits it may or
may not deliver to ratepayers. The minister can adjust it
for things such as wage pressures or efficiency
dividends where appropriate. I know you can build a
system around this, but it is going to take a lot of
resources to operate it.
Once that is done the minister can take advice from the
Essential Services Commission (ESC) — in fact the
ESC has a role in the structure that is being
developed — but the minister is not required to follow
its advice. There is yet another input from the minister
into decisions that need to be made. When applying the
average rate cap to general rates and municipal charges,
the bill authorises the minister to direct a council by
order that its average rate in respect of a specified
financial year must not exceed the rate for the previous
financial year by more than the average rate cap. The
minister has to publish this by the end of December
each year. In this legislation it appears to me to be an
individual council-by-council decision. There will be
79 councils and each one of those will have individual
treatment. I can understand that, but I come back to
what this will cost to run and what benefits it will
deliver.
The bill provides for other rates and charges to be
prescribed as subject to the rate cap. That means a
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council may or may not apply this across all of its rate
base or all of its charge base, and that then means that
councils, once they receive this information at the end
of December when they are framing their budgets for
the next year, will then look at their other charges or
other forms of revenue and how much they will need to
increase them by. If Labor, for your average ratepayer
in the street, is endeavouring to deliver a lesser cost
burden with this legislation, it may find that local
government is forced so that if it cannot get you one
way, it will get you another way. That is the concern we
have in that area.
I will now go to how the minister makes a decision on a
council-by-council basis. There is an application that
can be made to the Essential Services Commission. A
council has to make a decision as to whether it wears
the rate cap that is delivered to it or whether it gets
involved in working up an exemption argument to go to
both the Essential Services Commission and the
minister’s office. What may well be spawned here is
not only a whole new bureaucracy within the minister’s
realm but a new bureaucracy within council’s realm, in
which a council will need to employ people or direct
people to try to work out the exemptions it will be
seeking in order to balance the services it delivers with
the budget it has at its disposal. I know these councils
are responsible and will endeavour to do this as
efficiently as possible, but we may well find that we
spawn a whole new industry based on trying to qualify
for an exemption and on going through that process.
Again the question is whether this delivers the benefit
you want.
The bill gives the ESC the power to approve a higher
cap for councils that applies instead of the average rate
cap set by the minister. The ESC may approve a higher
rate cap for the council either for a single year or for up
to four years. However, councils will be required to
satisfy the ESC on all the requirements needed to
support the single year cap over future years before
multiple caps are given. Within councils there is going
to be a redirection of resources towards ways to get
around this process.
I come back to where I began, which is: what will that
mean for the average ratepayer in the street? This
government delivered a promise in the election
campaign that it would cap rates and that that would
deliver huge benefits for ratepayers by limiting their
rate rises. This is certainly responding to concerns,
concerns that have come to my office within the Rural
City of Mildura in particular. However, the question is
whether or not the instrument the government has
chosen will be effective when it gets back to mum and
dad, who have their annual council costs sitting on the
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table waiting to be paid, and whether this can deliver
that promise or whether this will spawn an industry in
which councils will wriggle, squirm and queue up at the
minister’s office after preparing a great deal of
information for the ESC in order to try to balance the
services they need.
There may have been other ways — and in fact I am
sure and I know there are better ways — we could have
assisted councils and ratepayers to meet the needs of
their rate-paying constituents as well as the services
they want and require. I will finish this contribution
where I started, with a little bit of deja vu, because I
think Labor has done this before. There was a queue
outside the minister’s office, and I think there will be a
queue there again. So be it; it is on their heads.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
this debate on the Local Government Amendment (Fair
Go Rates) Bill 2015. In this debate, having listened to it
for some time now, it is very clear that there are just
two sides to the argument: you are either with rampant
rate increases we have seen across Victorian councils
and with wasteful council spending, or you are on the
fair go side, the Labor side. You have the Greens in the
corner opposing rate capping — they want to see rates
lifted even further to pay for all of their crazy ideas —
and you have those opposite making the most insipid
arguments you could imagine against this bill, but
slipping in at the end that they are not opposing it. They
do not have the courage to oppose the bill — absolutely
outrageous.
It would have been better just to come into this place
and say, ‘We’re not going to oppose this bill. We
recognise that the Victorian people voted for this bill at
the election, and we’re going to wave it through’, but
instead we have had a range of weak arguments.
Probably the weakest argument I have heard so far was
from the member for Ferntree Gully, who flagged the
idea of different staff being sacked from his local
council, which I find outrageous.
It is just like the outrageous leaflet put out by my local
council just before the last council election. Banyule
council intimated that there would be a whole range of
cuts if Labor’s rate capping policy came in. It was a
council-funded publication that came out with the rate
notices, from memory, talking about potential impacts
on home and community care because of financial
pressures. If that were legitimate, you could understand
a council raising that on behalf of its local community,
but what you have here is a council that has jacked up
rates over the last three years in a compounding way by
over 34 per cent. There has been a 34 per cent rate
increase by that council if you include municipal
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charges. I can tell members now that my community is
absolutely sick and tired of councillors wastefully
spending their money and then complaining and
playing politics with people’s basic services.
I applaud the Minister for Local Government for the
way she has handled this process and for having the
courage to stare down those opposite and make them
back down. I applaud groups like the Victorian Farmers
Federation that have also supported Labor’s rate
capping model.
I will come back to Banyule council. I mentioned the
34 per cent rate increase over the last three years. That
was 8.66 per cent in 2013–14. When you include the
municipal garbage charge, which it carefully snuck into
the budget, it was an 18.47 per cent slug on rates in my
local area in one year. It is just outrageous. We have
kindergartens where we have had to argue with council
to get the gas heaters fixed because of a poisoning
issue. Some kinders do not have hot running water.
There are dilapidated council facilities, and this council
is playing political games.
To top it all off, after arguing that they will not have
enough money to fund vital services, councillors have
gone ahead and commissioned a $31 million new office
facility for themselves. It is completely outrageous. If
there is one council that you would hold up as an
example of why we need this system, I would argue
that it is Banyule council, which is a basket case when
it comes to good financial management.
I urge those opposite to get in behind this bill. It is a fair
go to councils because it gives them the chance to
simply raise their rates by CPI, and if they have a
legitimate reason — a growth council with
infrastructure pressures or a one-off issue like flood or
fire — they can apply to the Essential Services
Commission and will most likely get approval to raise
those funds, but they have to justify it to the Essential
Services Commission, which I think is an absolutely
fantastic way for this system to work. I commend it to
the house.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
and join the debate this afternoon on the Local
Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. As
a few speakers have said, this is a commitment the
Labor Party took to the 2014 election. As such, it has a
mandate to bring this bill in, and that is why we are not
opposing the bill, but there are a lot of issues around
this bill that need to be highlighted.
I have local government experience at the City of
Greater Geelong, where I held the finance portfolio for

4265

two and a half years, and I can tell members one thing:
it was always the Labor councillors coming into budget
meetings wanting to spend money and increase rates.
All the Liberals and most of the Independents were
doing our best to bring rates down at the City of Greater
Geelong, and we had to deal with the Labor councillors
wanting to spend money like drunken sailors. If
government members want to talk about that, that is
what used to go on there.
At the moment we have CPI of just over 1 per cent. In
my local area the City of Greater Geelong rates went up
by 4.5 per cent this year and Shire of Surf Coast rates
went up by 5.5 per cent this year.
Ms Ward interjected.
Mr KATOS — Do you want to talk about Banyule?
Banyule, was it, and the Taj Mahal? The Surf Coast
shire certainly spent over $20 million — the Labordominated council down there — on new council
offices, so it is not unique to councils in Melbourne.
With regard to this, what we also have this year are
state government cuts of $38.47 million to the local
government sector. The other thing is that the country
roads and bridges program — a very successful
program — has been cut. It delivered vital
infrastructure in the Surf Coast shire. Many projects
were funded by that program, but now we fund bridges
in Mulgrave from programs like it because apparently
Mulgrave is now in country Victoria. Country roads
money will fund bridges in the Mulgrave electorate,
which is not a good outcome for local government in
the Surf Coast shire.
There is one particular intersection in Torquay — the
Beach Road–Surf Coast Highway intersection —
which we made a commitment to fund out of the
country roads and bridges program. That money is now
gone, and the Surf Coast shire is having to beg, cap in
hand, for funding from the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety for that very important intersection, which
has many accidents.
One thing the member for Ferntree Gully highlighted
earlier was that the state government is asking local
councils to show restraint in what they do, but it is not
leading by example. The fire services levy has had a
7.2 per cent increase across the state, and in the City of
Greater Geelong and Surf Coast shire the increases are
over 10 per cent. The government is asking local
government to show restraint, but it is not prepared to
show restraint itself. A rise of over 10 per cent in the
fire services levy is outrageous.
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In this year’s budget state tax is up by $1.1 billion, and
more waste was revealed today. The payout on the
east–west link is now $857 million. Apparently no
compensation would be payable — it would only be
$1 — so what a waste of money there is there.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr KATOS — The member for Essendon is doing
his Sir Les Patterson impersonation today. What it has
got to do with the bill is that the government is asking
councils to show restraint and spend their money
wisely, but the government is throwing money away on
paying $857 million to not build a road. That is where
we are at with that.
What will happen is that infrastructure will start to
suffer, particularly in the communities I represent that
are growth areas. For example, Torquay is a huge
growth area, along with Winchelsea in the Surf Coast
shire. In the City of Greater Geelong, Armstrong Creek
is a massive growth area. Clifton Springs, Lara and
Ocean Grove are other growth areas in the Geelong
region, so how will council fund this infrastructure?
The state government is cutting money to local
government for vital infrastructure projects, so where
will the City of Greater Geelong and the Surf Coast
shire find the money they need to build and maintain
the necessary infrastructure for their local areas? Where
will the money come from? There is some money for
interface councils but absolutely nothing for councils
like the City of Greater Geelong and Surf Coast shire,
which have huge growth areas.
Armstrong Creek is an area that in the next 25 years is
envisaged to have over 22 000 homes and over
55 000 residents, so where is the infrastructure going to
come from for that if you cannot put rates up? Once the
City of Greater Geelong comes to its prudential
borrowing limits, then what? What does it do then?
What does the Surf Coast shire do when it approaches
its prudential borrowing limits? That is what will
happen. Councils’ credit cards will get maxed out
because they will have to borrow the money to provide
the infrastructure and services their local communities
are expecting and demanding. That is what is going to
end up happening here. They are not going to be able to
put rates up, so they are going to have to borrow
money. They will not be able to fund local football club
clubrooms, because they cannot put rates up, so they
will borrow the money and keep borrowing until they
get to the prudential limits.
Ms Ward interjected.
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Mr KATOS — I might remind the member for
Eltham that she is out of her seat and disorderly. If she
wants to heckle me, she should go and sit in her seat at
least.
As I think the member for Kew said earlier, the minister
will obviously have discretion in what she grants, so are
we going to see this magical situation come, especially
towards the election year, when there will be nice
favourable decisions given to, perhaps, councils in
marginal seats that the government needs to defend or
seats where it needs to win. The minister will,
surprisingly, probably have a great deal of discretion in
those areas.
As I said earlier, the Labor Party did go to the election
with this promise, and it is implementing it — rather
sloppily. We have had a whole year go by and nothing
has happened. The commitment was supposed to be
immediate. That has not happened. I see a lot of issues,
particularly with growth area councils — and the two
councils that are in the electorate of South Barwon are
indeed growth area councils. I am fearful about where
the funding will come from to provide the vital
infrastructure and services that growing communities
need and whether we will see another backlog of
infrastructure. That is something that I certainly do not
want to see, and I do not think the constituents of South
Barwon electorate want to see that happen either. With
that, I will finish my contribution there.
An honourable member — Well done!
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I heard a ‘well
done’ about that last speech from the member for South
Barwon, but I fail to appreciate any depth of meaning in
his contribution at all. It was a bunch of questions
which seemed to be saying, ‘Poor local government! If
it is kept to CPI, it cannot afford to provide the services
that it needs to provide at the moment’, and that is not
what we are saying on this side of the house. As
somebody who had nine years of local government
experience before entering this place — as a councillor
and mayor in the former City of Ballaarat — I certainly
appreciate the activity that happens within local
government.
In my time in this place I have worked closely with five
different local governments across my electorates and
always enjoy working with them to try to progress
activities in their various municipalities. In general I
think the local governments across my electorate do a
reasonably good job, but there are clearly times when
the ratepayers have not been happy with some of the
actions that have been taken by their local governments.
In fact I find that I am regularly, as a local MP, having
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constituents come to me with local government
concerns and local government problems, and I find a
large part of my role ends up being to advocate back to
local government to try to seek answers to their
problems or help to address some of their local
government issues.
We know that a range of constituents continue to be
anxious because councils across my area, as well as in
other parts of the state, continue year after year to seek
and impose rate rises above CPI, and this is a great
hardship to many constituents, especially when they
have a limited capacity to understand why those rate
increases were sought or to oppose those rate increases.
This legislation the Andrews Labor government is
pleased to bring before the people of Victoria basically
says that we want councils to stick to CPI rate increases
only, or less, but if they believe there is a genuine need
to increase their rates above the CPI level, then they can
apply to the Essential Services Commission, putting in
writing their explanation and their figures as to why
they need that to maintain the sustainability of their
services and the infrastructure provisions that they need
to apply in their local government.
What this bill is doing is not saying to councils, ‘You
can’t increase your rates’; it is saying, ‘Try to keep to
CPI. If you can’t, you need to present to the Essential
Services Commission so that there can be some
transparency applied to any applications to increase
rates above CPI, and then a decision will be made
beyond that’.
A number of local government councillors and
administrators have been telling me they are concerned
about the sustainability of their councils, especially
some of the smaller rural councils, and that perhaps this
bill will help to bring that to a head so that a different
funding model may be found, perhaps working with the
state and federal governments in the future to find a
more direct stream of funding to ensure sustainability.
Clearly we need our local governments to be
sustainable into the future, but simply increasing rates
substantially above CPI each year is not the way to do
it.
I think the bill before the house is very sensible. The
position of members of the opposition is such a flipflop position that it is unclear what they really believe
and what they are prepared to stand up before the
constituents and say, but this is a sound piece of
legislation. I think as we work through it we will see
that it does set local government in good stead for the
future, and I am pleased to support it.
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Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — It has been an interesting
experience sitting here listening to the contributions this
afternoon on the Local Government Amendment (Fair
Go Rates) Bill 2015. It is interesting to note that most
of the members on the other side who feel that this is a
good piece of legislation come from areas with councils
which clearly need this type of guidance. On our side of
the chamber, we generally come from responsible local
government areas. That is why they are coalition areas.
That is why we would not have implemented or sought
to implement this type of legislation — because on this
side of the chamber we generally have respect for our
councillors and those working in local government.
This seems to be at odds with those on the other side,
who have no respect not only for councillors, council
management and CEOs but for the local community
and the ratepayers who have elected their local council
and their local councillors to act on their behalf.
Clearly the ratepayers do not see the need for this type
of legislation. It is an absolute nonsense to say that the
government has a mandate for this legislation because it
went to the last election.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr PAYNTER — I think it is the member for
Essendon. I am not quite sure who he looks like today,
but I think it is the member for Essendon. He is
certainly in his seat.
Ms Edwards interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) —
Order! Can we stick to the debate at hand, please?
Mr PAYNTER — He has distracted me there.
Might I say it is important that the ratepayers who have
elected their local councillors ultimately have the say
on this.
The other thing I have heard time and time again from
members of the government is that they are delivering
on an election promise. That is clearly not the case.
This legislation does not deliver on an election
commitment, because the election commitment was
quite clear. It was memorable because it was another
catchy election campaign phrase that the government
used as a cheap stunt to get votes, which unfortunately
some ratepayers fell for. But it was another stunt. The
government clearly said that the rates would be capped
at CPI. As far as the information I have gained goes, the
CPI is 1.1 per cent, whereas this approves increases of
well over 2 per cent and 3 per cent. It has not delivered
on an election commitment, and to stand up and say
that it is doing so is completely false.
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In fact what the bill does say is that it will approve an
increase as forecast by the Department of Treasury and
Finance plus or minus an adjustment specified by the
minister. That is clearly not transparent. It is unclear
exactly what the increase will be, and the member for
Essendon did previously talk about transparency. Let
me tell members that there is transparency already in
local government. Under the Local Government Act
1989, they have got the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office, they have got benchmarks, they have got key
performance indicators and they have got performance
standards; they do not need rate capping to deliver on
transparency. As for the member for Bundoora saying
that at this stage his local council cannot fix a hot water
tap, let me tell members that rate capping is not going
to fix the problems that may or may not be in each
individual local council area. It is an ill-defined
promise, and it is clearly not delivered at all.
What the bill also does is allow the local council to take
into account other factors such as wage increases. What
we see is that the labour costs of local councils is a
huge component of their overall expenditure. We do
know that a number of these local councils are in the
middle of enterprise bargaining agreements, so that will
put additional pressures on their expenditure. Put
simply, rate capping will not do them any favours.
Then you have to question whether this notion of
capping rates at CPI is a good idea altogether and
whether CPI is an accurate reflection of the types of
costs and the types of increases in expenditure local
government would have. Clearly CPI is not a good
measure of the sort of expenditure increases that local
government has. I put it to members: what types of
households have expenditure on bitumen for roads, for
example, concrete for footpaths or waste disposal and
landfill levies? That is not part of the normal CPI.
Therefore I would question that CPI is even a relevant
factor to consider when capping rates. Of course, the
government did not use CPI, so it has not delivered on
its promise; there is some type of other index which is
going to be used by the Minister for Local Government,
which is, as I said, ill defined.
I speak to councillors and council staff on a daily basis,
and they have told me that they will be severely
disadvantaged by this legislation. In fact most
councillors are completely opposed to this legislation.
Already there have been cuts in excess of $38 million
from the current state government to local government
levels, yet on the other hand it is expecting them to cut
their rates at CPI. You cannot have both. It simply does
not work. You cannot cap rates and cut local
government funding. In addition it has abolished the
country roads and bridges program, which was a huge
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plus to our local councils and regional areas and
delivered many quality roads and bridges. That
funding — that pool of funds — has been scrapped.
Again, what we are seeing here is a government that
wants to cap rates and cap funding to local government.
It clearly cannot understand basic accounting.
The bill also ignores quite clearly the issues facing local
councils in growth areas and peri-urban centres. I have
met with representative bodies and individual
councils — both Cardinia Shire Council, which is an
interface council, and Bass Coast Shire Council, which
is a peri-urban council — and I have discussed with
them the pressures of delivering on the infrastructure
that ratepayers expect. They already are feeling the
pinch. They will certainly be far more disadvantaged as
a result of not having a fair and equitable rate system if
we impose this rate capping at this supposed CPI,
which is simply not the case.
It is not simply an issue of roads, rates and rubbish.
That notion is long gone. It is a number of things other
than roads, rates and rubbish, and concerns about the
impact of rate capping on these councils not only in
being able to deliver basic infrastructure and additional
facilities such as recreational facilities and arts facilities
but also in being able to run other services and
programs like youth engagement programs and
challenging family violence. I have heard it said by
many ratepayers that there are other issues that should
be addressed with local council, such as council waste
and poor council decision-making. Unfortunately this
legislation does not address any of those issues. What
ratepayers really want is simply value for money — not
rate capping but a fair rate base.
Unfortunately this government has not addressed any of
these real issues in the bill. Although it does go some
way to addressing rates increases, which is welcomed
by ratepayers, it simply does not address the real issues
with local government, nor does it address the rate
capping and nor does it deliver on the promise of
capping rates at CPI. I hope this government gets
serious about addressing the real issues of local council
and allocating infrastructure funding to our interface
and peri-urban councils.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I am more than happy to rise
today to speak on the Local Government Amendment
(Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. With a bill like this I can say
on behalf of members on this side of the house that we
feel pride. We are proud to be part of a progressive,
visionary government because we care profoundly
about the welfare of the ratepayer. Of course we
canvassed this very widely and the media has also
canvassed it very widely since May 2014, just before
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the election, so to suggest otherwise — that we are
imposing a view on the community, as the other side of
the house is implying — is just nonsense.
The bill aims to protect Victorian ratepayers from
unsustainable increases in council rates via amending
the Local Government Act 1989 and the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001. Changes will take
effect from the 2016–17 financial year and ensure that
future rate rises stay in line with the consumer price
index, unless approval has been granted by the
Essential Services Commission (ESC) to a council to
raise rates beyond the indexed rate. Capping these rates
will ensure that greater accountability is imposed on
councils in their budgeting and service delivery.
The bill will enable the Minister for Local Government
to set an average cap for rate rises within a financial
year. This will generally be the consumer price index,
plus or minus any adjustment specified by the minister.
This discretion will enable the minister to be flexible
enough to react to economic pressures or efficiency
dividends where it is deemed necessary. The minister
will be required to heed the advice of the Essential
Services Commission in the setting of the rate but is not
required to follow that advice, so there is a mechanism
built in that will be enough to cater for every interest.
The bill states that the rate increase is applicable only to
general rates and municipal charges. These rates
account for approximately 88 per cent of council rates
and charges revenue. Therefore the first rate cap will
not be applicable to garbage collection, special rates or
the fire services levy. However, to ensure that councils
do not disproportionately increase some rates to
compensate for a cap, the minister may prescribe that a
cap also applies to other rates and charges where
necessary. Different rate caps may be applied to a
different group of councils or individual councils as
required. This will ensure that flexibility to adapt to
circumstances is there when needed — for example, a
different discretion may be applied to rural councils that
have been affected by natural disasters.
The bill also gives the ESC the power to approve a
higher cap for a council where required. This cap may
apply for a single year or up to a four-year period.
However, in the first year of the bill coming into effect
the higher cap may be approved for one year only, in
order to allow councils and the ESC time to adjust to
the new system. The bill requires the ESC to report on
councils’ compliance with the average rate cap annually
and the overall outcomes of the Fair Go rates system
for ratepayers biennially.
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Council rates are one of the largest bills that Victorians
pay each year, and the Fair Go rates system aims to
protect Victorians from unwarranted increases in rates
above the CPI. Over the last 10 years council rates have
increased by about 6 per cent per year on average. This
is more than twice the rate of inflation, and we all know
how this affects families. These increases are
unsustainable and put undue pressure on ratepayers
whose incomes do not increase at the same rate.
The Fair Go system was announced in May 2014, as I
mentioned earlier, and was well canvassed by the
media. Victorians elected the Andrews government and
provided the mandate to implement these Fair Go rates.
I commend the bill to the house.
Mr WATT (Burwood) — I rise to speak on the
Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill
2015. As the member for Clarinda just stated, the initial
promise by the Andrews opposition at the time was
made in May 2014. It was canvassed quite widely
during the campaign. I do not think there are too many
people in my electorate who did not understand the
commitment that was made by the government. This is
part of the reason why we are not opposing this bill,
because it was a very clear commitment from the
government to what it was going to do. Up until we saw
this bill it was very clear what the government had
committed to. When the bill was introduced I had a bit
of a read through it, as I do every time I get a bill, and I
actually looked for what I thought would be some
indication of the 1.1 per cent cap.
My electorate knew, and I think most Victorians knew,
that the government had made a very clear
commitment. That commitment was that Victorian
Labor will force councils to cap their rates at the
consumer price index. The consumer price index is a
figure that quite a lot of Victorians understand and quite
a lot of councillors understand, which is why they were
so vehemently opposed to the idea in the first place.
Many Victorians, including people in my electorate,
knew exactly what the consumer price index was and
that is why they were so supportive of it. The member
for Clarinda said, ‘Yes, it was supported at the
election’. Yes, it was, and we on this side respect the
fact that the Victorian people voted for a party that said
it would have rates capped at the CPI. The CPI was
then 1.1 per cent, and most Victorians know what the
CPI figure is because they hear about it regularly.
When the number comes out we hear about it all the
time, and 1.1 per cent was the figure that people would
then be thinking about.
I do not believe people thought that when their next
rates notices came out that council rates would be so
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much more than the 1.1 per cent increase. In the City of
Monash, which covers part of my electorate, we saw a
6.46 per cent increase in rates in the notices that have
come out this year. Clearly the government has the
power; in fact it already had the power. The whole bill
is useless and a waste of time. It is a waste of our time
debating it here. This whole thing is a waste of time,
because quite simply under section 185 of the current
act — not the bill but the Local Government Act
1989 — the minister actually has the power to set a
rates cap. As soon as she was sworn in the minister
could have said, ‘We are capping rates at the CPI’.
Now with CPI being 1.1 per cent that means that
Monash could not have brought out a 6.46 per cent rate
rise this year. It would have been very simple, it would
have been very clear and it could have been done and
gazetted before rates went out this year. We would then
not have to waste our time coming in here to debate a
half-baked proposal which is not CPI.
Any member on the other side who deludes themselves
into thinking that this is, firstly, the simplest way of
going about what Labor promised at the election, or
secondly, that Labor is doing anything like it said it
would do at the election needs to take a good look at
themselves because this bill is not doing that. The
problem with this bill is that it is not doing what the
government promised at the election, which was to cap
rates at the CPI. I also note that when people get their
rates notices now, they also get through reforms the
coalition government made, over the four years it was
in office, the fire services property levy. That goes on
their rates.
At the same time the government is saying to councils,
‘We want you to reduce your increase in rates and have
your rates increase only by CPI’, the fire services
property levy in Monash — as I said, Monash has
already blown the 1.1 per cent and is at 6.46 per cent —
which is money that goes straight into the pockets of
the government, has increased by 9.7 per cent. So at the
same time that we are saying to councils, ‘We want you
to be frugal’, we have this 9.7 per cent increase in the
fire services property levy. You cannot on one hand tell
councils that they need to reduce their increase and on
the other hand have no regard for the residents and their
ability to pay these rates and service charges.
I note that on 28 November 2014 the current Premier
did an interview with Peter Mitchell on Channel 7.
Peter Mitchell said to him:
…do you promise Victorians here tonight that you will not
increase taxes or introduce any new taxes?

Daniel — I do not know whether it was Daniel or Dan
at that time; I cannot remember whether he decided to
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change his name at that time, but regardless of that —
said:
I make that promise, Peter, to every single Victorian.

How do you say, ‘I will not increase taxes’ and then
have a 9.7 per cent increase? At the first opportunity
you get, you increase it by nearly 10 per cent. That is
just for Monash; I know it is different for different
municipalities. I apologise to those on the other side; I
do not have every other municipality’s rates. I do
understand that the average rate increase is about four
times the CPI, so in the vast majority of council areas
you go to it is a broken promise regardless.
I find it interesting that I stand here in this house and
hear those on the other side constantly saying, ‘We will
fulfil our commitments. We will fulfil every
commitment’. This ain’t one of them. This ain’t one
they are fulfilling, because 1.1 per cent is CPI. They put
a dog’s-breakfast formula in this bill — which quite
frankly was not necessary, because the minister could
have capped rates without the bill. Quite clearly
section 185 of the current act allows her to do this, so
they do not need the bill in the first place, and if they
actually did what they said they would do, it would be
1.1 per cent, not the dog’s breakfast, which is going to
be a lot more. We know it is going to be a lot more, and
we know why we have this formula.
The reason we have this formula is because it is the
Labor government pandering to the Community and
Public Sector Union around wage increases, and we
know that council costs are largely consumed by
wages. We know that the government does not have the
ability to control the union movement and does not
have the ability to control blowouts in costs of wages.
We know that because we see in the current budget this
year a 7.7 per cent increase in wages for the
government sector. How can the government tell
councils and their workers that they cannot have wage
increases when we have massive wage increases
projected for government through the Andrews budget?
There are a couple of things. If you cap rates —
keeping in mind that the government has not done what
it said it would do and it would be much easier if it just
did it through section 185 of the current act as it
stands — what you are going to find is that there is this
waterbed approach. The council needs to be able to
raise funds. When you push down here with council
rates, what goes up there is council fees, and if fees do
not go up, then you actually have debt that is going to
go up, and if debt does not go up, then you simply have
services going down. Many of my residents rely on a
lot of the services that local councils provide, and many
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of those services will not actually be able to be
provided if the government is going to cap rates. Keep
in mind that that is not the election promise Labor
made.

have been able to spend with impunity due to the large
number of rateable properties within their
municipalities, combined with a general willingness to
raise rates way beyond inflation.

It is interesting that the minister must request advice
from the Essential Services Commission when
determining the average rate cap but does not actually
have to listen to that advice, and then councils can
actually apply to the commission to go over and above
what the cap was in the first place. So even with a rate
cap, that cap can be exceeded.

The argument for rate capping is quite strong. At the
beginning of 2015 the average mortgage in Victoria
was almost $440 000, and many families also have
minimal capacity to absorb rises in their fixed costs,
one of them being municipal rates. Those people
simply have to grin and bear it.

In the brief time I have left I want to pay tribute to my
councils. I particularly want to pay tribute to Cr Philip
Daw, who was elected mayor of the City of
Whitehorse, a very good councillor; and also Cr Jim
Parke. I know that many in this chamber know Cr Jim
Parke as a very good councillor, and I note that the
member for Hawthorn joined me and the member for
Box Hill last night for the council reception after the
vote there. He will do a great job, along with Cr Philip
Daw as the mayor of Whitehorse.
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I rise to make a brief
contribution to the debate on the Local Government
Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill 2015. This is another
election commitment delivered by this government.
Home owners in particular will welcome the relief from
exorbitant rate rises that this legislation will bring by
giving the minister the power to set an average rate cap
to limit the percentage amount by which councils can
increase their rates for a specified financial year.
This bill defines the average rate cap as a percentage
amount equal to the change in the Melbourne CPI for
the financial year as forecast by the Department of
Treasury and Finance, plus or minus any adjustment
specified by the Minister for Finance. In providing for
the cap to be adjusted above or below the forecast
change in the CPI the bill will enable flexibility for
matters such as wage pressures or efficiency dividends
to be taken into account where appropriate. It is
important to note that in setting the average rate cap the
minister must request advice from the Essential
Services Commission and then determine whether or
not to follow this advice.
As a former councillor my view of local government in
Victoria is that as a sector it generally delivers valuefor-money services that are in tune with community
needs. There are those councils which by necessity can
only deliver the most basic of services for their
communities. Some smaller rural shires in particular
have a low rate base, and frugality is second nature. On
the other hand, a number of bigger suburban councils

Under this government’s reform, rates will be capped
relative to CPI, which will provide certainty and relief
to ratepayers. This reform will ensure that councils
decide what is most important for their residents and for
their ratepayers. Rather than councils having the
capacity to levy huge rises on their ratepayers without
justification, councils will now have to be a lot more
focused on determining community needs. This cap
provides some exemptions for those councils which
have genuine need, and they certainly have nothing to
fear from this bill.
When this bill becomes law it will not simply be
enacted and then collect dust on the shelf. A monitoring
regime will require the Essential Services Commission
to report on councils’ compliance with the average rate
cap annually and the overall outcomes of the Fair Go
rate system for ratepayers and communities biannually.
This bill also provides for a review of the system by the
Minister for Local Government and the Minister for
Finance by 31 December 2021. This review is aimed at
determining whether the mechanism for setting a cap
on rates is still appropriate and whether the legislative
framework is effective or needs to be amended. This
bill also requires further reviews every four years
following the completion of the first review.
In summary, the Fair Go rate system, for which this bill
provides the legislative framework, will play a central
role in giving Victorian communities the strong, the
accountable and the efficient local councils they
deserve. I am pleased to hear that the opposition will
not be opposing this bill, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I was not quite
ready for the call; I anticipated that there might be
someone from the opposition wanting to speak on the
Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates) Bill
2015, but obviously there is not.
It is important to make a contribution to the debate on
the Local Government Amendment (Fair Go Rates)
Bill 2015 in the context of poverty. Last October the
Australian Council of Social Service released the report
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entitled Poverty in Australia 2014. It is quite dire
reading in the sense that poverty across this country is
increasing and growing with an estimated 2.5 million
people, or around 13.9 per cent of all people, living
below the internationally accepted poverty line every
year, which is quite horrifying. Why I am putting that in
the context of this bill is because we know that many
people struggle to pay their rates every year. When we
have increasing rates across Victoria in all local
government sectors of an average of around 6 per cent
every year for the last couple of years, it is concerning.
Last year the Bendigo Weekly did an article leading up
to Anti-Poverty Week, which revealed that Bendigo
ratepayers were being slugged almost twice as much for
their council rates as they were a decade ago. In fact in
2005–06 the council budget saw ratepayers hit with a
5.8 per cent rate increase, and according to the official
state government figures at the time, the median house
price for 2005 was $207 000, and the amount of rates
paid on that $207 000 in 2005–06 was $789.06. Some
10 budgets later, the 2014–15 budget saw a rate
increase of 6 per cent up against a March 2014 median
house price of $365 000, and the amount of rates paid
on a $365 000 property in the current budget was
$1433.55.
At the time, the mayor, Cr Peter Cox — who for the
record has handed over his mayoral robes tonight to
Cr Rod Fyffe to take on the role as mayor for the next
12 months — was, and I believe still is, an avid
campaigner for lower rates. He said that the
comparisons over the last 10 years were very
concerning. What he said, and what we know, is that
there are many households who find it difficult to put
food on the table. The article quotes Cr Cox and states:
‘There are 30 per cent who are cash poor and own their own
houses. They need money to pay their rates.
‘It is a compounding issue for me.’
Cr Cox said part of the problem is decisions on rates and costs
are made by people who can easily pay them.
‘Compare how many people are trying to survive to the
increased cost of our wages’, he said.
‘These are institutions run by people who are in well-paid,
secure jobs.
‘They don’t know what it is like to live week-to-week.
‘If they had an understanding of that, we wouldn’t have the
expenditure or rise in wages we have today.
‘Every which way you look at it council is trying to get the
maximum dollars out of residents.’

That is from the former mayor, Peter Cox.
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In opposition Labor members said we would limit
council rate rises to the level of the consumer price
index, and I am absolutely astounded that those
opposite do not understand how the consumer price
index works. Having said that, it is clear that the
minister has put on record that any council that chooses
to link future job or service cuts to this proposed rate
cap will be drawing a very long bow.
What has not been mentioned by those opposite is that
last year the Abbott government froze financial
assistance grants to councils, and councils need to be
honest with their ratepayers that they have lost their
funding. Those opposite need to be honest with their
constituents that their federal mates have cut that
funding. If those opposite want to point the finger, they
should be pointing at former Prime Minister Tony
Abbott and his cuts to financial assistance grants.
Last year the City of Greater Bendigo announced its
biggest rate rise for several years, with a 6 per cent
increase, which was a real shock. In fact the mayor at
that time, Lisa Ruffell, conceded it would be tough for
some people to accept the rise, given that several
councillors had campaigned for lower rates. She said:
It’ll be challenging for the community to accept the 6 per
cent, especially when I was out there trying to say I didn’t
want a rate rise on the election trail.

That is a little hypocritical, and of course we all know
that that mayor was a member of the Liberal Party.
When I come to think about that, I realise that the
Liberal Party continually has changed its position on
this policy. When we first announced it, those opposite
were opposed to it, then in opposition they said it was
not happening quickly enough and then said it was a
bad idea. They would like to pretend that only nonLiberal councils raise rates above CPI, but the City of
Whitehorse, which covers the Liberal seats of Box Hill,
Burwood, Forest Hill, Ringwood, Kew — the members
for which are all in the house tonight I see — and
Warrandyte, raised their rates 7.6 per cent. Is it not
strange that the Liberal Party would struggle to have a
view on an important cost of living measure such as
this that directly affects its constituents.
To end my contribution, today the Victoria Grants
Commission tabled its annual report, which reveals the
damage inflicted by the federal coalition government’s
cuts to funding for local councils. The report shows that
Victoria’s 79 councils have been denied an estimated
$17 million in financial assistance grants in 2014–15,
with a projected reduction of $39 million in 2015–16
and $62 million in 2016–17, totalling $118 million in
cuts. If there is any degree of concern from those
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opposite about the rates cap here in Victoria, it is
absolutely unjustified. I am pleased they are not
opposing the bill, and I commend it to the house?
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms RICHARDSON
(Minister for Women).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — It gives me great
pleasure to rise to speak on the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Amendment Bill 2015, a very important bill
touching on a complex, difficult and momentous
subject about how we deal with the threat of terrorism,
which is coupled with a whole range of issues, from
community engagement and multiculturalism to our
relationships, not only as a city and a state but also as a
nation, with each other and with the rest of the world. In
a way it is timely that this bill has come forward,
because it gives effect to 6 of the 13 recommendations
of the Jones review. That review was commissioned by
the previous government, but it was commissioned
because the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
2003 requires that a review of that legislation be
undertaken prior to 1 December 2014. The review by
David Jones is a very thorough and comprehensive
review, and I encourage all members who may not have
read it in full to do so if they can. As I said, it made
13 recommendations, and this bill implements 6 of
those recommendations.
I say this bill is timely because in the last couple of
years in particular we have seen the emergence of
organisations like Islamic State of Iraq and Syria
operating in parts of the Middle East, particularly in
places like Syria and Iraq, with links to other parts of
the world, advancing a despicable cause of violence,
intolerance and mayhem on innocent peoples across the
world. The Jones review occurred at a time when we as
a society were realising the gravity of this challenge.
We of course have faced our own challenges here at
home. In Melbourne we have not been untouched by
the threat of terrorism.
We all remember the events of the Lindt cafe siege —
the tragic events in Sydney late last year — and various
other incidents in the last year or year and a half that
have reminded us just how close to home this threat is
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and how determined we must be to confront it with the
firmness that is required to deal with those determined
to visit violence on innocent people and innocent
communities. We must also confront it with the
discipline to remember that at all times we must remain
an inclusive and embracing culture and that our
determination to confront those who mean us harm will
not compromise our willingness and capacity to engage
particularly those who are at risk of alienation or
radicalisation. We may not be able to redeem everyone,
but if we manage to remain tough when we need to be
tough and engaging and inclusive when we need to
remain engaging and inclusive, then we give ourselves
the best prospect of ensuring that we never face those
threats which we will do everything we can to prevent
materialising.
This bill comes at a time when there is also a discussion
going on around the adequacy of police resources. In
the spirit of this subject I do not want to delve into that
too much other than to say that we need to give serious
consideration to whether we are equipping Victoria
Police and our law enforcement agencies with all the
resources they need to tackle these difficult issues on
the ground. Our bail laws are a matter I have touched
on in recent months. I think there are arguments in
favour of following the lead of New South Wales in
potentially looking at toughening up the provisions of
the Bail Act 1977, particularly where terrorism and
terrorism-related matters are involved when suspects
are brought before our courts. I certainly think there is a
sound and compelling case for ensuring that showcause provisions in the Bail Act apply in all cases
where terrorism-related aspects of charges are involved
when accused persons confront the courts.
I have already mentioned that New South Wales is
taking a proactive stance on reviewing its bail laws in
this respect, and I would urge the government to give
strong consideration to that. We would certainly be
prepared to cooperate in a bipartisan manner with any
efforts to look at how the Bail Act can be toughened up
in that respect. I think there is a case for doing that.
Going back to the Jones review, the review was
completed in September of last year, and it made
13 recommendations, as I said. The previous coalition
government committed to adopting 12 of those
13 recommendations. I am not going to go through
those recommendations in detail, suffice it to say that
the only recommendation which the previous
government was not willing to support was
recommendation 4:
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That provision be made for the giving of a delayed notice to
an occupier of premise(s) and any adjoining premise(s) which
are the subject of an executed covert search warrant.

If that recommendation were to be adopted, it would
require authorities to notify those affected by the
execution of a warrant that that warrant had in fact been
executed, but sometime after that warrant had been
executed.
Having adopted 12 of those recommendations, the
election came and went. The rest is history. The
government has now brought forward this bill, and it
adopts recommendations 2, 3, 7, 9, 10 and 11 of the
Jones review. I will spend some time shortly identifying
the differences there.
The bill before the house has picked up six
recommendations. Turning to the bill, let us look at
what those matters deal with. The first thing the bill
does is provide for remote access to premises so that
police officers can covertly access information stored
on computers and hard drives without having to execute
the warrant physically. That is safer, it is more effective
and it is likely to elicit the information that
investigatory authorities will need to obtain if they are
to act to prevent terrorism-related activities. One of the
stated purposes of the bill is to extend the operation of
preventative detention orders (PDOs) and prohibited
contact orders (PCOs). I am not convinced of that,
looking at the bill; I do not think there is anything in the
bill which actually does extend preventative detention
orders and prohibited contact orders.
The briefings that the opposition received indicated that
PDOs and PCOs, if I may call them that, were being
extended because the definition of ‘vehicle’ is being
shifted to an earlier part of the act. I am not convinced
of that. I was hoping to see something in this bill which
might actually extend the operation of PDOs — for
example, like in the manner they are considering in
New South Wales — where there is just cause for
extending the operation of preventative detention orders
for longer periods. We think there may be merit in that,
and I will come to why that may be the case.
I turn to the two key parts of this bill, and first the
remote entry aspect. I also want to make some
comments on covert search warrants under the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 because it
is often said that these powers are very significant and
very extensive. To some extent that is very true, but
they equally are necessary. I would say that in the case
of Victoria’s regime there are a number of very
effective safeguards in my view which operate to
ensure that where courts order the issuing of covert
search warrants they will have done so only after a
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thorough process has been conducted by the court and
other aspects of the process have been fully satisfied.
So, for example, where a covert search warrant is being
sought, the issuing officer has to first seek the authority
of the Chief Commissioner of Police, a deputy
commissioner or an assistant commissioner. That is an
internal hurdle, but it is still a very important hurdle. It
will ensure that covert search warrants are not brought
before the courts without a serious commitment by the
most senior officers in Victoria Police.
The second thing, and perhaps the most important part
of the process surrounding covert search warrants, is
that the Supreme Court of Victoria must be fully
satisfied that there is just cause for issuing a covert
search warrant. A third factor is the mandatory
involvement of the public interest monitor (PIM). The
public interest monitor is an independent officer, and
the job of the PIM is, amongst other things, to oversee
ex parte applications under a number of statutes,
including the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
2003. Again, this is an independent officer who can
make submissions and participate fully in the hearing to
determine whether a covert search warrant should be
issued. If a covert search warrant is issued, there is a
requirement on the officer to whom the warrant is
granted to return to the court no later than seven days
after the warrant expires to explain to the court which
powers were exercised, which conditions on the
warrant were complied with and how, and various other
matters. Failing to comply with that requirement can
have serious penal consequences for the officer
involved.
There are further aspects which operate as safeguards in
this respect. The Chief Commissioner of Police must
provide a report to the Attorney-General of the day on
the exercise of warrants and the number of applications
brought before the courts. The Attorney-General must
then table that report before both houses of Parliament.
So there is judicial, there is ministerial, there is
parliamentary and there is public oversight of this
whole process. The argument I make in terms of covert
search warrants in answer to the criticisms that these are
very extensive powers is that in Victoria — and not all
other jurisdictions can claim this — there are very
robust and rigorous processes to ensure that a covert
search warrant is only issued after the most serious and
exceedingly difficult thresholds are fully satisfied. So
we think that change is appropriate to enable police to
access computer equipment remotely.
The other key change involves preventative detention
orders. The change proposed in the bill, which was one
of the recommendations that we too in government had
adopted, is to allow police to bring applications for
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PDOs in circumstances where they do not know the
correct name of the suspect who was a potential
detainee but know an alias. We think that, again, that is
appropriate given the hazards and the gravity of the
risks that are involved if police were not able to act in
those circumstances to seek preventative detention
orders, which are, I should say, rarely sought by
authorities. Again, in answering criticisms of PDOs I
think it is important to again point out that in Victoria
our regime contains a number of very rigourous
thresholds which must be satisfied, as with covert
search warrants. I just want to run quickly through
those. First of all, a preventative detention order cannot
be obtained unless and until you make an application to
the Supreme Court of Victoria.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Murray Valley Highway–Warren Street,
Echuca
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — The matter I raise
in the adjournment debate is for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. It refers to the intersection of the
Murray Valley Highway and Warren Street in Echuca.
This is a very important intersection leading into the
town of Echuca and on through Moama into New
South Wales, but it is also important for the local area
there. There is a substantial aged-care development —
Cunningham Downs Village and Wharparilla Lodge —
and also some major subdivisions happening at that
particular intersection. It is effectively a combination of
three dangerous Y-intersections on a large sweeping
bend of the Murray Valley Highway. This particular
intersection has had a number of accidents over the last
five years, four of which have involved 11 people. We
have been very fortunate that there has not actually
been a fatality at that intersection.
On 11 June this year I brought a deputation from the
Shire of Campaspe, including the mayor, down to meet
with the minister. The minister made a commitment at
that time to respond back to the shire about where the
works for a new roundabout were up to. So the action I
seek is: I want a response from the minister for the
delegation that came here on 11 June.
Last year in August the then Deputy Premier and
Leader of The Nationals, Peter Ryan, was in Echuca
and announced the funding for that roundabout as early
works for the Echuca Bridge. When that announcement
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was made, VicRoads regional director Mel Kersting
said that plans were basically complete, work for that
roundabout should have started in early 2015 and it
would take 12 to 14 months to complete. Obviously
those works have not started.
As I said, the action I seek from the minister now,
following the delegation of 11 June, is information
from him back to the council as to when that particular
work will start in the future. It is, as I said, a very
dangerous intersection. A number of accidents have
happened. The community is very keen that that work
be done to stop the risk of a fatality in the future, and I
seek a response from the minister to the Shire of
Campaspe.

The Grass Ceiling
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Sport and
concerns the issue of female participation in sport. I
request that the minister support the Grass Ceiling
campaign, which has been launched by the Bayside
Leader newspaper and Bayside mayor Felicity
Frederico in response to the lack of female-friendly
sporting facilities.
In the City of Bayside 96 per cent of the sports
pavilions do not have female-friendly change rooms. In
the City of Glen Eira a third of the pavilions do not
have female change rooms and toilets. This is obviously
an unacceptable situation. Of course a lot of this
infrastructure was built in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s.
Recently I visited King George VI Reserve, which is
the home of Bentleigh ANA Cricket Club and
Bentleigh Junior Football Club. Bentleigh ANA Cricket
Club has three female teams — three girls teams — but
has an inadequate pavilion. They have four toilet
blocks — all of them have urinals in them, so obviously
it is not a good environment for female sport, but they
do the best with what they have.
We know that female participation in sport is growing.
The Southern Football Netball League — and we are
very proud of this — began a netball competition in
2012 with just seven teams. This year it had 51 teams
and next year expects more than 60 teams. So it is
growing, but we do not have the facilities to keep pace
with that growth.
This is why I support the Grass Ceiling campaign. This
government has made a significant investment — a
$100 million investment — in community sport;
$10 million of that is exclusively for female sporting
facilities. It is time that all levels of government got
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serious about providing adequate facilities to support
female participation in sport. I acknowledge Andrew
Robb, the federal member for Goldstein, who raised
this issue and supported this campaign in the federal
Parliament. I am doing the same in the state Parliament,
and I request that the minister also support the Grass
Ceiling campaign.

Pakenham police resources
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I call on the Minister
for Police to provide extra police resources in the
Pakenham area. Pakenham has had a high incidence of
hoons down through Ahern Road. We have had regular
complaints from our neighbours and people down
through that area in relation to wanting speed humps
put in. They have got the council on board, they have
put petitions forward and they have regularly asked for
issues to be resolved down there.
The police minister has recently written to the
community out there. The letter that was put forward
from the police minister basically said to them, ‘If you
have an issue, call 000’. That is a response that the
community did not really need, considering Pakenham
police station just recently, as we have seen, was
closed. A 24-hour police station was shut due to police
resources, and that is a concern through the Cardinia
area. As we know, Cardinia is one of the fastest
growing areas in our community. At the moment there
are around about seven families moving in per day.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr BATTIN — It is actually quite interesting. I
would not take up the interjection there, but talking
about operational decisions, it is quite disappointing
that the police minister is allocating 15 staff down to
the Bellarine Peninsula. I do not believe that is a
decision of the chief commissioner; that is a decision
made directly by the minister. I am asking the minister
for the same preferential treatment for the Cardinia
area, because the Cardinia area is a rapidly growing
corridor. Unlike the Bellarine Peninsula, it is obviously
a——
Ms Neville — It can’t help it if it’s got a good local
member.
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police and their emergency services through the
community.
Mr Paynter — Five families a day.
Mr BATTIN — As the member for Bass
reiterates — he is saying five families a day, but it is
actually seven families a day at the moment. That has
come out from the Cardinia Shire Council. That is
seven families who deserve access to police resources.
They deserve access and protection. Whilst they have
the issue of hooning down Ahern Road and through
areas of the local community, they need to make sure
they have police resources for proactive policing, let
alone to catch up with police resourcing just to open the
station that is supposed to be open 24 hours a day.

Grants of Australia
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade. The action that I seek is for the minister to
assist local businesses like Grants of Australia with
opportunities like reverse trade missions or other
government initiatives to support Victorian companies
seeking to export their goods or services.
I had the great pleasure to visit the distribution centre of
Grants of Australia last week in Huntingdale, right in
the heart of the Oakleigh electorate. What a story. This
is a family business that was established back in 1983
by Mike and Michelle to develop a clean, chemical-free
and fluoride-free toothpaste for their children. They are
still at the helm and have now been joined by their
daughter Tammy. Their energy is inspiring, and it is no
surprise that Grants has become a terrific success. The
toothpaste is now widely available through health stores
and at Coles supermarkets.
As we know, there is a big market locally and around
the world for clean Australian products. Australia has
long had an enviable reputation as a clean food source,
but there are opportunities emerging in the health sector
too. The family was telling me about the opportunities,
particularly in China. I am sure that Grants would
warmly welcome and appreciate any assistance the
minister can provide to support exports in Victoria.

Baw Baw bus services
Mr BATTIN — I would not go that far. Unlike the
Bellarine Peninsula, we do not have crowds just during
the summer; we actually have residents moving in
continuously. They have had issues with education and
they have had issues with other things down through
the area, and it is vital that they have access to their

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport, and the action I
seek is an expansion of bus services in the Baw Baw
shire, in particular in the towns of Warragul and
Drouin. Baw Baw shire is growing at a rapid rate, and
Drouin, with more than 14 000 residents, is the largest
regional town in Victoria to not have its own bus

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 10 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

service. By comparison, Newborough in the Latrobe
municipality, with around 7000 residents, has its own
service.
There are an incredible number of new homes being
built in Drouin, and the lack of a town bus service
means that residents are forced to rely on their own
private vehicles, with no option to take public transport.
The aged-care facilities of Lyrebird and Amberlea are
both located some distance from the town centre.
Investment in a bus service will help serve residents
already living in Drouin and those who are choosing to
move to the area.
The extension of an existing Warragul town bus service
is also needed. One particular area that would benefit is
the Warragul Lifestyle Village located at the corner of
King and Landsborough streets in Warragul. Many of
the residents are unable to drive and rely on an
infrequent private minibus service provided by the
village operator. Representatives of the Lifestyle
Village have been requesting access to the town bus
service for some years. A current bus service travels to
the West Gippsland Hospital, less than 300 metres from
the Lifestyle Village in Landsborough Street, and a
small extension to this service could assist village
residents and people living in King and Burke streets.
I understand that earlier this year the Andrews
government undertook a community consultation
process regarding public transport needs for the
Gippsland region as a whole. However, nothing has
been heard of since by the local community, and many
who attended those sessions were disappointed by the
focus on regional rail rather than bus services and are
concerned bus services will be forgotten.
The Warragul railway station precinct project funded
by the coalition government has now been completed
and has a bus interchange ready to go. Representatives
of the Warragul Lifestyle Village and the Drouin
community have been requesting access to the town
bus service for some years. Public Transport Victoria
has indicated that the extension to these services has
been approved, subject to funding. I call on the Minister
for Public Transport to address the public transport
needs of Drouin and Warragul in the Baw Baw shire.

Macedon electorate small business
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — The adjournment
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Small Business, Innovation and Trade, and the
action I seek is that the minister join with me to meet
small business owners in my electorate.
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Small business is a major source of employment in
Macedon and in businesses that support our fantastic
tourism industry in particular — from guesthouses and
hotels to spa baths and beauty treatments and more food
and wine options than you can imagine. Of course we
have great shopping in traditional retail strips, including
Aitken Street in Gisborne, Vincent Street in Daylesford
and High and Mollison streets in Kyneton, as well as
the high streets of the smaller towns.
We also have many innovative businesses, including
Daylesford and Hepburn Mineral Springs mineral
waters, now exporting our mineral water to the world;
the RedBeard bakery in Trentham, making bread the
old-fashioned way in one of Victoria’s few surviving
Scotch ovens; 3Fish in Woodend, a Sustainability
Victoria award-winning business producing fair trade
clothing; Natural Grace in Woodend, which offers
green burials and personalised funeral services; and of
course Istra Smallgoods in Musk, making the best
bacon, salami, ham, pancetta and prosciutto you will
ever eat.
It has been my pleasure to meet with the owners of each
of these businesses, and I would welcome the
opportunity to introduce the minister to these and other
businesses that are demonstrating the diversity of small
business in regional Victoria.

PenBus service
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I wish to raise a matter for
the Minister for Public Transport regarding the PenBus
service. The action I seek from the minister is that she
intervene in what are stalled negotiations to have the
PenBus service operating for the 2016 academic year.
The PenBus has been a joint demonstration project
which was funded over three years by the federal
government and also the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council. It transports students from many areas of the
Mornington Peninsula to a whole range of training,
educational and employment opportunities throughout
the south and south-east of Melbourne. It has been
transporting about 1000 students a week, who have
been making use of that bus service.
The Mornington Peninsula has a high youth
unemployment rate. Because of the lack of public
transport services and further education and training
services on the southern Mornington Peninsula, many
students have to travel out of the area to access those
services. With a lack of services it is very hard for
students to get to those various institutes. It also means
that many do not even bother. However, since the
PenBus service has been operating, as I said, about
1000 students a week have been accessing it. Many of
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those students — in fact probably hundreds of those
students — would normally not be able to access those
further education, training and employment
opportunities.
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suggestions, to build on the work the Andrews Labor
government has started to support social cohesion and
human rights.

Country roads and bridges program
The Mornington Peninsula shire, Public Transport
Victoria (PTV) and the minister’s department met on
9 July to discuss options because the funding was
running out at the end of the year — in fact it ran out in
June. The Mornington Peninsula Shire Council then
paid for the service to run for the remainder of the
academic year, which was very good of it. Those three
groups are looking at options as to how that service
might continue and how Public Transport Victoria
might assist in that matter, but unfortunately there has
been absolutely no word. Despite PTV saying it will
follow it up and get back to all of the stakeholders,
there has been no follow-up since that July meeting. In
fact senior officers of the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council have been ringing PTV, but there has been no
contact. There have been no more meetings since July,
and there have been no proposals put forward.
I ask that the minister intervene to find out what is
going on and to ensure that the undertakings that were
made at the July meeting are fulfilled so that those
1000 students a week can access those educational
opportunities.

Thomastown electorate women’s delegation
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I wish to raise
a matter with the Minister for Multicultural Affairs. The
action I seek is that he coordinate a reception of
ministers to receive a delegation of women from the
Thomastown electorate. This is a group of very talented
and articulate women who are of Middle East
background and who have been meeting in my office to
discuss a number of issues of concern to many women
living in the area. There is concern about the way the
media has been portraying people of various faiths,
providing commentary that is both misinformed and
hateful. There is concern about the lack of leadership at
the federal government level and the comments made
by conservative politicians that foster division and are
offensive and alienating to many Australians. There is
concern that many women no longer feel welcome in
their homeland as they are abused or ostracised for
wearing headscarfs or clothing that is different to
others.
We know that the Andrews Labor government is a
government that stands strong on fairness and equality
and condemns discrimination in all its forms. This
delegation would like to meet with ministers to explain
their concerns and experiences and discuss their

Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
to the Premier. The specific action I seek is
compensation for the seven rural local councils across
Ripon to reverse the savage cutting of $1 million per
year to every rural council in Ripon. The abolition by
the Andrews Labor government of the country roads
and bridges program ripped $1 million per year from all
rural councils. In Ripon there are seven of these:
Pyrenees, Ararat Rural City, Northern Grampians,
Buloke, Loddon, Central Goldfields and Hepburn. All
of these councils have substantial road and bridge
networks. These roads must be maintained for safety.
The removal of the country roads and bridges program
means these councils have to find an additional
$1 million per year for their roads. After all, if we are to
achieve the goals of the current joint Transport
Accident Commission, VicRoads and Victoria Police
Towards Zero campaign, then country roads must be
adequately maintained.
The seven councils are taking different approaches to
managing their unplanned cut of $1 million per year in
revenue. Buloke, for example, has ripped up kilometres
of roads and returned the bitumen to dirt, which it will
run a grader over occasionally. Northern Grampians has
cut its funding to school pedestrian crossing
supervisors — lollipop people. Two schools have
already contacted me about this: St Arnaud Primary
School and Stawell Secondary College. Stephen
Walker, president of the Stawell Secondary College
school council, notes that the school crossing is
particularly dangerous as it is a T-intersection on an
arterial road.
Central Goldfields has cut council funding to its local
State Emergency Service (SES) brigades. Council
funding is very important to the local SES units across
Ripon, all of which play such a vital part in helping our
communities. John Parker, regional manager of SES
north west region, had this to say:
It’s a good resource and it’s crucial.

He said that the funding is ‘used for power, gas and
personal protective equipment’.
I expect further cuts from the other local government
areas in Ripon as they struggle to maintain their roads
and bridges. The only just way, short of restoring the
country roads and bridges program, is to fairly
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compensate my councils for their unavoidable costs in
maintaining their roads.
In closing, I have directed this request to the Premier
because the impacts are across many portfolios: roads,
local government, emergency services, education —
the list goes on. I say to the Premier: please stop forcing
country councils in Ripon to put lives at risk either at
school crossings or from the SES or inferior roads.

Hurstbridge railway station
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Public Transport.
The action I seek is for her to support improvements to
the Hurstbridge train station car park. The station draws
a growing number of commuters from the Hurstbridge
township; rural areas of Nillumbik, such as Cottles
Bridge, Nutfield, Panton Hill, St Andrews and Arthurs
Creek; the Kinglake Ranges; and the rapidly growing
suburb of Doreen. This growth has put pressure on
Hurstbridge train station’s car park to the point that
many commuters are parking on adjacent VicTrack
land in Graysharps Road. In winter this area became a
quagmire, as it has no treatment of bitumen or even
gravel. A number of locals raised this issue with me at
the wattle festival, and a number of emails followed. A
local, Terry Clement, said:
The land is used by rail commuters for car parking as the car
parking area on the Main Road side of the station is filled
early in the morning on weekdays.
I personally do not need to use car parking at the station, as I
live in the town and walk to the station.
However, I think it is terrible that people who do need to park
have no choice but to park their cars in a muddy, waterlogged
section of land and walk through mud to get to the station to
commute by train to work.
Would be great to see this situation addressed prior to next
winter.

I agree with Terry and other locals using the station,
and I urge the minister to act to have improvements
made at the Hurstbridge train station.

Responses
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — A number of members have
raised a range of matters for various ministers, and I
will pass those matters on to those ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.21 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

REMEMBRANCE DAY
The SPEAKER — Order! On the 11th hour of the
11th day of the 11th month, Remembrance Day, we
pause and reflect on the sacrifices of Australian
servicemen and servicewomen during conflicts of war
and peacekeeping operations. Parliament today was
suspended to allow members to attend Remembrance
Day services. The President of the Legislative Council
and I joined the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition,
the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs and other members
as part of the official party to attend the service this
morning at the Shrine of Remembrance.
At 11.00 a.m. on 11 November 1918 fighting on the
Western Front fell silent after more than four years of
war. The moment that hostilities ceased on the Western
Front has since become associated with the
remembrance of those who have died and served in
war. I ask that on this Remembrance Day members are
mindful that it is the Anzac centenary when 100 years
ago this year in April the Anzacs landed in Gallipoli.
This time 100 years ago Anzacs were still engaged in
fighting with Turkish forces, which has since become
the basis of an evolving and strengthening friendship
between our two nations.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to welcome
ministers and ambassadors and their delegations from
Afghanistan, Cambodia, Chile, the Czech Republic,
Iran, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Kazakhstan, Kenya,
Malaysia, Peru, the Solomon Islands, Ukraine and
Uruguay, who are all here to attend the International
Mining and Resources Conference. Welcome to the
Parliament of Victoria. On behalf of the Premier, the
Leader of the Opposition and all members, I wish you a
very successful conference.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I inform all
honourable members that the Minister for Police and
Minister for Corrections will be absent from question
time today and that the Attorney-General will answer in
his place.
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ABSENCE OF MEMBERS
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Out of
courtesy I inform the house that the member for Murray
Plains, other Nationals MPs and the members for Ripon
and Benambra will be absent as they are attending
Remembrance Day events in their electorates.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to the
annual report of the Treasury Corporation of Victoria
tabled yesterday that shows the state has incurred
further financial liabilities of over $200 million in
relation to the government’s decision to terminate the
east–west link project. I ask the Treasurer: when did he
first become aware of this additional
multimillion-dollar financial cost?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for the question. When did I become
aware of this? I suppose if we go back in history, we
will see that there was a note in the pre-election budget
update that said that there had been a letter provided to
the east–west consortium — a letter.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — My level of awareness at that stage
was that I was slightly disconcerted about what this all
meant. But after the election the member for Malvern
did something that he refused to do all the time he was
in government: he produced the letter of comfort.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, in relation
to relevance, the question was very straightforward. It
was focused very clearly on the matter raised in the
Treasury Corporation annual report yesterday and when
the Treasurer first became aware of those additional
costs — a simple question. I ask you to bring him back
to that question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Leader of the Opposition asked the Treasurer about
when he became aware of certain liabilities. The
Treasurer is chronologically taking the house through
his awareness of liabilities, beginning from the time that
he became aware of the member for Malvern’s
disgraceful side letter.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Attorney-General can attempt to recast the question if
he wishes, but the question was about specific
liabilities, not various liabilities.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order at this point. I ask the
Treasurer to continue and to respond to the question as
advanced by the opposition.
Mr PALLAS — My state of awareness is growing
at the level of injustice and of the feckless indifference
those opposite imposed upon the Victorian people.
Then we finally got to see this gross injustice to the
Victorian people. What does it say? It says:
If, at any time, a provision of this deed poll is or becomes
illegal, invalid or unenforceable — —

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! As the Chair has
indicated repeatedly, the Chair, the public and indeed
the media must be able to hear the responses advanced
by the Treasurer. The Treasurer, to continue in silence.
Mr PALLAS — If only they had had their voices in
cabinet when this was being discussed. It continues that
if it becomes:
… unenforceable in any respect under the law of any
jurisdiction, that will not affect or impair the legality, validity
or enforceability of —

these arrangements. What a gross injustice! When did I
become aware of this?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Requests made by the
Chair for silence apply to government and opposition
members.
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Warrandyte should be fully aware by now that that is
not a way of putting a point of order to the house.
Mr PALLAS — At that point my understanding
was crystal clear. I knew then the absolute level of
treachery against the Victorian people. Like a drowning
man grasping at straws, members of the former
government grabbed hold of Victorian taxpayers and
their interests and said, ‘I’m not going down without
you’. That is exactly what they did to Victorians and
their interests. At what point did good governance or
their ministerial responsibilities impact on their
thinking? Quite frankly, those opposite should hang
their heads in shame for the crass indifference in the
way they treated their responsibilities.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair can
understand the excitement. We have had a two-week
break, and we have a wonderful international
delegation with us. I promised the international
delegation that we would perform well today, but I am
not sure that this is the performance the Chair was
expecting.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — We will
have to apologise on the Treasurer’s behalf if that is the
case. On a supplementary question, given that on
15 April the Premier declared that the Labor
government had incurred costs of just $1 and no more
money would be paid, when the Premier made that
claim, had the Treasurer advised him that additional
losses of $217 million, started to be incurred in
February, would have to be added in addition to the
cancellation figure, yes or no?
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
is warned.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked his question. The Chair demanded
silence for him. The Chair demands equal silence and
respect for the Treasurer.

Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, just to
clarify: is that the side letter that the Treasurer told Neil
Mitchell he did not even know about close to the
election? Is that the same side letter that he lied to the
public again today about?

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Let me say that
everything we said about the amount has been proven
to be true. In fact we mentioned the fact that there were
swaps in place in both April and in June. Let us be clear
about what a swap is.

Ms Ward interjected.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member will resume
his seat. There is no point of order. The member for

Mr Wells interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Rowville is warned.
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Mr PALLAS — A swap is when you trade
something of value for something of equal value. That
is a swap. The people of Victoria did not swap
governments; they got rid of a hopeless one, a valueless
one.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, by way of
relevance, I ask you to bring the Treasurer back to the
question, which is very clear: had he told the Premier of
that additional $217 million when he sat next to him at
the Park Hyatt and the Premier said that the government
had incurred costs of just $1 and no more money would
be paid, yes or no?
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Treasurer to
come back to answering the question. The Treasurer
has finished.

Ministers statements: Remembrance Day
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to pay the
respects of all members of Parliament and indeed to
inform the house of the government’s ongoing effort to
ensure that we remember those who made the ultimate
sacrifice and indeed those who this very day serve in
the defence of our freedom at home and in all parts of
the world. As you noted, Speaker, in your earlier
comments, the hostilities on the Western Front ceased
at the 11th hour on the 11th day of the 11th month in
1918. Seventy million people were pulled into the web
of the First World War, and 13 million died. Sixty
thousand Australians, some 19 000 Victorians, never
came home, and today we remember them.
We remember the many thousands of Australian men
and women who fought in our colours for our cause, for
our liberties and freedoms and in defence of our values
not just in the First World War but in all conflicts and
indeed in peacekeeping missions since that time. We
remember those who made the ultimate sacrifice, their
loved ones, their families and their carers, and of course
we remember those who are in service and in the
defence force right now.
In terms of our government’s efforts to make sure that
we remember, pay respect to and prove worthy of the
sacrifice of those who have fallen, we have many
different programs, the most recent of which are the
important preparations for the 50th anniversary of the
Battle of Long Tan, which will occur next year. I can
inform the house that there will be a full program of
events, including — I think, critically — a proper
curriculum, a proper study, of that battle and of the
Vietnam War in all its contexts.
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The Long Tan battle was of course the most costly
engagement of the Vietnam War, and every
government secondary school student next year will
learn appropriately about that chapter in our history.
That is about paying due respect, about a proper
memory and about a proper commemoration of the
sacrifice of so many not just in that conflict but in all
conflicts. Let us all join together in the hope that we
will prove worthy of the sacrifice they made for us.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. I refer to yesterday’s disclosure by
Treasury Corporation of Victoria (TCV) that
$217 million in financial liability has been caused by
the Treasurer’s decision to take on $3 billion of private
credit in terminating the east–west link project. Given
that the Treasurer told the media on 15 April this year
that this new financial facility would lead to ‘saving
Victorians costs’, how does he explain this additional
$217 million hit to Victoria’s financial position?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. There is nothing like a
convert to openness and accountability. He has got that
old-time religion now, but he sits there, feckless and
friendless, alone and palely loitering on the front bench,
and he is there for a reason.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, I
think that even in setting the context the Treasurer
should be brought back to trying to actually answer
what is an important question about a huge cost to
Victorian taxpayers.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — I will take it easy on the member
for Malvern because I know he is a bit brittle. Let us be
very clear. Is the member for Malvern confusing the
idea of a bond issue with the swaps? I think he is. Let
us be very clear on this matter. This government gave a
commitment to Victorians. We said to Victorians that
we would not pay $1. In fact we did pay $1, so there is
a measure of contrition, and the total value of that
measure of contrition is $1. We paid $1 for these
facilities.
Of course the swap arrangements are being managed.
As we said back in April when we first announced
these arrangements and as we restated in June when the
final arrangement was put in place, TCV will manage
the swap. Why is TCV managing it? Because it is
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effectively its job. It is the banker for the state of
Victoria. Why is this important? Because we can — —
Mr Paynter — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
matter of relevance, I can understand why this
Treasurer is having difficulty answering this question.
The $217 million is a cost to the state of Victoria. It
does not add to the facility to be used for future
products. He does not understand what being a
Treasurer means, and — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass
will resume his seat. The Chair gave the member for
Bass the opportunity to make a point of order, and he
missed that opportunity.
Mr PALLAS — I thank the member for Bass for
giving me the opportunity to collect my thoughts and to
remind all Victorians that the member for Bass is a
cleanskin. He was not infected by the tawdry
arrangements those opposite participated in. Let us
remember that the swaps are being administered by
TCV, as we always said they would, but let us never
forget who backed up the truck and got the money out
the door before this government came to office. Who
did that? The mendacious member for Malvern — the
man who cares little about the interests of Victoria and
whose insufferable arrogance cost Victorians dearly.
Let us remember therefore that when they dug this
money pit, when they refused to justify it — —
Mr Paynter interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Bass is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — When they refused to put the facts
before the Victorian people, they failed. They failed the
basic test of accountability. They have trashed the
legacy that loosely is described as liberal, but there is
nothing liberal about them. This was nothing but a
fit-up job on the Victorian people.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — TCV disclosed that
the Treasurer’s own department directed it to transact
interest rate futures in February this year, so why did he
assure Victorians on 15 April that the state’s liability
was capped at $339 million? Was he ignorant or was he
lying?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Believe me, the
member for Malvern would never confuse ignorance
with arrogance, but he has both in equal measure. Let
me refer to the media release that the government put
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together in respect of this issue on 15 June when these
matters were finally resolved. What did we say in that
document? We said:
The bond agreement, along with the swap arrangement, will
be managed by Treasury Corporation Victoria.

Goodness, at what point hidden in amongst this media
release did he think there was some clever, hidden
meaning? When we said TCV would manage it, that is
what we meant. Why did we mean it? Because as we
extract ourselves from this tawdry, despicable poison
pill that he sought to infect the Victorian economy with,
let us be clear, he should chow down on it.

Ministers statements: veterans
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — I rise to
update the house on this Remembrance Day on the
Victorian government’s work to support our veterans. It
was great to see that Victorians paid their respects at
services right across the state today and supported the
RSL Remembrance Day Poppy Appeal. I am also
proud of this morning’s attendance at the shrine. Many
members of Parliament attended, and according to a
trustee it was one of the largest attendances since World
War II, which is fantastic to see.
Our veterans have earnt their respect and support for
the rest of their lives, and we are giving them that help.
I can announce today that we are investing $61 000
under the restoring community war memorials and
avenues of honour grant program to help communities
upgrade their unique tributes. Today we are also
committing $89 000 to deliver activities that
commemorate our veterans services. Our first budget
honoured the contribution of our veterans. This
included $1 million to recognise Victoria’s Vietnam
veterans on the 50th anniversary of the Battle of Long
Tan.
We are also providing $400 000 over the next four
years to the Victorian branch of the RSL for welfare
support of veterans. We are committing $5 million over
four years to commemorate the Anzac centenary. We
are supporting the 5000 Poppies project at the
prestigious Chelsea Flower Show. The Victorian
Veterans Council is working on a community sector
review, which I look forward to seeing. I also opened
the veterans accommodation project, a $1.3 million
investment in five short-term units to help veterans in
crisis. The new $45 million Galleries of Remembrance
continues to attract visitors and educate our students.
As the Minister for Veterans, I certainly look forward to
working with the veterans community to continue
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commemorating and supporting them further. Lest we
forget.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I wish to acknowledge in
the gallery a former member for Boronia and
Melbourne West in the Legislative Council, the
Honourable Jean McLean.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Given that on the Neil Mitchell program
this morning he refused to rule out further costs being
incurred by the taxpayer as a consequence of the
Premier’s decision to rip up the east–west link
contracts, can he now detail to the house what financial
risks or liabilities, including interest rate exposures, are
still outstanding and how much more they will cost
Victorians?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. There is one thing we have to
acknowledge with the member for Malvern: he whistles
past his own graveyard, a graveyard of his own making.
We know that the hand that signed the paper
basically — and let us be clear — —
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern is warned.
Mr PALLAS — The letter that was provided and
accounted for prior to the election was not a letter of
comfort. I will tell you what it was: a letter of
guarantee, irrespective of the law. It basically said, ‘We
care nothing about what a court says about our actions.
We care nothing about what the Labor Party and its
lawyers say’.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, on a
question of relevance, this was a very specific question
about future costs to the Victorian taxpayer. If the
Treasurer is not prepared to answer that question, he
should say so; otherwise he should come back to
informing the house accordingly.
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Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, and
asking you to rule it out of order, the preamble to the
question talked about risks and liabilities, and I think
the Treasurer is doing an outstanding job of pointing
out where the risks and liabilities from those opposite
and their actions lay in telling the story about this
tawdry tale that those opposite left us with.
The SPEAKER — Order! The preamble does
become a part of the question, as we all know. The
Treasurer has indeed responded to the preamble and
established a context. I ask the Treasurer to come back
to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — We know that east–west was a
major loss-leading undertaking. We know it was a
money pit. A money pit by other names is a hole, so if
you have dug yourself into a hole, stop digging. That is
a good start to the basic principle. In an economic sense
we know exactly what those opposite were intending.
Mr Burgess interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings is warned. I will not warn the member again.
Mr PALLAS — They were intending to ensure that
for every dollar of Victorians money that was spent,
45 cents would be returned. They told the consortium,
‘Back the truck up before the election and take the
money out’. But I tell you one thing, Speaker, when it
comes to any additional liabilities, the liabilities are as
we put them in our press conferences in April and June,
together with the swaps that were accounted for in
those press conferences. But let me also be very clear
that we are not going to have any of this nonsense about
due diligence engagement of government constituting a
cost. It is not a cost. It is not a cost; it is a sunk cost that
sunk you.
Mr Pesutto interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn is warned.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition members
will allow the manager of opposition business to make
a point of order. That includes the Leader of the
Opposition.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has now been speaking for well over
2 minutes, and he has still not yet addressed the
question of what is the future cost to Victorians of the
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deals that he has done. I ask you to bring him back to
answering the question.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been answering the question in detail,
going through the government statements made in both
April and June that went to the very matters contained
in the member for Malvern’s question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.
Mr PALLAS — Let me be clear that the liability to
the state is as described in the press conference of June
of this year, with the addition that if we ever bring to
account the swaps and we cannot repurpose the swaps
into appropriate alternative instruments, there will be an
implied cost in that.
Mr T. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Kew is
warned.
Mr PALLAS — But additionally, what we will not
cop from the opposition is a suggestion that the due
diligence analysis of government should constitute a
cost, because what due diligence showed us was that
this road was a dog and those who sought to impose it
upon Victorians were nothing short of a disgrace.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has
finished. There is no need for clarification, as the
member for Warrandyte understands.
Mr Burgess interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Hastings
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hastings will withdraw himself from this house under
standing order 124 for a period of half an hour.
Honourable member for Hastings withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Questions and statements resumed.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — On a
supplementary question, after covering up a budget
deficit and an additional $1.1 billion of debt, why did
the Treasurer deliberately cover up the true costs of
scrapping the east–west link when he knew he had not
capped the state’s liability?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Let me be very clear
that the Department of Treasury and Finance makes it
very clear beyond any doubt or argument that the
opposition might seek to mention that the state is very
strongly in surplus and will remain so under this
government.
But it is rich beyond compare that those opposite,
particularly the member for Malvern, should suggest
that we are the subject of a cover-up — the bloke who
had the secret side deal. What other secret arrangements
did he enter into? We will find out about them very
soon, but I can assure him that we know what a budget
surplus is. Our department has told us what a budget
surplus is, but the member for Malvern does not know
what a surplus is.
Mr Dixon interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Nepean
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Nepean
will withdraw himself from the house under standing
order 124 for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Nepean withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.

Ministers statements: regional housing
affordability
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house about initiatives of the Andrews Labor
government to deliver good government in Victoria.
Good government means governing for all Victorians,
including those in regional Victoria — and our
apologies to absent friends. The Housing Industry
Association’s September quarter affordability report
showed that in regional Victoria the affordability
increased by 2 per cent and then again by 3.5 per cent
over the year.
However, apparently there are some who were very
disappointed with this news. A report that was recently
published found that the attraction of cheaper housing
in regional cities for those on lower incomes, including
income support, was against certain political interests. It
found that throwing $17 billion into a single road that
would return 45 cents in every dollar was a plan for a
comprehensive infrastructure program — that was the
grand plan.
All these findings were in a report written by the former
president of the Liberal Party. What was this report
called? Good Government for Victoria! That is good
government when you are having dodgy government,
secret government and side-deal government. It was
somewhat unfortunate for Victorians that those
opposite turned their minds to the idea of good
government from opposition.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will make
his statement.
Mr PALLAS — Let us not forget that those
opposite described the state as the toenails when
previously in government, and it seems like nothing is
going to change. Even last week the east–west one-trick
pony, the member for Malvern, was still out parading
himself on Derby Day rather than fighting for the
support of regional Victoria.

Leadbeater’s possum
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — My question is to
the Premier. The government has now been in power
for almost one year, and the industry task force, which
was an election promise, is yet to commence
discussions on forestry jobs and protection of
threatened species. The critically endangered
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Leadbeater’s possum will become extinct in the wild if
the government continues logging in its habitat. Given
that the industry task force’s terms of reference have
not yet been released, when will the task force begin its
work?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Melbourne for her question. I am sorry to tell her
that she is sadly mistaken. The work of the task force
has indeed begun. We are well underway, and this does
represent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — I am asked by those opposite,
‘Who started that work?’. As I look across here, I
thought maybe the Greens were the commentators in
this debate. The hapless member for Warrandyte, who
was the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
for a short time, asks who started this work. This
government started this work, not the pretender from
Warrandyte, who did not lift a finger.
The member for Melbourne asked a serious question,
and I indicate to her that I think this is a genuine
opportunity for representatives from the forestry
industry, representatives from the environment groups
and representatives of timber workers to come together
in a unique partnership and work through these issues
and find — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Again, the polar opposite. There
is only the commentary of those opposite, which are
just words.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will not
engage with the opposition’s interjections.
Mr ANDREWS — There are just words from those
opposite. They did not do a thing, or a thing good, in
four long years.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government and
opposition members will allow the Premier to continue
in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Melbourne has
asserted that the government has not acted on its
commitment, and that is completely and utterly wrong.
The work is well underway.
Mr R. Smith — I doubt it.
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Mr ANDREWS — The member for Warrandyte
doubts it. We doubt you, mate. We doubt you, you dill!
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question put by the member for
Melbourne.
Mr ANDREWS — The member for Melbourne is
mistaken. If the member for Melbourne, might I say
with respect, would like to be briefed on these matters
as a commentator — and that is her capacity, as a
commentator, because this government is getting on
with it — I am more than happy to facilitate a briefing
for her so that the next time she accuses the government
of something she might be halfway accurate.
Supplementary question
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I thank the Premier
for his answer. My supplementary question is: while we
are waiting for the industry task force to have its terms
of reference made public and for it to provide
recommendations on a way forward, the forest which is
the home of the Leadbeater’s possum is being
destroyed at quite an alarming rate. Will the Premier
commit to a moratorium on native forest logging in
Leadbeater’s habitat until the industry task force makes
its final recommendations?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I do thank the
member for Melbourne for her supplementary question.
There would seem to be a little bit of conflict around
the place. We had someone a moment ago claiming
credit for this work and the person sitting directly
behind him has described it as absolute rubbish, so
there is a little bit of conflict over there I think.
I inform the member for Melbourne that rather than
imposing an outcome we have said that if all of those
involved — environment groups, timber workers and
the forestry industry — can come together and be
supported and facilitated in that work by the
government, we think there can be a consensus that is
arrived at. I think that is always the best way to go.
I might again, with the greatest of respect, indicate that
commentary and talk will not get this done. It is about
action and leadership, and that is exactly what our
government is delivering — in spades, might I say —
after four years of complete inaction and now, it would
seem, completely binary conflict.

Ministers statements: level crossings
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased and delighted to provide information to
the house on new achievements that our government is
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taking with its revolutionary removal of the 50 most
dangerous and congested level crossings across
Melbourne.
How pleased I am to provide the information to the
house that since the last sitting of the Parliament the
following has been achieved. We have brought forward
construction of the removal of the three level crossings
in and around Bentleigh by six months, meaning they
will be removed earlier. We have also — just last
week — announced that the two level crossings in
Bayswater will be among the first 20 removed by 2018,
and we are building a new station at Bayswater as well.
Just on Sunday I joined with the Premier and members
to announce that eight level crossings at the southern
end of the Frankston line will be removed as one
package, and planning and consultation are starting
right now on this project.
Victorians voted for us to get on with this program of
removing these deathtraps, and that is exactly what we
are doing. This is part of our broader vision for
infrastructure. Governments should know the
importance of having and should take the advice of
those who suggest that governments should have a
broader vision for infrastructure.
I read many transport and infrastructure reports that
help inform the new actions we take as a government.
One recent report I was reading outlines the damaging
consequences of government not having this type of
vision.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! My three amigos are
warned: the Minister for Planning, the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing and the Minister for
Tourism and Major Events — especially the Minister
for Planning.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now departing from the requirement of
sessional order 7 for her statement to inform the house
of new government initiatives, projects and
achievements. I ask you to bring her back to
compliance.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker,
perhaps the honourable member was not listening. I
was talking about new information that helps inform
the new actions, achievements and initiatives that we
are taking as government, and that is entirely in
accordance with sessional order 7.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
making a ministers statement.
Ms ALLAN — We are getting on with this
program. We are not relying on one dud project to
count as a broader vision or an empty slogan. Who can
forget that empty slogan Building a Better Victoria that
has been panned by the recent report as not a narrative
itself. I hope that those Liberal Party members opposite
who contributed to this Liberal Party report take note
and get out of the way of stopping us from removing
these level crossings.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister’s time has
expired.

Mr Melhem (Western Metropolitan Region)
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Premier. I refer the Premier to today’s report in the
Australian newspaper that Cesar Melhem has hired his
former union mate Frank Leo as an electorate officer
despite damning evidence at the trade unions royal
commission that Mr Leo sold out low-paid workers at
Chiquita Mushrooms in exchange for payments to
union funds, and I ask the Premier: is it consistent with
his government’s policy for a union to allow workers to
be sacked and their jobs transferred to a labour hire
company in exchange for money being paid to the
union behind workers’ backs?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — This is the best they
can do: a rip-and-read from the Australian today. I am
indebted to the member for Box Hill, the former
Minister for Finance, who sat on and delivered the
sustainable government initiative, otherwise known for
sacking 5500 public servants and maybe more. Now I
am asked about labour hire, and I am happy to answer
that.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Premier is debating the question. He is not allowed to
engage in diatribes or express personal views. He
should come back to answering the question that I
asked of him.
Mr ANDREWS — On the point of order, Speaker,
the member for Box Hill has asked me to speak and
clarify the government’s position on labour hire, and I
am absolutely delighted to do that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his answer on the question as put.
Mr ANDREWS — I am asked by the member for
Box Hill about labour hire. We are having a proper
inquiry into labour hire because we believe there are
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some completely unscrupulous labour hire companies
out there operating in Victoria, and we will not stand
for that. We want to see a situation where people are
paid fairly and where people are rewarded fairly for the
contribution they make, and we will deliver in full on
our commitments in terms of reform and a licensing
system for labour hire companies.
The reason we have to do that is because this is a
completely unregulated system, a system that those
opposite did nothing about, so I am delighted to be
given an opportunity to clarify our government’s
leadership position on labour hire. Those who are doing
the wrong thing will not be allowed to trade in Victoria
when we are finished delivering our commitment in
full.
The opportunity was given to me by someone who did
more sacking, more contracting out and more
outsourcing than most of us can remember, but let us
put that to one side and be positive and grateful that the
member for Box Hill gave me a chance to show yet
again the difference between a government that will
back workers and their entitlements and those opposite,
the sack ’em and contract out brigade, who were
dispensed with by the Victorian people a year ago.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling on the
manager of opposition business I will not warn the
Minister for Planning or the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing again.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given the Premier’s
answer, will the Premier continue to condone workers
being ripped off by union bosses by allowing
Mr Melhem to remain a member of his team?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the member
for Box Hill for his supplementary question. He was
not just the finance minister who sacked quite a few
thousand people; he was also the Attorney-General.
Apparently the administration of justice is now lost on
him; he has no idea how these things work anymore.
He would like us to act — he would like me to act —
before Dyson Heydon has acted, before the royal
commissioner has acted. It is a nonsense question, and I
would simply say that the royal commission has a job
to do and it ought be allowed to do it. If those opposite
have a different view — —
Mr Guy interjected.
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Mr ANDREWS — Probity lectures from
Fishermans friend over here! I do not think so, my little
white-shoed friend. We will not be taking any lectures
on standards from this dross over here.

Ministers statements: inner city schools
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
inform the house of new information and important
progress that the Andrews government has made on
delivering on its commitment to provide much-needed
schools to inner city Melbourne. There has been a
resurgence of the student-aged population in many
inner city areas. Due to smaller site sizes and issues of
scarcity of land for new schools, numerous hotspots
have emerged.
The Andrews Labor government will deliver new
schools in Prahran, Footscray and Richmond and two in
South Melbourne. They will be developed in real
collaboration with communities. I can announce to the
house that all of our new schools now have new school
planning committees in place — made up of
community representatives, principals and local
government — to start with the nuts and bolts of
establishing these vitally important new schools.
Can I remind the house why this effort is needed now.
The Fishermans Bend precinct, for example, could
require up to five new primary schools and two new
secondary schools catering for up to 4800 enrolments.
The failed former planning minister wanted over
80 000 people to live in Fishermans Bend, but Einstein
over here thought that all the kids could fit into one
primary school. More broadly, those opposite halved
the investment in school infrastructure over this term.
We are cleaning up the mess.
On Monday evening I had the pleasure of speaking at a
community forum regarding education provision in the
inner city. I told them all at the forum that we are on
track to deliver each and every commitment. Those
opposite learn nothing. Only Labor values education.
Honourable members interjecting.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Kew and Rowville
The SPEAKER — Order! The members for Kew
and Rowville will withdraw from the house for a period
of 1 hour.
Honourable members for Kew and Rowville
withdrew from chamber.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The time for questions
and statements has concluded.
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to sessional order 12. The Minister for Public
Transport has not answered a significant number of
questions on notice, 27 at last count — lazy — that are
past their due date. The minister has also answered
questions 697, 698, 748 and 1109 with a glib one-liner
saying, ‘No answer available’, despite that some of
them asked about the strikes that affected hundreds of
thousands of commuters before the Premier and
minister reached their expensive sweetheart wage deal
with their union mates. I ask you to follow up with the
minister and ask her to conform to the sessional orders
which this government introduced but now ignores.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will follow
that matter through for the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 6425) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Agriculture.
This is a question from students of Beaconsfield
Primary School, which I visited recently. When I visit
schools, I give students an opportunity to ask a question
that can be asked in the Victorian Parliament so they
can get an answer. Although, judging by the last point
of order, they may not get an answer. The question to
the minister is in relation to the development that is
going on through the area of Clyde and down through
the Beaconsfield area. The students have asked: why is
so much farmland being developed for housing?
Obviously we have huge growth happening through the
Casey and Cardinia corridor. It is something that the
students have identified as an area that they would like
to understand. They ask: why is the housing
development moving along Clyde Road and why is it
moving out through Soldiers Road et cetera? It is a very
good question from a great bunch of students at
Beaconsfield Primary School.

Bundoora electorate
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — (Question 6426) My
constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. Strathallan
Golf Club, located in Bundoora, is a great local sporting
club. It is a community-run club offering a low-cost
alternative for golf lovers who might otherwise not be
able to play golf at commercial clubs. The club does
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some great work in encouraging older members in the
community to stay active and engage with golf. The
club is primarily located on land owned by Latrobe
University; however, access to and from the course is
via a small pocket of Crown land, and the clubrooms
are located on this land.
The lease for this Crown land recently expired.
Following a dispute over the lease between the club and
La Trobe University, I asked the minister to halt the
process for re-leasing the land in order for the club,
university and the Department of Land, Water and
Planning to work through the issues that had been
raised. I understand that the various parties have now
had an opportunity to express their views. I ask: can the
minister advise what action she intends to take in
relation to re-leasing the Crown land in a way that
responds to issues raised by this great golf club?

Ferntree Gully electorate
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) —
(Question 6427) On behalf of issues raised by the
parents of students at Eastern Ranges school in Ferntree
Gully, I ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety to
explain if 40-kilometres-per-hour flashing neon signs
will be installed outside the school on Dorset Road.
This issue was first raised with VicRoads back in early
2014 by Knox police, and I understand that this has
been an ongoing issue with not only Knox police but
also with parents. I have worked with the local school
community and parents on this very important issue.
Dorset Road is a very busy dual carriageway with a
speed limit of 60 kilometres per hour. It currently has
hard time-based school zone signs, but with such a
volume of traffic using this road many drivers
continually drive over the set speed limit, particularly
during the allocated 40-kilometres-per-hour times, and
this puts the students at risk. My office has received
complaints from parents, and it is imperative that this
government listens to the concerns of my community. I
ask the minister to explain if these traffic signals will be
installed.

Footscray electorate
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — (Question 6428)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. In August the minister came out with
representatives from Public Transport Victoria to talk to
residents in west Sunshine who have been complaining
about their bus routes since they were changed by the
previous government. Their concerns were about their
access to medical centres and local shopping centres
following the change of these bus routes.
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The minister came out and spoke to a large number of
these residents, who had shared their concerns with me
prior to the election. This was meeting an election
commitment for the minister to come out and speak to
those people, which she has honoured. I think they all
appreciated the generous time that she gave in hearing
and listening to all their issues. They were very keen to
also be able to talk to the public servants who were
there about the issues so that they too could understand
the complaints in front of them. I ask for an update.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I suggest to
members that constituency questions are constituency
questions. They are not statements where at the end,
after time has run out, members ask their question. A
preamble is only there to set the context of the question.
It is not about padding it out for a minute. I ask
members to take on board that constituency questions
should only be questions with some preamble to set the
context.

Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 6429) My
question is to the Minister for Police, and the matter I
raise is on behalf of Ulrich and Sandra Zipsin of Two
Hills Road, Glenburn. The Zipsins have been subject to
two arson attacks on their property — one in October
2013 and the other in January 2014. A number of sheds
as well as machinery, timber and hay were destroyed in
these attacks. The attacks have impacted greatly on
their livelihood and obviously have been a great source
of stress for them. The matters have been investigated
by the police and the major suspects identified have
proved to be elusive. The suspects have now been
apprehended in New South Wales, but the Zipsins have
been informed that Victoria Police do not have the
resources to send detectives interstate to pursue the
matter, which includes the collection of DNA for
matching purposes. I know that police resources are
stretched due to government policy and lack of
investment in recruitment, but will the minister ensure
that in this instance appropriate resources are made
available so that my constituents and others like them
receive the justice they deserve?

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 6430) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. Can the minister provide an update on the
government’s commitment to remove four dangerous
and congested level crossings along the Frankston train
line in my electorate of Carrum? As the minister
knows, the level crossings which the government
committed to remove — at Station Street, Bonbeach;
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Station Street, Carrum; Eel Race Road, Seaford; and
Seaford Road, Seaford — are not only dangerous but
cause major local traffic congestion, especially in peak
times. My community has been living with these
dangerous congested crossings for too long. When it
came to public transport and traffic congestion, the
former Liberal government ignored the needs of
Carrum locals. I together with the greater Carrum
community would welcome an update from the
minister on these much-needed works which will not
only overhaul our Frankston train line and our train
services but will transform the way all of us in the
Carrum community live.

Melbourne electorate
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — (Question 6431)
My question is to the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation and relates to short-stay
accommodation in my electorate. Residents in my
electorate, particularly in Docklands and the CBD, have
raised their concerns with me about the impact of
commercial short stays in their apartment buildings.
Short-stay tenants have been known to damage
communal property and compromise security, and they
can also significantly reduce amenity for residents as
they feel they are living in a hotel rather than a
community. Many residents also have concerns that the
independent panel on short-stay accommodation has
not provided recommendations that properly address
the residents’ concerns, and the minister has not yet
responded to this report despite it being released almost
six months ago. I ask the minister: when will the
government respond to the panel’s report in a way that
adequately addresses the concerns raised by residents?

Yuroke electorate
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — (Question 6432) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Local
Government. I note that the first round of funding
approvals for the Andrews Labor government’s
Interface Growth Fund was announced recently. This is
a new grants program which is vitally important to
outer suburban communities like mine. I note that the
Annadale interim community facility in Mickleham
was approved and received $500 000. Could the
minister inform my constituents as to the benefits of
this project and the project timelines?

Burwood electorate
Mr WATT (Burwood) — (Question 6433) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Police.
Given that his chief of staff, Bob Stensholt, is the
former member for Burwood and former president of
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the Ashburton Traders Association, and given that in
his capacity within both roles he organised petitions
calling for the reinstatement of the Ashburton police
station — particularly given that he presented me with
one of these petitions two years ago outside the station,
only days before the increase in hours of operation —
what advice has he received from his chief of staff
about the recent downgrade of the Ashburton police
station?

Oakleigh electorate
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) —
(Question 6434) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing, Minister
for Mental Health, Minister for Equality and Minister
for Creative Industries. I ask the minister for
information on the role the Andrews government will
play in the resettlement of refugees from Syria — and
going forward, settling refugees from other places in
the world where Australia’s help may be required. We
are all acutely aware of the terrible situation faced by
millions of refugees. Australia is one of the richest
countries in the world, and we have a harmonious
multicultural community that makes others truly
envious. Australia can do more, through both settling
refugees and providing adequate aid to developing and
war-torn nations.
Victoria has an excellent record of settling refugees,
and I acknowledge the bipartisan way that this has
occurred in this place and the support given by all
parties here to welcome Syrian refugees. Obviously we
must do more than just give refugees a roof over their
head, although that is the most important first step.
Refugees also need the support programs, language,
education and jobs training to enable them to become a
genuine part of the community. I would appreciate any
update the minister can provide me and the house on
this government’s role in settling refugees.
Mr Katos — I raise a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, to make clear in the house that the
constituency questions are to ask ministers questions.
Three of the constituency questions asked by the
government — the member for Carrum asked for an
update on level crossing works, the member for Yuroke
asked the Minister for Local Government to inform
constituents as to the progress of an action and the
member for Oakleigh asked the housing minister for
information regarding resettlement of Syrian
refugees — were asking for actions of ministers, which
is the purpose of an adjournment debate. A
constituency question, as per the rulings that have been
given to this house, is regarded the same as a question
on notice. It is not to seek actions from ministers — that
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is the purpose of an adjournment debate. So I ask you
to review those constituency questions of the three
members and provide a ruling to the house.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! On the point
of order, I will refer the matter to the Speaker. I refer
back to what I said about 10 minutes ago in terms of
what constituency questions are. They are questions in
terms of members’ own constituency, and that was a
decision of this house — that honourable members
should be able to ask questions about their own
constituency, and not general questions, and the
preamble should be just that. It should set the context; it
is not about giving a speech for a minute. So I will take
on board what the honourable member for South
Barwon has requested. I will refer it to the Speaker. I
think that the matter of constituency questions needs to
be dealt with so that they are constituency questions,
they are succinct and they are relevant to the
constituency. So I thank the honourable member for
South Barwon.
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PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the government has scrapped
voluntary special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian
government schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that as of next year they will break this
promise.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours, as has
been the case in Victoria for decades.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (127 signatures).
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
the member for Oakleigh specifically — going with
what you have just said — has asked a question about
refugees, which is also not about his constituency. I
hope that when the Speaker thinks about it — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Points of
order will be heard in silence, from both sides. The
honourable member for Burwood is raising a relevant
point of order, and I do need to hear him in silence.
Mr Watt — In the Rulings from the Chair the
second point with regard to constituency questions
states:
Constituency questions must relate to constituency issues and
not encompass broader policy issues, which can be included
in questions on notice.

The question specifically — where it regarded refugees
and the government policy with regard to refugees — is
not a question for a constituency; that is a question for
either question time or questions on notice, and I would
ask that you rule that out of order and ask the Speaker
to give guidance on that.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will rule on
the point of order because I have already ruled on the
point of order of the honourable member for South
Barwon. I will refer the questions of both honourable
members to the Speaker, and he can report back to the
house on that particular matter.

Grand Final Friday
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note the harmful impacts
of the decision by the Daniel Andrews Labor government to
declare new public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews has
imposed a major new cost that will see many businesses close
their doors for the day, employees lose much-needed shifts
and also inflict significant damage on our state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve public holiday put the cost of the holiday to Victoria
at up to $898 million per year.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected,
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
The petitioners therefore call on the Daniel Andrews Labor
government to reverse its decision to impose the grand final
eve public holiday.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (66 signatures).

Orchard Grove Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the inadequate facilities which presently
exist at Orchard Grove Primary School, situated at
101 Orchard Grove, Blackburn South, Victoria, 3130, in the
state electorate of Forest Hill.
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Orchard Grove Primary School is proud of the quality
education it provides to its students and this is reflected in the
increasing number of enrolments the school receives each
year.
Regrettably, the facilities for both staff and students are
inadequate to meet the demands of this growing school. The
administrative and staff facilities are overcrowded, the toilets
used by the senior students often require maintenance and
there is insufficient room for the first aid facilities.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide adequate funding to Orchard
Grove Primary School to modernise the school, in particular
to upgrade the administrative and staff facilities, including the
toilet and first aid facilities for both staff and students.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (19 signatures).

Vermont Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house the inadequate facilities which presently
exist at Vermont Primary School, situated at Nurlendi Road,
Vermont, Victoria, 3133, in the state electorate of Forest Hill.
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Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — SR 126
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory
Rules 114, 122, 123, 127

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Reporting date
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That the resolution of the house of 5 May 2015 be amended
to extend the final reporting date for the Family and
Community Development Committee’s inquiry into abuse in
disability services to no later than 30 April 2016.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Standing and sessional orders

Vermont Primary School is proud of the quality education it
provides to its students, and this is reflected in the increasing
number of enrolments the school receives each year.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:

Regrettably, the facilities for both staff and students are
inadequate to meet the demands of this popular and
progressive school. The central administration and classroom
wing of the school is in need of urgent and costly
maintenance works, which often results in major disruption to
both staff and students.

That so much of standing and sessional orders be suspended
on Thursday, 12 November 2015, to allow the members for
Polwarth and South-West Coast to make inaugural speeches
for a maximum of 15 minutes each immediately after
statements by members.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria provide adequate funding to Vermont
Primary School to rebuild its central administration and
classroom wing, so that the high-quality academic program
can be matched with high-quality facilities.

By Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) (22 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Forest Hill be considered next day on
motion of Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Hastings on 10 November be
considered next day on motion of Mr MORRIS
(Mornington).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Statutory Rules under the following acts:
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act
1968 — SR 127

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Findon Primary School
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I rise
to congratulate Findon Primary School on being a
successful recipient of the Andrews Labor
government’s funding through the Ride2School
program, and I thank the school community for inviting
me to take part in the launch of its ACTIVEpaths
initiative on 30 October. I had the pleasure of joining
the students, parents and teachers as they walked,
skated, scooted and rode to school as part of the
Ride2School program. The Andrews Labor
government is a proud supporter of this program, which
started in 2006 and has encouraged thousands of
students to embrace healthier lifestyles as they make
their way to and from school.
The program also encourages safety, such as wearing
helmets, as well as learning to share roads and footpaths
with other users. Increasing the level of physical
activity amongst Victorians is the cornerstone of the
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government’s commitment to supporting active
communities, and we are proud to be supporting
students to help them lead healthier lives.
We committed $2.8 million in the last budget to secure
the future of the Ride2School program for a further four
years, which includes an expansion to secondary
schools. Thanks to this important funding commitment
19 schools across our state have been awarded a share
of $50 000 to be used for bike sheds and bike parking
or to improve the provision of ACTIVEpaths in the
area. The ACTIVEpaths initiative involves working
closely with school communities to identify appropriate
travel routes using path markers.
Following the launch of Findon Primary’s
ACTIVEpaths I joined the school for assembly, at
which prizes were given to four students for showing
leadership and respectful behaviour. The students were:
Joshua Curtin, Matthew Stingas, Annabel Momirovski
and Tanisha Rowe. I would also like to praise the
efforts of the principal Paula Cosgrave, school council
president Michelle Sapardanis and school council
members.

Maroondah Hospital car parking
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — Residents in my
electorate have raised concerns with me over many
years about the lack of car parking at Maroondah
Hospital and the need for increased spaces. On any
given day it is near impossible for patients or visitors to
find a car park at Maroondah Hospital, and the elderly
are often required to walk long distances to the hospital
after finding an all-day park or risk receiving a hefty
fine if their treatment or visit takes longer than
expected.
The coalition government had a plan for Maroondah
residents and took a fully costed, comprehensive
commitment to the 2014 election to provide up to an
extra 100 car parking spaces to alleviate some of the
parking pressures for residents in Melbourne’s east.
Melbourne’s population is growing at over
100 000 people a year. At a time when the government
should be investing in health it is ripping money out of
the system and leaving Maroondah Hospital to source
an additional car park when this funding could be spent
on hospital beds, wages and improvements to facilities.

Maroondah Festival
Mr HODGETT — On another matter, last Sunday
Maroondah Festival was held, and I had a presence
there with the members for Bayswater and Ringwood.
The federal member for Deakin, Michael Sukkar, was
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also there. The Maroondah Festival was attended by
thousands of local residents. It was a great event and
day with terrific activities and wonderful food and
entertainment. I take the opportunity to congratulate
Maroondah City Council on putting together a fantastic
Maroondah Festival 2015.

Daylesford Macedon Ranges Open Studios
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — Now in its fourth
year, a visit to Daylesford Macedon Ranges Open
Studios is a wonderful opportunity to see some of our
finest artists at work as they open their studios to the
public over three consecutive weekends in November.
For this unique opportunity I acknowledge the vision
and hard work of creative producer Jill Rivers and the
committee: Nick Alexopoulos, Brad Hooper, Greg
Mallyon, Louise McKenzie, Chris Rowe, Sue Walker
and Colleen Weste. It was a delight to open Daylesford
Macedon Ranges Open Studios this year at the fantastic
group show at St Paul’s Anglican Church hall in
Kyneton and to meet so many talented artists, including
Sarah Gabriel, Matthew Harding and Catherine Abel.
This coming weekend is your last opportunity to visit
us this year. I do hope you will come.

New Gisborne Primary School
Ms THOMAS — On this Remembrance Day I was
proud to join with young leaders from grade 6 at New
Gisborne Primary School to lay wreaths in honour of
those men and women who have fought and those who
lost their lives in defence of our nation and our values.
As these students continue their education I hope they
will learn from the history of past conflicts and strive
for a fairer and more peaceful world.

Sunbury and Macedon Ranges Specialist
School
Ms THOMAS — I was also proud to join with final
year students from Sunbury and Macedon Ranges
Specialist School to lay wreaths at the Gisborne
Cenotaph in honour of those men and women who have
fought and those who lost their lives in defence of our
nation and our values. They are young men and women
with their own challenges to face, but I know they have
been well supported and encouraged at school, and I
wish each of them the best for a happy and productive
future.

Emerald Primary School
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — The other week I was
able to attend Emerald Primary School’s inaugural
speech contest, which was conducted by the Rotary
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Club of Emerald and District. I want to pass on
congratulations to all those involved in it, particularly
Mark Carver and all at Emerald Rotary who were
present on the day. It was a fantastic event, and it was
great to see young people getting up and using their
confidence and skills to deliver some fantastic speeches
for the local community.

Hy Gain Feeds
Mr BATTIN — I met with Greg Manley, CEO of
Hy Gain Feeds. Hy Gain’s headquarters are in Officer,
next to the railway station car park. Currently Hy Gain
that car park to access its business with quite large
trucks. Over the years this has caused some issues for
the local community. Hy Gain is working its hardest to
prevent any further damage to the car parks in the area
and is also trying to create an alternative route.
However, it has run into complications when dealing
with Melbourne Water and the Cardinia Shire Council,
and we have been trying to work through these issues.
They want to create a new access at the back of Hy
Gain, and there is a water drainage point through there,
but they are having issues working out exactly what
that drainage point is going to do to the future. It is
important that the minister assist us with this so that we
can get through and fix it.

Gembrook electorate emergency services
Mr BATTIN — I recently met with the Emerald
State Emergency Service unit and with Ben Owen, who
is the unit controller, to have a discussion about their
station, and I will be pushing the government to
continue that. It was also a pleasure this weekend, on
8 November, to be up at the Clematis Country Fire
Authority station for the handover of a new truck,
which was funded by the coalition government.

Michelle Payne
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — ‘Oh, my God, we
just won the Melbourne Cup!’. That is the way
Melbourne Cup-winning jockey Michelle Payne
finished the biggest race of her life. The Melbourne
Cup was truly momentous for the young woman from
Ballarat. Never before in the history of the Melbourne
Cup had a woman ridden the winner. Prince of
Penzance was a long shot at 100 to 1, and few would
have given it a chance — but Michelle did, and her
words after the race ring true:
… I really want to say that out to all the young children and
people growing up with dreams, you’ve got to believe in
yourself and for some reason I always have had great belief in
myself.
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The news of Michelle Payne’s success has spread
around the world, and why would it not? In her
post-race interview she called out the male-dominated
sport as ‘chauvinistic’, and she said to her detractors:
I just wanted to say that everyone else get stuffed, because
they think women aren’t strong enough but we just beat the
world.

Michelle comes from a racing family and is the
youngest of 10 siblings. She has known adversity in her
young life, but with adversity comes great joy, and one
of those joys is Michelle’s much-loved brother Stevie.
Stevie has worked at winning trainer Darren Weir’s
stables in Ballarat and was the proud strapper of Prince
of Penzance for the Melbourne Cup. I am so proud of
this young woman — a former Loreto College student
who was not afraid to dream big. Stevie and Michelle
are proof that fairytales really do come true, and both
are great ambassadors for Ballarat. I also want to
congratulate the City of Ballarat for its civic reception,
closing Sturt Street for Michelle, Stevie, Darren and the
horse.

High Street Road, Wantirna South
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I recently had
the pleasure of joining the member for Rowville to visit
the recent upgrade, which was part of the High Street
Road duplication. There was $16.2 million expended
by the coalition government, and we were pleased to
see a major milestone reached with the opening of the
outbound dual lane. This is a significant improvement
made by the former government — in stark contrast
with this government, which is providing no funding
for important road upgrades in my community.

Victims of crime
Mr WAKELING — Recently I had the pleasure of
hosting the member for Hawthorn in the Ferntree Gully
electorate, where he met with Bev and Noel
McNamara, who have been strong advocates for
victims of crime. We talked about many of the
challenges victims of crime face and particularly about
their concerns with the way this government is dealing
with victims of crime. It is imperative that this
government understands the needs of victims of crime
when looking at issues of sentencing and the broader
issues of law and order.

Remembrance Day
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to the
residents of Salford Park for their wonderful
Remembrance Day service today, which I had the
pleasure of attending. I also congratulate the members
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of the Knox Remembrance Day Committee, ably led by
Hurtle Lupton, a former member of this place, for a
fantastic service. I was there with the member for
Rowville, the member for Bayswater and the federal
member for La Trobe. It was great to see so many
young people from our local schools involved in that
important celebration.
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Society’s 37th Annual Exhibition on 5 November. The
society was formed in 1978 to nurture an interest in art
in the Bayside community, to provide facilities for local
artists and to provide classes and teachers. I would like
to congratulate all the entrants and indeed all
participants. The exhibition was outstanding. It has
been going on for many years, and it has a very wide
appeal.

Knox City Basketball Club
Mr WAKELING — Finally I would like to
congratulate the Knox City Cougars basketball club for
a fantastic family day. It is a great club, and it has
several hundred children involved. Well done to all
involved.

Cr Helen Patsikatheodorou
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — Congratulations to
Cr Helen Patsikatheodorou, who was elected mayor of
Hume City Council on 28 October. I also congratulate
Cr Chandra Bamunusinghe for his election as deputy
mayor. This is Cr Patsikatheodorou’s second term as
mayor, and like she was in her previous term as mayor
in 2011, I know she will again be a champion of the
people. In her acceptance speech Helen said that the
focus of her mayoral year would be on the services that
matter to people and that she would work to support
programs that assist the city’s most disadvantaged
residents. Helen also said that she would use this year
to promote breast cancer awareness, which is an issue
that is very important to her following her own breast
cancer diagnosis in 2013.
During her term as mayor Helen said that she wanted to
be known as the ‘pink mayor’. She has committed to
wearing something pink every day of her mayoral term
so that husbands, sons, brothers, partners and friends
will be encouraged to remind the women in their life to
have a breast check and mammogram. Regular
screening, as Helen knows too well, can detect breast
cancer early, and when breast cancer is detected early
women have a much greater chance of being treated
successfully. I commend Helen for her efforts in
promoting breast cancer awareness, particularly given
that in the Hume municipality there is a very low
uptake of breast screening for migrant women. I wish
her every success for her mayoral term, and I would
also like to thank Cr Adem Atmaca, the outgoing
mayor, for his great service to the City of Hume and for
his cooperative efforts with other levels of government.

Brighton Art Society
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — I convey to the house
what a great pleasure it was to open the Brighton Art

Remembrance Day
Ms ASHER — I convey my appreciation to the
Bayside City Council and the organisers of today’s
Remembrance Day ceremony at Green Point in
Brighton. Like another member commented before me,
I was terribly impressed by the number of children from
local schools, both private and public, who attended
and laid a wreath at the ceremony.

Gwen Shepherd
Ms ASHER — I pay my condolences to the family
of Gwen Shepherd, a stalwart of the Liberal Party in
Brighton and Goldstein — she was chair of both
districts. Gwen was an outstanding woman — a woman
who organised many campaigns in Brighton and
Goldstein for years. To her daughter Jenny in particular,
who was president of the Young Liberals in my era, my
condolences, and to all her family. She will be
remembered fondly by many.

Remembrance Day
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — Heidelberg
Repatriation Hospital, originally the 115th Heidelberg
Military Hospital, will next year commemorate
75 years of service to veterans, war widows and
servicemen and servicewomen of today. This morning,
along with some 500 veterans, war widows, servicemen
and servicewomen and their families, we gathered in
the remembrance garden of Austin Health’s Heidelberg
Repatriation Hospital for our Remembrance Day
service. My thanks to Mr Robert Winther, OAM,
veteran liaison, and his team for MC-ing and arranging
today’s service, as they have done for many decades.
This is a very significant community event in my
electorate of Ivanhoe, an electorate that includes the
Simpson army barracks at Yallambie, a suburb where
many defence force personnel and their families live
today. New memorial plaques were dedicated and
unveiled today, including those commemorating the
Anzac Memorial Chapel, Agatha Grey-Wilson, Sidney
Lawson and 460 Squadron. The Gallipoli mosaics, an
initiative of the federal member for Jagajaga, the
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Honourable Jenny Macklin, MP, were also unveiled by
students of Ivanhoe Primary School.
I regret to say it was noted that many familiar names of
Vietnam veterans were read out today, as time catches
up with us all. As the member for Bundoora well
knows, the Diamond Valley Vietnam veterans, the
DViets, are very well regarded across the northern
suburbs of our electorates. Today they were
remembered for their service, along with those who did
not return to receive the grateful thanks of the nation.
Lest we forget.

Vocational education and training
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to bring attention
to the shambolic state of vocational education and
training (VET) in Victoria, and in particular the
devastating effect it has had on our TAFE system and
for our students. The reforms from the previous Labor
government, which were continued under the
Liberal-Nationals government, have seen a massive
shift of funding away from our public TAFEs towards
the profit margins of private for-profit providers. The
federal government’s privatisation agenda and the VET
FEE-HELP scheme is adding to the problem.
The result has been described as a feeding frenzy — a
get-rich-quick scheme where shonky training providers
have been able to come in and rort the system. We have
seen TAFE campuses close or downsize, courses cut,
jobs lost, students saddled with debt and worthless
qualifications, and course completion rates drop. The
Victorian government’s response has been to sink
money into regulating a broken system, and it beggars
belief that the opposition is still sticking to its failed
policy.
The solution is straightforward. TAFE needs to be at
the centre of our vocational education and training
system. The government must guarantee the lion’s
share of the $1.2 billion recurrent VET budget to our
TAFEs, improve course quality by mandating
minimum supervised hours of delivery for all courses
that receive government subsidies and allow students to
undertake a subsidised course regardless of the level of
qualification so they can compete in the ever-changing
jobs market.

Farnham Street Neighbourhood Learning
Centre
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to
acknowledge the great work of Farnham Street
Neighbourhood Learning Centre and its manager,
Cathy Connop. The centre is a wonderful community
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institution in Flemington and is a real community hub
offering many services. I have attended a number of
children’s birthday parties there, and Farnham Street
also offers training and development courses. There is
also a community garden that assists people with
lowering their cost of living.
Recently I attended Farnham Street as part of Mental
Health Week and met with the Boomerang Network,
which is a self-help group for people who suffer from a
mental illness. The support the group provides to each
other is significant and helps build resilience. I also
want to pay tribute to Cathy Connop, the manager of
Farnham Street. Cathy has worked at Farnham Street
for more than 20 years and is a passionate, dedicated
and committed local activist who makes a terrific
contribution to our community. Thank you, Cathy, for
what you do for our community. We live in a better
place as a consequence of your commitment.

Whitlam federal government
Mr PEARSON — Finally, given the fact that it is
the 40th anniversary of the Dismissal, it would be
remiss of me not to thank Gough Whitlam and his
government for universal health care, education for all,
Aboriginal land rights, the recognition of China,
sewerage in the suburbs, the creation of an Australian
honours system, changing the national anthem and the
abolition of conscription. We are a better place because
of the commitment Gough Whitlam made to this nation
and the delivery of Labor administration for the first
time in 23 years. We are getting on with it, and we are
proud standard-bearers in the tradition of the great
Whitlam Labor government.

Lilydale Assist
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Lilydale Assist is a local
organisation that provides direct assistance to local
people who are in need of relief from poverty, sickness,
destitution or suffering. I commend it for the work it
does to ensure that individuals have equal access to
information about their rights and the services
available. Several users of Lilydale Assist services have
said how appreciative they are of the courtesy,
professionalism and respect shown to them in their time
of need. Lilydale Assist is a voluntary organisation, and
as a community we thank it for the work it does so
selflessly.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Mrs FYFFE — On 28 October I was proud to be
joined by the shadow Minister for Emergency Services,
the member for Gembrook, as the first Victorian MPs
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to pledge support for Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers calling for adequate compensation for cancer
claims. Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, which
represents CFA firefighters, has launched a campaign
to encourage Victorian MPs of all political parties to
back them on securing adequate compensation for
cancer cases. My personal pledge is that I will support
the CFA volunteers’ call for non-discriminatory
presumptive legislation for all Victorian firefighters.
There is sufficient evidence from both international and
state commissioned studies to substantiate the level of
risk, and we need to take it seriously. Fire does not
discriminate between different brigades, and neither
should the legislation. In December 2013 I addressed a
rally of CFA firefighters and made a personal
commitment that I would lobby for a coalition policy
commitment, which we took to the November 2014
state election. The member for Monbulk, now the
Deputy Premier, did a ‘Me too’.

Rod Quarrel
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — Last weekend Sunbury
lost a wonderful community champion, Rod Quarrel.
My deepest sympathies extend to Jan, Amanda,
Stephen, David and their families on the death of their
loved husband, father and grandfather. Rod was
instrumental in the establishment of my former primary
school, Sunbury Heights Primary School. In 2009 he
wrote:
Prior to 1977 there were three primary schools in Sunbury …
All of these schools were situated on the north side of Gap
Road. New housing estates were being built on the south side
but there were no school facilities to support the growing
number of families. The need for a school was well founded.
The school was completed and opened at the beginning of
term 3 in 1981.
To raise further money for the school, a Sunbury Heights
Primary School Co-operative Limited was formed, and
included two parents who worked in a bank. With other
interested parents they set about obtaining a loan.
The co-op asked parents to pay $50 a family to become
shareholders, stating they could get their money back when
the loan was paid off.

This sums up what Rod was all about — selfless,
driven, passionate, kind, decent and honest. Rod will be
sadly missed by his family, his community and all who
knew him.

Christian College Geelong
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I was pleased to
attend the Christian College Geelong Foundation dinner
on Saturday evening to celebrate the 35th anniversary
of the college. Christian College Geelong began in
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1980 with classes from prep to year 10 and now has a
total enrolment of over 2200 students spread over eight
campuses, with five of the campuses located within the
South Barwon electorate. I wish to acknowledge the
college’s CEO, Daryl Riddle, who has seen the college
develop from its humble beginnings to the
state-of-the-art educational facility it has become today.
I also attended the college’s art and technology
extravaganza that was held last Wednesday,
4 November. The work of students was truly
outstanding and inspiring. Seeing the work firsthand
brings home the depth of initiative of the students and
their creative abilities, which will give these young
people many of the skills needed in an ever-changing
world.

Andrew Love Cancer Centre
Mr KATOS — I attended the #ProjectLove
fundraising event on Friday evening in support of the
Andrew Love Cancer Centre. I would like to
congratulate Monique Holmes-Richardson and Angelo
Kakouros from Our Women Our Children Volunteers,
along with the other volunteers who work tirelessly to
raise money for women’s and children’s services within
Barwon Health.

Remembrance Day
Mr KATOS — This morning I attended the
Remembrance Day service hosted by the Geelong RSL.
The service was held at the Geelong Peace Memorial in
Johnstone Park, Geelong, and was attended by another
large crowd being a part of this, the centenary of Anzac
year. The guest speaker was retired major
Anthony-Paul Kruper, who spoke about the devotion of
service and the mates of those World War I diggers.
Our servicemen and servicewomen carry on the
tradition set by our forebears over a century ago, which
has evolved and continues to this very day.

Remembrance Day
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — This morning I was
privileged to attend and be asked to speak at the solemn
Remembrance Day service held by the Doreen
sub-branch of the RSL in Diamond Creek. It was
fantastic to see the relationships the sub-branch has
built up and promoted with all schools in the district. A
choir of children from these schools, led by a senior
student, Jenna, sang our national anthem to conclude
the service. It was deeply moving, and it built on the
great work of the centenary of Anzac celebration that it
held earlier this year.
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I also commend that sub-branch for cooperating with
Laurimar Primary School, which held a service in
Doreen as well. Hurstbridge held its own service, and
the Whittlesea sub-branch held a Remembrance Day
service. I was pleased that I was represented at all of
those and had wreaths laid.

Hurstbridge train vandalism
Ms GREEN — This morning has certainly been an
action-packed time in the Diamond Valley, where we
saw a senseless act of vandalism at Hurstbridge railway
station. I commend the staff that stepped up to help our
commuters, those from Dyson who were operating bus
services and the many members of the community who
are speaking to police about what they have seen. It is a
senseless waste. We as a government would certainly
rather be delivering services than having to rectify
them.

The Babes Project
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I am pleased that I have
been appointed as ambassador for a volunteer
organisation called The Babes Project, which supports
women who have little or no support throughout their
pregnancy and until their little one is 12 months old.
The Babes Project develops safe spaces for women
where they can learn, grow and develop. This includes
pregnancy support services and accommodation. The
Babes Project consists of pregnancy support workers,
midwives, a social worker, a counsellor and general
volunteers. It was founded by Helen Parker, who at a
young age faced her own crisis pregnancy and found
there was very little if any support for women in
circumstances such as hers. That experience inspired
Helen to start The Babes Project to ensure that all
women have the opportunity to be supported
throughout their pregnancies.
There are currently 50 young women in need of support
on The Babes Project waiting list. That means without
government support and community support, that is
where those women will stay — waiting for support.
These 50 young women could miss out on the support
they need, and that includes having a support person
during the birth.
The Babes Project provides support like antenatal
information and education, with weekly or fortnightly
appointments; advocacy and referral; life skills
education, including budgeting and finances, cooking
and nutrition, and first aid; material assistance;
professional counselling; social support; and lunch
groups with other women. There is also postnatal
information and education, including at-home visits,
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extended care for the mother and baby, regular
appointments and goal-based intervention. I look
forward to my role, which includes engaging with the
wider community.

Remembrance Day
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Today on
Remembrance Day I attended a wonderful service at
the Seaford RSL together with representatives from
local schools, community members and returned
servicemen and servicewomen. Remembrance Day is
the day to remember and honour Australian men and
women who have died fighting for our nation, but it is
also a day to reflect on how fortunate we are to be
Australian and Victorian, to be living in a country
which values democracy, diversity, tolerance,
compassion, acceptance and equality for all.
My grandfather was a pilot in World War II, and before
he passed away several years ago we spoke about
Remembrance Day. He lost his father — my
great-grandfather — on the battlefields of France in
1916. My grandfather was just three months old. He
lost his brother, also a pilot, who was shot down
somewhere over the Pacific. My grandfather searched
for him for several years, but never found his brother or
the plane he was in. My grandfather told me he did not
like to remember the wars because of the enormous
sadness and the painful memories it brought up.
I have reflected on the sadness that my grandfather felt
and I realise that for many veterans the sadness and the
mental health issues that are compounded on their
return to life back in Australia cannot be addressed
simply by honouring them on one day or two days of
the year. I urge all of us to support our servicemen and
servicewomen who have returned or are returning from
conflict or peacekeeping operations around the world.
Let them know that we care about them and that they
are not alone; ask them if they are okay; and let them
know that we are here for them and that help and
support are available. Lest we forget.

Remembrance Day
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I was privileged to join
local residents and my veteran community attending the
annual Remembrance Day ceremony at the Blackburn
RSL sub-branch this morning. It was an honour to lay a
wreath on behalf of the residents of my electorate of
Forest Hill and to pause to remember the many
sacrifices that have been made by those who have
served our great country over many years. Our veterans
have fought and died to defend the freedoms we so
often take for granted, and we have much to be thankful
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for. I thank president Athol Wells and the members of
the sub-branch for organising this important event.
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Bend. Until he does that, he will not have the ability in
this place to ask with any seriousness questions about
integrity.

Financial report 2014–15
Mr ANGUS — The recent release of the 2014–15
financial report on Victoria’s finances has exposed the
true state of the finances under the Labor government.
In an extraordinary report the Victorian
Auditor-General has qualified the state’s financial
statements due to a material breach of the accounting
standards. This qualification reveals that the financial
result for Victoria is not a surplus as reported but in fact
a deficit of $286 million.
For a government to have an audit report qualified in
this manner in its first year of office would, I expect, be
some sort of a dubious record. It is an indictment of the
Treasurer and the Premier that this situation has arisen.
I was a registered company auditor for 18 years, and I
could count on one hand the number of audit reports I
had to qualify in that time. The fact that the Treasurer
was not willing to work with the Auditor-General to
correctly disclose the transaction in question but rather
chose to try to cover it up — to present a false surplus
to Victorians — reveals a great deal about him.
In simple terms, the state received federal money
earmarked for an asset, decided not to build the asset
and then decided to just keep the money. What a
terrible situation this is for all Victorians that within its
first year of office the Labor government has run up a
deficit — the first state deficit for more than 20 years.
All Victorians should be nervous that the legacies of the
disastrous Cain and Kirner years, with budget deficits
and increasing debt are emerging again — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Fishermans Bend development
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — The Leader of the
Opposition has to come clean over his involvement in
the Fishermans Bend scandal. His dodgy decision to
rezone an area without regard to infrastructure, schools,
open space or social housing, against the advice of his
own department, is just scandalous, particularly when
you consider the windfall gains that were made by
Liberal Party donors as a result of that rezoning
decision. Now taxpayers will have to foot the bill to fix
up his mess. To rub salt into the wounds of Victorian
taxpayers, he refuses to answer questions about his
decision-making process. I call on the Leader of the
Opposition to release all documents in his possession in
relation to his decision to rezone land at Fishermans

Chinese Museum
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — I rise in the
Parliament to recognise and celebrate the
30th anniversary of the museum of Chinese Australian
history, located in Melbourne. I recently joined many
distinguished guests, including Mr Bill Au, chairman of
the Chinese Museum, and Mr Song Yumin, Consul
General of the People’s Republic of China in
Melbourne, to recognise and celebrate the
30th anniversary of the museum.
The achievements of the museum over the last 30 years
are significant, including its role in sharing the story of
Chinese Australians. In fact over 25 000 visiting school
students each year and many visitors to Melbourne are
fortunate to see the museum. Without the museum
those school students and visitors would miss out on the
knowledge and experience they gain through the
museum. I pay tribute to those who have been
long-term supporters of the museum. I recognise that
their support has been critical to the establishment and
continued growth of the museum and thank them for
their foresight and commitment to the museum. My
best wishes for the future to the museum of Chinese
Australian history in Melbourne.

Xin Jin Shan Chinese Language and Culture
School
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
recognise the Xin Jin Shan Chinese Language and
Culture School, its founder, Mr Sun, and
principal Mr Kevin Hu. The school recently hosted a
trip to China for Melbourne school principals so they
could learn more about the Chinese education system. It
was a great pleasure to learn about the benefits those
principals gained through this visit. I thank the school
for hosting this trip and also recognise the support
provided by Mr Song Yumin, Consul General of the
People’s Republic of China in Melbourne.

Ken Eckersall
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to congratulate and
thank Mr Ken Eckersall for his long commitment to
social justice in the Eltham community. Ken has served
as the president of the Eltham group of Amnesty
International for over seven years and has been an
active member of the Eltham group for 14 years. He
has recently made the hard decision to reduce his
involvement in the group, a loss I know will be felt
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keenly by all involved. Ken has continuously and
passionately advocated on behalf of prisoners of
conscience around the world. He regularly writes letters
asking for the release of those wrongfully imprisoned in
overseas countries. Ken also performs lay ministry
duties at Eltham Montmorency Uniting Church and has
written a book which analyses the history of churches
in the Eltham area, entitled Eltham Inhabitants.
Ken has always had a passion for education and a keen
interest in passing his knowledge on to future
generations. He began his working life as a tradesman
before becoming a history teacher. He is currently
completing his PhD in Australian history on the history
of TAFE education in Victoria. Even in retirement Ken
has a strong commitment to imparting the importance
of social justice to like-minded people. He is heavily
involved with Volunteering Victoria and regularly
gives up his time to help others learn new skills. I thank
Ken wholeheartedly for his commitment to social
justice and his work to make my local area a better
place.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
investigation into allegations against
Auditor-General
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I rise to make some
comment on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report 3 of the 58th Parliament entitled
Report of the Investigation into Allegations made
against the Auditor-General, which the chair of the
committee, the member for Essendon, tabled yesterday.
As we all know, this is not a run-of-the-mill report for
more reasons than one. It makes no
recommendations — and in fact the committee makes
no findings, although there is something approximating
findings in the investigator’s report. The report of the
committee itself is relatively slim; the bulk of the
document relates to the report of the investigator
retained by the committee.
In the last Parliament, along with you, Deputy Speaker,
I was part of the Privileges Committee and part of a
very long-running and, I think unfortunately,
groundbreaking to some extent investigation of that
committee. It was a once-in-a-career-type investigation.
In this Parliament, somehow I have become engaged in
this investigation — again, I think a once-in-a-career
experience. They have both been interesting and in
some ways memorable, not necessarily for the right
reasons, and certainly experiences I do not wish to
repeat. I do not draw those two experiences together in
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any parallel way except to acknowledge that each
investigation was a unique experience.
With regard to the investigation of this committee, I do
not intend to dissect the report itself and certainly not
the appendix, the report of the investigator the
Honourable Kenneth Hayne, QC, AM, except to note
that paragraph 14 of the report says that on 26 October
the committee received Mr Hayne’s report and noted
the conclusions. The report of the investigator speaks
for itself.
The report of the committee lays out clearly the
chronology and process which was followed by the
committee. Perhaps the report goes into rather more
detail than is routine, but I think it important that the
house and the other place be fully informed of the
process and the time lines. I want to acknowledge the
manner in which all members of the committee were
able to work together through what was a difficult
issue, an issue of great significance and potentially
great import for both the Parliament and the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO). It has to be said this
was also an issue that had the potential to lend itself to
some politicking, but no members of the committee —
and indeed no members outside the committee — went
down that path, which is a credit to all concerned.
I particularly want to note the efforts of the chair, the
member for Essendon, in that regard and also the
manner in which we were able to work together. As
deputy chair I was involved in all the key
considerations and decisions throughout the
investigation, and that certainly helped make that
process easier. I also want to acknowledge the various
executive officers of the committee: at the
commencement, the committee’s executive officer was
Valerie Cheong, and our successive acting executive
officers were Chris Gribbin and Phil Mithen. I also
acknowledge the work of the Victorian Government
Solicitor’s Office; Peter Stewart, the Victorian
government solicitor; and Jacqueline Parker, assistant
Victorian government solicitor.
I also want to recognise the stresses that this whole
process placed on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
Office, the now acting Auditor-General, Dr Peter Frost,
and particularly the employees of VAGO who were
required to testify. I also want to recognise their efforts
and wish them well. I particularly want to acknowledge
the work of the Deputy Clerk, Bridget Noonan, and the
Assistant Clerk Committees, Vaughn Koops. I know
Bridget particularly provided excellent and timely
advice to both the chair and me at all points during the
inquiry. I appreciated her availability and her wise
counsel at all times. As I said at the outset, this was not
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an experience I wish to repeat, but I think under the
circumstances it has turned out as well as one could
have hoped.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
investigation into allegations against
Auditor-General
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I too would like to
make a brief contribution on the report of the
investigation into allegations made against the
Auditor-General. As many members would appreciate,
this has been an arduous and sometimes difficult task
that was placed before the committee, the staff and the
clerks. I would like to place on the record my
appreciation for all the efforts of the members of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee: the
members for Mornington, Eltham, Kew, Oakleigh and
Gippsland South, and those members from the other
place, namely Ms Shing, Ms Pennicuik and
Dr Carling-Jenkins.
In particular though I do want to acknowledge the role
of the deputy chair, the member for Mornington. The
member for Mornington worked diligently and
assiduously throughout the entire process, and as a new
member to this place and in particular being a new
chair, I was incredibly fortunate and lucky to have
access to his wise counsel. The member has indicated
that all the key decisions were made jointly and
together, and that is an accurate reflection of the way in
which we conducted ourselves. I am incredibly grateful
that I had in a deputy the member for Mornington.
I would also like to acknowledge the contribution made
by the Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly,
Ms Bridget Noonan, and the Assistant Clerk
Committees, Dr Vaughn Koops, as well as staff of the
committee, including Valerie Cheong, Chris Gribbin
and Phil Mithen. As you try to work your way through
a problem you are so heavily reliant upon the advice
that you receive from your advisers, and the committee
and the Parliament were incredibly well served by the
staff, in particular the Deputy Clerk and the Assistant
Clerk Committees.
I would like to thank Ken Hayne for the diligence and
the thoroughness he applied to his report, as well as
Peter Stewart and Jacqueline Parker from the Victorian
Government Solicitor’s Office. I do not propose to
comment on the report per se, other than to advise the
house that, as members can see, it has been a thorough
and detailed report and it is one that reflects the labours
and endeavours of the committee.
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Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Today I would like to
make some brief remarks about the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee (PAEC) inquiry into the
budget estimates 2015–16, particularly in relation to the
appearance in front of PAEC by the Minister for
Corrections. During that appearance there were quite a
lot of questions and commentary around rehabilitation
of offenders, and it was clear that in the budget the
government had flagged some new programs in relation
to rehabilitating offenders, and subsequent to them we
had recently had an announcement that prisoners will
be tested for literacy and numeracy and they will be
given more opportunities to put them on a path towards
getting a job after jail.
I quote from the media release headed ‘Jobs to cut
reoffending at the heart of prison education’, in which
the minister said:
Prisoners face many obstacles when they return to the
community, but gaining a job can be the key to leaving
behind a life of crime. And to get a job you need skills and
qualifications.

Turning back to the transcript of the PAEC committee,
the minister noted that the government would make the
issue of recidivism and tackling the issue of reoffending
an absolute priority and it would take some steps
forward on that. He went on to say in relation to a
subsequent question that there were a variety of
approaches to this. He said:
… I will say in terms of rehabilitation for prisoners in our
system, there is a myriad of approaches taken, which have to
go to things such as the offending behaviour of that particular
prisoner and to the issue of education.

I must say that locally I have two prisons in Ripon, and
I take a great interest, as members of this house would
know, in the corrections portfolio. Both of my prisons,
Hopkins and Langi Kal Kal, are working prisons, and
one of the most important programs that is run out of
those prisons to rehabilitate prisoners and to give them
real skills is the Landmate program. The Landmate
program in fact was highlighted by Minister Noonan
when he recently opened the new part of Hopkins. So I
am extremely concerned to learn that a $400-a-day
charge has been put on the Landmate program when it
goes out to do environmental works on private
property — and these are not individual farmers asking
for the planting of trees; these are environmental works
put together by Landcare.
I have been contacted by a number of Landcare groups
in my area to say that they have no funding for this and
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therefore the Landmate crews cannot be engaged to do
this work. I think this is a real problem and goes against
what the minister was saying when he talked about the
myriad approaches, because the Landmate crews have
been part of a very longstanding approach of both sides
of government as part of the rehabilitation program.
So I would suggest that despite making some new
initiatives that were talked about in the PAEC process,
at the same time the government, by putting this new
charge on Landmate crews, has effectively put them out
of business. I hear that they are no longer booked up;
they are no longer used to nearly the extent they were
previously. I think this is a very sad thing both for the
community and for the environment, and especially for
the prisoners because, as we know, getting these skills
does get them on the path to being able to get a job
when they get out of prison. I would suggest that the
government is in error in making this new charge, and I
would hope that it will be reviewed pretty quick smart,
because it would be terrible to lose these groups.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I refer to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee report for
2015–16 and specifically refer to issues concerning
social cohesion and community resilience. The
proposition I want to put is that we have the opportunity
to turn adversity to our advantage to help develop
industries for the future, to create new jobs for the next
generation, to address housing affordability and to
replace anxiety and fear with hope. This is the chance
we have now before us as a nation, but to do this we
need to have a better coordinated and collaborative
strategy.
My call is for a new model of practical federalism.
What I mean by that is a new paradigm that deals with
issues in the public interest beyond partisanship, that
delivers responsible government and that makes the
cultural, generational and systemic change that is
required for national security, jobs and growth. The
proposition is not beyond our will, our wit or our
imagination; we can do this, and in fact we absolutely
have to start doing this as a nation. I am encouraged by
the fact that whoever is Australia’s next Prime Minister
will be somebody promoting innovation. We have
heard the federal Labor leader, Bill Shorten, give a
big-picture speech on how we should be pursuing this,
and I was glad to see the new Prime Minister, Malcolm
Turnbull, come in and support innovation and the
development of new industries — and jobs as well.
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There is no place where this is more relevant, because
of globalisation and the demise of manufacturing,
where we have population growth, multiculturalism and
the complexity of postcodes of disadvantage than
where it all comes to an epicentre which is actually in
Campbellfield. The issue is as simple as this: when
Tony Abbott was Prime Minister, he went to the
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation. It put out
the maps for the media, and it showed where the
terrorist recruitment hot spots were. One was
Campbellfield, and another one was Craigieburn, just
outside my electorate.
This comes to the issue. The manufacturing of cars
ends in Campbellfield in less than a year. Australia’s
once-proud automotive manufacturing industry ends
the following year. Toyota and Holden will fall like
dominoes. So we need, right now, a coordinated
strategy that looks at the Australian government not
being a bystander but being a participant in how we
actually bring these strategies together.
The Victorian government has developed a strategy and
is out there looking at the coordination. We have the
Treasurer of Victoria being part of it. He came to the
economic and cultural development summit that I had
recently in Broadmeadows, the third one I have had, to
try to build these cooperative models. This is the
proposition we need to look at because the electorate of
Broadmeadows has twice as many Muslim families as
any other state district. They are living side by side with
Christian refugees from Syria and Iraq, and what I am
hearing from the community is that the new arrivals
that will come from Syria will eventually move to
Broadmeadows and relocate there. Remember, these
are people coming out of a war zone. They will need
language skills. They will need skills for jobs, and we
need to have a bigger picture proposition on how we
put this together.
What I am really looking for is that we get this done
now, that we do not just have gesture politics and that
we do not just address it and do something that sounds
good off the top but leaves people stranded in the
longer term in an area where the jobs have gone. I note
from today’s Age that Australia’s three largest business
groups have teamed up with the Migration Council to
help with the resettlement, and they are putting up a
proposal called Friendly Nation, which is a plan to help
people resettle. I will coordinate with them, and we
have the Victorian government taking a leadership
position on this. We have the local council, the City of
Hume, heavily involved and committed as well, but we
need the engagement of the federal government,
because it has now realised that a job is one of the best
antiradicalisation strategies to help connect the
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disconnected, and using the community as your level of
engagement and your connector is also critical. That
will help both propositions.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16 (hearings alert)
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I too rise to
make a contribution on the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee budget estimates hearings alert
report. I look forward to, I think in the next little while,
having the final report of the budget estimates. It is
significantly delayed this year, but nonetheless we will
be looking forward to seeing that one tabled. It has been
a long process. Just in passing, without speaking to the
report that was tabled yesterday, I endorse the
comments of the member for Mornington and the
member for Essendon on the report that was tabled with
respect to the former Auditor-General yesterday, and I
endorse those comments about the good working
relationship between all those members of the
committee.
I want to turn today, though, on the issue of the budget
estimates to the matter of vocational education and
training because it is one of those areas where the
estimates process revealed one of the great frauds of the
ALP in the last couple of years with respect to TAFE. I
note that the ALP likes to only talk about TAFE; it does
not talk about the entire vocational education and
training sector. Perhaps that is with good reason,
because it was in fact the former Labor government that
introduced the competitive market for vocational
education and training and did not prepare TAFEs at all
for the process of opening them up to a competitive
market. Unfortunately it was the coalition government
that was left to pick up the pieces, because it had a
significant issue where TAFEs were simply not ready
for a competitive market, and they were being
metaphorically slaughtered by the registered training
organisations.
It was indeed the coalition government that increased
the Victorian training guarantee from something like
$800 million to $1.2 billion — a 50 per cent increase —
yet for a couple of years, and to this day, we have had
the Labor Party running around saying that we created a
crisis and that we cut millions of dollars from the TAFE
sector. The reality is that the Victorian training
guarantee went up 50 per cent while we were in
government, and indeed TAFEs’ share of that funding
also went up. Notwithstanding all that, Labor has been
running around saying that we had a crisis.
What do you do when you have a crisis? Presumably
you take action to fix the crisis. What we discovered
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during the estimates process was that, as I said, the
previous government had provided $1.2 billion per
annum for the Victorian training guarantee. Through
estimates, what do we find that the new minister is
providing for TAFE given that there is a crisis, ladies
and gentlemen? Of course there is a crisis. The new
minister is providing precisely $1.2 billion to the
Victorian training guarantee — not one extra dollar.
Indeed it is better than that, because in budget paper 3,
page 187, it says the government’s target for students
enrolled in government subsidised courses is 443 687.
That sounds like a lot, but it is precisely the same figure
that was aimed for by the previous coalition
government — 443 687. There is not one single extra
dollar for TAFE, and not one single student targeted for
training. This is one of the great frauds that the Labor
Party has presided over, and, as I said, not one
additional dollar is going into training.
In my own electorate there is no doubt that we have a
serious issue with TAFE and with Federation Training
in particular, which the coalition government
recognised. Last year we committed $40.2 million to
our TAFE structural adjustment program to assist the
merger of Advance TAFE and Central Gippsland
Institute of TAFE to try to get TAFE back up to being
in a competitive situation.
In my own electorate in particular we have a serious
issue with the Fulham campus of Federation Training,
which is out of town. It has been recognised for a long
time that the campus needs to move into town; indeed I
think there are three different sites for Federation
Training in and around Sale. We want to see the
campus consolidated into one area, and I am sure
Federation Training is working on that. Federation
Training is trying to address some commercial issues,
but it is up to the minister as well to come forward and
put his money where his mouth is and make sure that
we do get a much better outcome in terms of TAFE
training in Gippsland. Already we have seen training
drop by 11 per cent in the first year of the Labor
government — 1100 fewer enrolments. We need a lot
more work. We need less spin and more action from the
government.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
investigation into allegations against
Auditor-General
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I refer to the recent Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) report of
the investigation into allegations made against the
Auditor-General. I thank the Parliament for taking this
complaint seriously and acting respectfully. I thank the
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chair of the committee, the member for Essendon, and
the deputy chair, the member for Mornington, for the
professional manner in which they have conducted
themselves and helped facilitate this process, along with
the entire committee, the members of which have acted
in a genuine and thoughtful manner in approaching this
situation. I also thank the committee secretariat and the
clerks for their support, particularly Bridget Noonan,
and Ken Hayne for his diligence.
Sexual harassment is a serious issue, and sadly it is far
too common. In this instance, I thank the woman who
stood up and was brave enough to make her complaint,
because it does take bravery to be heard, to step
forward and to offer yourself up to scrutiny. It is also
important that those who make complaints are listened
to with respect. Respect is incredibly important.
In 2012 the Australian Human Rights Commission
released the report Working Without Fear — Results of
the Sexual Harassment National Telephone Survey,
which indicates that sexual harassment in the workplace
in this country is widespread. Sex discrimination
commissioner Elizabeth Broderick said:
Progress in addressing it has stalled and people remain
extremely wary of reporting incidents.
This is despite efforts from numerous people and
organisations to heighten awareness of this issue — to
prevent and address it in Australian workplaces.

According to the report, one in five Australians has
experienced sexual harassment in their workplace. It is
no surprise to me, and I am sure to many of the women
in this place, that women are five times more likely
than men to experience sexual harassment from their
bosses or employers. The commissioner also said:
We need to send a clear message that sexual harassment ruins
lives, divides teams and damages the effectiveness of
organisations.

That was very much the feeling that we at PAEC
experienced throughout this process. It was extremely
difficult. We absolutely have to send a very clear
message that sexual harassment — any kind of
harassment — should never, ever be tolerated.
This also ties in with the messages around equality that
we have heard from the Minister for Women, who is
also the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
When women are seen as equals, the attacks on them
and their person will significantly drop. Individuals do
not sexually harass those they see as equals; they harass
those they see as weaker and insignificant. They harass
those who they see as lesser. These are people who seek
to take advantage of another. They seek to take
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advantage of someone for whom they have no respect,
for whom they have no regard and for whom they
absolutely do not regard as an equal, and it needs to
stop. It really needs to stop.
Everyone in this place needs to be conscious of this
report, and they need to be conscious of the kinds of
things that happen far too regularly in workplaces. It is
up to us to do all that we can to prevent it and to shine a
mirror on those who seek to take advantage of and
damage the lives of other people. It is incredibly
difficult to deal with sexual harassment and its
aftermath. It damages families, friendships and trust. It
damages an individual’s ability to trust others, and it
can damage their relationships with others. A lot of
work has to be put in to repair that damage.
Sexual harassment is not only an emotional issue but
also an economic issue. There must be hundreds of
thousands of lost productivity hours as a result of this
behaviour. That cannot be tolerated in a just and fair
society. I am very glad that members of this Parliament
have stood up and thoughtfully and carefully gone
through this inquiry and looked to protect the rights of
those who are employed in and around this place.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
On behalf of Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police),
Mr Pakula tabled following statement in accordance
with Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities
Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill amends the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981 (Drugs Act) to create new offences to
strengthen laws against the manufacture and distribution of
illicit drugs such as ice.
The bill establishes new offences in relation to trafficking or
supplying illicit drugs at or near schools, possessing or
publishing instructions to traffic or cultivate illicit drugs,
using violence or threats to compel another person to traffic
illicit drugs, and permitting a premises to be used by another
person to traffic or cultivate illicit drugs.
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Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
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Clause 10 of the bill engages two charter rights — the right to
freedom of expression (section 15 of the charter) and the right
to the presumption of innocence (section 25 of the charter).

A number of provisions of the bill engage charter rights.
Freedom of expression
Trafficking or supplying drugs in and around schools
Clauses 5, 6 and 9 of the bill insert new offences in
sections 71AB, 71AC and 71B of the Drugs Act, which will
sit alongside the existing offences in those sections that deal
with, respectively, trafficking in drugs of dependence to
children, trafficking in drugs of dependence and supplying
drugs of dependence to children.
Each new offence imposes a higher penalty for the particular
criminal conduct when it occurs at or near a school, with a
maximum term of imprisonment that is higher by five years
than the penalty for the existing offence. In each of these
offences, the area near a school is taken to be any public place
within 300 metres of the school.
Protection of families and children
The provisions established by clauses 5, 6 and 9 of the bill
promote the right in section 17(2) of the charter, which
recognises that children are entitled to special protection. This
right is premised on the recognition of the child’s
vulnerability because of their age.
The objective of the new offences established by clauses 5, 6
and 9 is to better protect school children through stronger
laws against drug dealing in and around the schools they
attend daily. The seriousness of the offences reflects the view
that drug dealing in or around schools is particularly heinous
because of the vulnerability of children to becoming the
targets of or witnessing drug deals.
The heavier penalties associated with the new offences are
intended to send a strong message about the seriousness of the
conduct, as well as provide appropriate punishment for those
who engage in the conduct.
Possession or publication of instructions to manufacture or
cultivate illicit drugs
Clause 10 of the bill amends the Drugs Act to insert new
offences which prohibit the possession or publication of
instructions about how to traffic or cultivate illicit drugs.
Specifically, clause 10 inserts new section 71E in the Drugs
Act to make it an offence for a person who is not authorised
or licensed under the Drugs Act or otherwise does not have a
reasonable excuse, to possess a document containing
instructions for trafficking (including manufacturing) or
cultivating a drug of dependence. Clause 10 also inserts new
section 71F in the Drugs Act that creates an offence for a
person to publish a document containing instructions for
trafficking or cultivating a drug of dependence where that
person intends, knows or is reckless as to whether the
instructions will be used by others for trafficking or
cultivation purposes. The penalty for these offences is up to
five years imprisonment.
These offences are also being added by clause 14 of the bill to
the list of offences in sections 79 and 80 of the Drugs Act in
relation to which a person may be found guilty of an offence
of conspiracy or incitement under the Drugs Act.

Section 15(2) of the charter provides a person with the right to
freedom of expression, which includes the freedom to seek,
receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds. Special
duties and responsibilities are attached to the right to freedom
of expression, and this right may be subject to lawful
restrictions reasonably necessary to respect the rights and
reputation of other persons or for the protection of national
security, public order, public health or public morality.
While the offences in clause 10 may be said to limit freedom
of expression by attaching penalties to the possession and
publication of information, the limitation clearly falls within
the internal limitation to that right in section 15(3) as lawful
and reasonably necessary to protect public order and public
health.
The objective of both offences is to assist enforcement efforts
to shut down the domestic production of illicit drugs such as
ice in clandestine drug laboratories. The offences are intended
to deter and sanction conduct that makes drug ‘recipes’ more
widely available in the community and increases the risk that
individuals will either make or grow illicit drugs themselves,
or incite or assist others to commit these crimes. Such
behaviour increases the supply of illicit drugs in the
community and potentially causes people harm.
According to the Australian Crime Commission, domestic
production of methylamphetamine in clandestine drug
laboratories has remained steady in Australia, despite an
upward trend in importations of methylamphetamine since
2010, and continues to play a substantial role in supply.
The proposed offences are lawful in that they are established
by legislation and the circumstances in which they apply are
appropriately limited to ensure only those intended to be
captured by the offences will be captured.
For example, the provisions exclude persons who possess or
publish instructions for drug trafficking or cultivation in
connection with activities that are authorised or licensed
directly under the Drugs Act (such as drug manufacture, the
provision of health services, or for industrial, educational,
advisory or research purposes), and except persons who have
a reasonable excuse.
Further, the proposed offence of publishing drug trafficking
or cultivating instructions will require proof that the person
knew or was reckless as to whether the instructions would be
used by another person for those purposes. This requirement
will ensure that only people who intend for the instructions to
be used or are reckless to the probability will be captured by
the offence.
A further safeguard is that for the offence of possessing drug
trafficking or cultivating instructions, the court will have the
option of adjourning proceedings without conviction for up to
12 months for a first time drug offender, under amendments
to the Drugs Act made by clause 13 of the bill. This will
empower the court to allow the person to enter into an
adjourned bond for 12 months under section 75(1) of the
Sentencing Act 1991.
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Consequently, the offences are lawful and reasonably
necessary to protect public order and public heath within the
internal limitation provided by section 15(3) of the charter.
Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty in accordance with the law.
The onus of proving an accused’s guilt beyond reasonable
doubt lies on the prosecution. However, where the law allows
for a reasonable excuse to an offence, an accused needs to
present or point to evidence that suggests a reasonable
possibility of the existence of facts that would establish that
excuse. When the accused meets this evidential burden, the
prosecution will then have the task of disproving the
availability of that excuse beyond reasonable doubt.
The offences in new sections 71E and 71F in clause 10 of the
bill each place an evidential burden on the accused to point to
a reasonable excuse to engage the exception to the offence.
To ensure that the onus is evidential only, clause 10 disapplies
section 104 of the Drugs Act to each offence. Section 104 of
the Drugs Act provides that in any proceedings for an offence
against the Drugs Act, the legal burden of proving any matter
of exception, qualification or defence rests with the accused.
The placing of an evidential onus on the accused to point to a
reasonable excuse may be considered a limitation on the right
to be presumed innocent. However, any limitation will be
reasonable as the excuse will be based on facts that are
peculiarly within the accused’s knowledge.
Amendments to the Confiscation Act 1997
Clause 17 of the bill adds to the list of serious drug offences
in schedule 2 of the Confiscation Act by including the
proposed offences in new section 71AB(2) (trafficking to a
child at or near a school) and new section 71AC(2)
(trafficking at or near a school) of the Drugs Act.
The listing of an offence in Schedule 2 of the Confiscation
Act means that a person convicted of the offence may be
subject to the ‘automatic forfeiture’ regime in that act, which
provides for the proceeds of the offence to be forfeited to the
state 60 days following an accused’s conviction.
The listing of an offence in schedule 2 of the Confiscation Act
also means that the ‘civil forfeiture’ regime applies to the
offence. Under civil forfeiture, property that is reasonably
suspected to be the proceeds of one or more schedule 2
offences can be forfeited to the state, irrespective of whether a
person has been charged or convicted of that offence.
Clause 17 of the bill engages the right not to be deprived of
property in section 20 of the charter.
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter establishes a right not to be deprived
of property other than in accordance with the law.
Clause 17 of the bill may limit section 20 of the charter
because it establishes new schedule 2 offences that may
enliven the Confiscation Act’s automatic forfeiture and civil
forfeiture schemes and result in the forfeiture of property.
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However, the limitation is reasonable for the following
reasons.
The purposes of the automatic forfeiture and civil forfeiture
schemes are to deprive persons of the proceeds of their crime
and of property used in the commission of crime, to deter
persons from engaging in criminal activity and to disrupt
criminal activity.
The Confiscation Act contains strong powers that are
primarily directed at confiscating persons’ property, but these
strong powers are balanced by a range of appropriate
safeguards designed to protect the individual rights of persons
who may be subject to the scheme. These safeguards include
the right for the accused and other persons to seek to exclude
property from the operation of restraint or forfeiture on
specified grounds. The court also has broad powers to modify
the operation of restraining orders and, in the case of civil
forfeiture, powers to make appropriate orders to address
hardship.
The seriousness of the offences being added to schedule 2 of
the Confiscation Act is in line with the seriousness of the
other drug offences in the schedule, which include the
existing offences in section 71AB (trafficking a drug of
dependence to a child) and section 71AC (trafficking a drug
of dependence) of the Drugs Act.
In addition, the objective of deterring serious drug crime that
underpins the new trafficking offences aligns with the
confiscation scheme’s own policy objective of deterring
serious crime.
In light of the purpose of the confiscation scheme, and the
safeguards that operate to protect the individual rights of
persons who may be subject to the scheme, the inclusion of
the proposed new offences in schedule 2 of the Confiscation
Act is compatible with the right not to be deprived of property
under the charter.
The Hon. Wade Noonan, MP
Minister for Police

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:
This bill delivers on the Victorian government’s commitment
to introduce tough new laws to stop drug dealers.
The government’s election commitment on ice, Ice
Intervention, outlined steps to tackle the ice epidemic and find
a solution to make communities safer.
That commitment included new criminal offences targeting
ice: publishing or possessing instructions for ice, trafficking
ice to school students or near a school, allowing the use of
premises for the manufacture or trafficking of ice, and
trafficking ice associated with violence or threats.
The commitment also pledged the delivery of an Ice Action
Plan in the government’s first 100 days of office.
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In March 2015, the government released Victoria’s Ice
Action Plan and embarked on a landmark, $45.5 million
effort to reduce the supply, demand and harm of ice.
The Ice Action Plan recognises the complexity of the ice
problem and outlines a balanced approach to reducing supply,
demand and harm. The government is working together with
Victoria Police and legal, health and youth experts to help
families, support frontline workers, invest in prevention
programs and drug rehabilitation, reduce supply and make
communities safer.
In addition, Victoria has been working with the
commonwealth and other states and territories to assist in the
development of the national ice action strategy.
Ice, or crystal methylamphetamine, is a dangerous drug
causing significant harm to Victorian families and
communities.
Whether imported from overseas or produced locally in
clandestine drug laboratories, the supply and distribution of
ice is a major concern. According to the Australian Crime
Commission the market for ice in Australia is entrenched and
expanding, and of all illicit drugs, ice poses the highest risk to
the Australian community.
In Victoria, a Sentencing Advisory Council report released in
March 2015 found that ice was the most common drug
trafficked in commercial quantities in Victoria over the last
five years.
As part of efforts to reduce the supply of ice on our streets,
Victoria’s Ice Action Plan outlines measures such as cracking
down on clandestine drug laboratories and following the
money trail of those profiting from drug addiction. The plan
also affirms the government’s commitment to introduce new
drug offences.
This bill will fulfil that commitment and help strengthen
Victoria’s drug laws by targeting behaviour that contributes to
the domestic manufacture and trafficking of illicit drugs such
as ice.
The bill establishes seven new indictable offences, developed
to fit with the existing legislative framework of the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 (the Drugs Act).
While the government’s election commitment dealt
specifically with the drug ice, the offences in the bill apply to
all drugs of dependence to maintain consistency with other
illicit drug offences in that act.
I turn now to the key provisions of the bill.
Trafficking or supplying illicit drugs in or near schools
Clauses 5, 6 and 9 of the bill give effect to the government’s
commitment to target people who deal ice to school children
in or around school premises. They reflect the government’s
firm view that drug dealing is even more heinous when it
occurs in or around schools where the risk of children being
targeted by drug dealers or witnessing drug dealing is much
greater. This conduct deserves a stronger form of deterrence
and heavier penalties.
The bill inserts new offences in sections 71AB, 71AC and
71B of the Drugs Act, which will sit alongside the existing
offences in those sections that deal with, respectively,
trafficking in drugs of dependence to children, trafficking in
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drugs of dependence and supplying drugs of dependence to
children.
Each new offence imposes a higher penalty for the particular
criminal conduct when it occurs at or near a school, with a
maximum term of imprisonment that is higher by five years
than the penalty for the existing offence. The area near a
school is taken to be any public place within 300 metres of
the school.
In clause 5 of the bill, the new offence of trafficking in a drug
of dependence to a child at or near a school carries a penalty
of up to 25 years imprisonment. In clause 6 of the bill, the
new offence of trafficking in a drug of dependence at or near
a school carries a penalty of up to 20 years imprisonment.
Clause 9 of the bill establishes a new offence of supplying a
drug of dependence to a child at or near a school for the
purpose of the child either supplying the drug to someone else
or using the drug. The penalty is a maximum term of
imprisonment of 20 years or a fine of up to 1600 penalty
units, or both.
Consistent with the objective of deterring serious crime, the
trafficking offences in clauses 5 and 6 of the bill are being
added under clause 17 to the list of serious drug offences in
schedule 2 to the Confiscation Act 1997. That act establishes
a scheme for the confiscation of the proceeds and instruments
of crime, and of property suspected to be tainted in relation to
serious criminal activity. The inclusion of an offence within
schedule 2 of the Confiscation Act means that the offence
may lead to automatic forfeiture following conviction and
enliven the civil forfeiture scheme.
Use of violence or threats to compel trafficking
The final report of the inquiry into the supply and use of
methamphetamine in Victoria by the Law Reform, Drugs and
Crime Prevention Committee noted that the involvement of
organised crime groups in the production and distribution of
methamphetamine in Australia created the preconditions for a
type of systemic violence, wherein violent behaviour is used
in the illegal drug market to facilitate drug transactions.
A well-known example of systemic violence in this context is
where a member of an organised crime group or criminal
syndicate coerces a drug user into becoming a dealer, either
by using physical force against the drug user or by using or
threatening violence against the drug user’s family members
or friends.
Clause 7 of the bill aims to strengthen Victoria’s drug laws
against this specific form of systemic violence by inserting
new section 71AD in the Drugs Act. This clause creates a
new offence of intentionally compelling another person to
traffic in a drug of dependence by threatening harm or using
violence against that person or another person. The offence
carries a penalty of up to five years imprisonment.
The clause clarifies that the person who has been compelled
to traffic remains liable for an offence of trafficking. There is
no intention, however, to limit the potential availability to that
person of a defence of duress or duress in the context of
family violence. To this end, the section specifies that it does
not limit or affect the operation of sections 322O and 322P of
the Crimes Act 1958, which relate to the defence of duress.
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Possession or publication of instructions
Among the factors the Australian Crime Commission
identified to support its conclusions about the risks posed by
ice, the commission noted the simultaneous presence of both
importation and domestic manufacture as sources of supply.
The possession and dissemination of illicit drug ‘recipes’
increases the risk that individuals will either make or grow
illicit drugs themselves, or incite or assist others to commit
these crimes. In turn, this contributes to the problem of
domestic drug production, especially in individual,
addict-based or small-scale clandestine laboratories.
Clause 10 of the bill inserts two offences in the Drugs Act to
deter people from obtaining and keeping information about
how to manufacture or cultivate illicit drugs, or disseminating
this information on the internet or in other ways.
New section 71E in clause 10 of the bill makes it an offence
for a person, unless authorised or licensed under the Drugs
Act or otherwise with a reasonable excuse, to possess a
document containing instructions for trafficking or cultivating
a drug of dependence. This offence carries a penalty of up to
five years imprisonment or a fine of up to 600 penalty units,
or both.
New section 71F in clause 10 of the bill makes it an offence
for a person, unless authorised or licensed under the Drugs
Act or otherwise with a reasonable excuse, to publish a
document containing instructions for trafficking or cultivating
a drug of dependence where the person intends, knows or is
reckless as to whether the instructions will be used by others
for trafficking or cultivating purposes. The term ‘publish’ as
used in this section includes selling, displaying, distributing
and demonstrating. The penalty for this offence is up to
10 years imprisonment or a fine of up to 1200 penalty units,
or both.
In each of these offences, persons who are authorised or
licensed under the Drugs Act — for example to manufacture
drugs, provide health services or carry out industrial,
educational, advisory or research activities — are excluded
from the offence. Thus a person who is required to keep, use
or share information about manufacturing or cultivating illicit
drugs as part of those authorised activities is not intended to
be captured by these offences.
Other persons may have a reasonable excuse depending on
the circumstances. It will be for the courts to determine
reasonable excuse in all of the circumstances of each
individual case.
For the possession offence in new section 71E, the court will
have the option of adjourning proceedings without conviction
for up to 12 months for a first time drug offender, under
amendments made by clause 13 of the bill to the ‘adjourned
bonds’ provisions of the Drugs Act.
Permitting use of premises
The report of the inquiry into the supply and use of
methamphetamine in Victoria highlighted the substantial
proportion of clandestine laboratories found in residential
premises in Victoria and the hazards faced by responders such
as police and forensic chemists and by children and others
who live in or close to such environments.
It is proposed to strengthen laws against the use of premises
to host clandestine drug laboratories or cannabis ‘crop
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houses’ by inserting new section 72D in the Drugs Act under
clause 12 of the bill. This section makes it an offence for an
owner or occupier to intentionally allow their premises to be
used for trafficking or cultivating a drug of dependence,
unless the person is authorised or licensed under the Drugs
Act. The penalty for this offence is up to five years
imprisonment.
To reflect the breadth of the circumstances in which Victoria
Police officers find clandestine drug laboratories, ‘premises’
is defined in clause 12 to include residential dwellings,
commercial buildings, structures on land such as cabins or
sheds, and vehicles including motor vehicles, aircraft and
vessels.
Taken together, the new offences in this bill, as outlined, will
target conduct that contributes to the domestic production and
trafficking of illicit drugs such as ice, and will help to
strengthen the deterrent effect of Victoria’s illicit drug regime.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 November.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
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 Aboriginal
Heritage Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Aboriginal Heritage Amendment Bill
2015, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill raises human rights issues by amendments improving
Aboriginal cultural heritage protection and expanding the
scope of Aboriginal cultural heritage protection to include
Aboriginal intangible heritage. The amendments to the
Aboriginal ancestral remains system also raise human rights
issues.
Entry, search and seizure powers of authorised officers will
impact on human rights, as will new amendments relating to
the private possession of secret and sacred Aboriginal objects.
Finally, the charging of fees to individuals also raises human
rights considerations.
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Human rights issues
Promotion of Aboriginal cultural rights
Section 19 (cultural rights)
Section 19(2) of the charter confirms the distinct cultural
rights of Aboriginal people, including the right to not be
denied the enjoyment of their identity and culture. This is the
central purpose of the bill, as stated in clause 1.
The bill’s scheme improves the protection and management
of Aboriginal cultural heritage in accordance with the wishes
of traditional owners. Specifically, clause 35 provides
increased powers for registered Aboriginal parties (RAPs —
regional traditional owner groups appointed by the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Council to make decisions about cultural
heritage in their local area) to determine cultural heritage
permit applications without the intervention of government.
Clause 88 enables RAPs to nominate heritage on the register
as ‘sensitive’, which provides greater protection.
Clause 78 provides new functions for the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Council (VAHC), which enable it to
assert more control over Aboriginal heritage management,
including the management of a new Aboriginal Cultural
Heritage Fund.
Further, sections 19(2)(b) and (c) of the charter confirms that
Aboriginal people should not be denied the right to maintain
and use their languages, or to maintain their ‘distinctive
spiritual, material and economic relationship with the land
and waters and other resources with which they have a
connection under traditional laws and customs.’ These rights
are specifically promoted by clause 59 relating to the
protection of Aboriginal intangible heritage, which includes
languages and spiritual connections with land and waters.
Aboriginal ancestral remains
Section 13 (rights to privacy and reputation)
Section 17 (protection of families and children)
Section 19 (cultural rights)
Section 13 of the charter provides for a person the right not to
have his or her family and close or enduring and personal
relationships unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Section 17 of the charter provides the right of protection of
the family and children. The Aboriginal ancestral remains
processes established in clauses 10–18 promotes these rights.
Through enabling traditional owners to control the process of
returning the physical remains of their ancestors from
institutional and private possession to their ancestral lands, the
bill enhances close and enduring personal and family
relationships. Further, clause 18 will enable traditional owners
to lay these remains to rest and to participate in culturally
appropriate burial ceremonies, which enhance connections
between traditional owners across generations. Section 19 is
described above, and is also promoted by this part.
Entry, search and seizure and obtaining information
Sections 13 (right to privacy and reputation) and section 20
(property rights)
Under section 13 of the charter, a person has the right not to
have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
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Under section 20 of the charter, a person has the right not to
be unlawfully deprived of property. These rights are relevant
to the entry, search and seizure powers in the bill.
Clause 105 establishes Aboriginal heritage officers (AHOs)
as authorised enforcement officers. AHOs will replace
inspectors under the current act. The provisions in clauses
105–125 provide for AHOs to enter, search and seize
property in specified circumstances.
The circumstances in which these actions may take place are
clearly circumscribed in the bill and safeguards exist to ensure
accountability, such as the requirement for AHOs to produce
identification, obtain a warrant to enter land if consent is not
obtained, report any entries and to receipt and return seized
property if not required. Clause 120 clarifies the current
process for return of seized property and provides for
oversight by a court or tribunal.
Consequently, any limitations on the rights to privacy and
property are not unlawful and not arbitrary.
Sections 24 (right to fair hearing) and 25(2)(k) privilege
against self-incrimination
Clauses 121 and 122 allow an AHO to require a person to
give their name, address and other information. These clauses
do not expand the current powers of inspectors in the act, but
rather amend the person able to do so. The current provisions
allowing the compelling of information (sections 180 and
181), which will be retained after amendment, provide that it
is an offence for a person to refuse to give their name and
address or provide information without reasonable excuse.
The ability to compel information engages the right against
self-incrimination in sections 24 and 25(2)(k)of the charter.
However, the amended provision will retain the current
defence that it is a reasonable excuse if the information (that
can be compelled under section 181) would tend to
incriminate the person. Therefore, the provision does not limit
section 25(2)(k). The provision will also engage the right to
privacy, but as above, is unlikely to be unlawful or arbitrary,
and therefore will not be a limit.
Offences
Section 25(1) (presumption of innocence)
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 25 is an offence of strict liability which engages
s 25(1) of the charter. Strict liability offences limit the right to
be presumed innocent in s 25(1). The bill contains no
examples of offences reversing the onus of proof or
expanding on existing offences.
Clause 25 creates a strict liability offence of doing an act
which does or is likely to cause harm to Aboriginal cultural
heritage. This is justified for a number of reasons.
The offence is not punishable by imprisonment. The penalty
for this offence is considerably lower than that of the
equivalent indictable offence in clause 24(1).
The new strict liability offence is being introduced to increase
the deterrent power of the act and to provide government with
greater enforcement flexibility. The new offence will address
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low level incidents of harm, which is currently lacking in the
act.
The strict liability nature of the offence will encourage people
to exercise proper due diligence in planning and carrying out
activities in order to minimise the probability of harming
Aboriginal cultural heritage.
It will also bring the Victorian act into line with recent
successful amendments in New South Wales.
Finally, it will address a serious shortcoming in enforcing this
type of provision — that of proving the accused’s knowledge
of the nature of the heritage harmed in the absence of the
accused conducting any due diligence.
The defence of reasonable mistake of fact will apply. In
addition, my department will provide guidance material for
Victorians on the proper exercise of due diligence which, if
followed, will minimise the risk of prosecution under this
provision.
Clauses 121 and 122 allow AHOs to request information if
that officer reasonably suspects that a person has committed
or is committing an offence against the act. Clause 121
requires a person to provide information to an AHO on
request, and clause 122 has a similar requirement relating to a
request for information from an AHO who has entered land or
premises under division 2 of part 11. It is an offence for a
person not to comply with a request for information from an
AHO without reasonable excuse. Clause 122 operates with
section 181(3) of the act, which provides that it is a
reasonable excuse not to comply with a request for
information from an AHO if the person believes providing
this information would incriminate them. Clause 125 provides
that a person may not obstruct or hinder an authorised officer
in the carrying out of the officer’s duties or powers.
These provisions already exist in the act. The amendments do
not change the scope of the powers or the offence, but merely
provide the powers to AHOs in lieu of authorised officers.
However, as the act has not been previously assessed for
compatibility, these provisions are included in this statement
of compatibility.
The offences that clauses 121, 122 and 125 amend require the
defendant to provide a reasonable excuse to avoid liability
reverse onus provisions which limit the right to be presumed
innocent under section 25(1) of the charter. However, the
limitation in clauses 121, 122 and 125 is reasonable, as the
excuse will be a matter within the knowledge of the defendant
that is readily provable. Further, the offences in clauses 121,
122 and 125 are less serious that on other offences in the bill
and attract a relatively low penalty.
Hon. Natalie Hutchins, MP
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
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Second reading
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
In doing so I would like to acknowledge the people of the
Kulin nation — the traditional owners and custodians of the
land on which the Parliament stands. The government pays
our respects to their Elders — past and present — and takes
this opportunity to acknowledge the many Aboriginal nations
who have lived on this land for thousands of generations prior
to and since the establishment of the state of Victoria.
Aboriginal people have lived in Victoria for the better part of
50 000 years. Over that incomprehensible age Aboriginal
people left an enduring legacy of their lives, cultures, societies
and economies on the landscape. Along with rock paintings;
tool production sites; the remnants of coastal camping places;
and scarred trees, Aboriginal people also left amazing and
elaborate engineering works such as the Budj Bim cultural
landscape. The government is now progressing the elevation
of Budj Bim to the world heritage list. If successful, it will be
the first place in Australia to be listed solely for its Aboriginal
cultural heritage values.
Aboriginal cultural heritage in Victoria is remarkable indeed.
However, Aboriginal cultural heritage is not just the physical
remnants of past lives. It is Aboriginal language and stories,
ritual, art, traditional knowledge and relationships with the
natural environment. Traditional owners in Victoria live their
cultural heritage. As a constant element of their identity it is
inherent in traditional owner interactions with and
contributions to our 21st century society and culture. It is a
part of their very being, and as such, it is a part of all
Victorians.
This centrality of Aboriginal cultural heritage to traditional
owner identity is particularly critical to consider in the context
of the rapid and often violent colonisation of Victoria by
Europeans. In the process of dispossessing Aboriginal people
of their land, Europeans also sought to strip Aboriginal people
of their cultures and identities. They did not succeed. But
Aboriginal cultural heritage still faces significant threats
today. In this context, the government is humbled by the
responsibility of enacting legislation to properly protect
Aboriginal cultural heritage.
Any legislation protecting Aboriginal cultural heritage must
walk a delicate line, lest it merely further dispossess
Aboriginal people from their cultural heritage. The first
Victorian law in this field — the Archaeological and
Aboriginal Relics Preservation Act 1972 — did not reconcile
Aboriginal people with the power to make decisions about
their cultural heritage.
The later commonwealth Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984 made some progress in
this respect, but it did not work with the later emergence of
native title in the 1990s, nor did it provide any clear processes
for land use and development industries to meet their
obligations.
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In this environment, nearly 10 years ago, the Bracks Labor
government introduced the current act which revolutionised
the protection and management of Aboriginal cultural
heritage in Victoria.
The Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 returned to traditional
owners rights to determine appropriate protection for their
cultural heritage places. It recognised a broader range of
Aboriginal cultural heritage. And it provided clear cultural
heritage management processes for industry to follow.
The act dramatically altered the way in which Victorians
interact with the Aboriginal cultural heritage of this state. It
still does so in five key ways.
First and foremost, it places traditional owners at the centre of
decision-making about their cultural heritage by establishing
the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council. This council of
11 eminent Victorian traditional owners appoint registered
Aboriginal parties — the cornerstone of Victoria’s Aboriginal
cultural heritage management and protection system.
Registered Aboriginal parties are the primary sources of
knowledge and advice about the Aboriginal cultural heritage
of their regions. They provide education and cultural
knowledge to the broader community. Critically, they
represent the traditional owners of their areas in determining
appropriate management of their cultural heritage in land use
and development projects.
Second, the act establishes a clear process for land use and
development industries to follow in accounting for their
cultural heritage responsibilities. The cultural heritage
management plan process has resulted in better protection and
management of Aboriginal cultural heritage, real engagement
between traditional owners and industry and real savings for
industry, by addressing Aboriginal cultural heritage matters
early in the development process.
Third, the act strengthens penalties relating to harming
Aboriginal cultural heritage, thereby creating an effective
deterrent.
Fourth, it provides traditional owners with the power to
prevent the secretary from issuing permits to harm Aboriginal
heritage — giving traditional owners a critical say in
managing and protecting their important places and objects.
Finally, it establishes an appeal process through the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal — providing a fair and
independent arbitrator of disputes involving cultural heritage
management plan and cultural heritage permit decisions.
This government is proud that as a result of the act,
Aboriginal cultural heritage management is a central
consideration in the land use and development process. The
current amendment bill advances this critical objective.
The review of the act was carried through by previous
governments over 2010 to 2014, and finalised by this
government today. Along the way, the bill has been the
subject of intensive and widespread consultation with
traditional owners, industry groups, local, state and
commonwealth governments and cultural heritage
professionals. The government thanks them all for their
valuable contribution and insight leading to the development
of the bill.
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Increasing Aboriginal self-determination
During the review, traditional owners told us they wanted to
strengthen the act to provide them with greater
decision-making roles and responsibilities.
The bill does this in a number of ways.
First, it provides registered Aboriginal parties with the power
to evaluate cultural heritage permit applications, removing
government from the process and placing this function
squarely in traditional owner hands.
Second, and importantly, the bill provides the nation’s
strongest protection and most comprehensive process for
treating Aboriginal ancestral remains. For the first time in
Victoria traditional owners, through the Victorian Aboriginal
Heritage Council, will be in control of determining what
happens with their ancestors.
Over many years, the government has heard from traditional
owners about the mistreatment of their ancestors and I cannot
stress enough just how significant these Aboriginal ancestral
remains amendments are for Victorian traditional owners.
It is time for people and institutions to return Aboriginal
ancestral remains collected in the past for research or
curiosities to their traditional owners. The bill mandates
public institutions such as universities and museums report to
the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council within two years
about any Aboriginal ancestral remains they possess. The
council will be empowered to decide what is to be done with
those remains.
Third, the bill returns enforcement powers to Aboriginal
Victorians, who operate at the front lines in protecting their
cultural heritage places. Aboriginal heritage officers will have
special powers to stop works for 24 hours if they believe an
offence has occurred or is likely to occur.
Finally, the bill provides increased powers and functions to
the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council. These include
greater oversight of registered Aboriginal parties. They also
include a responsibility to report annually to the minister, and
importantly, to report on the state of Victoria’s Aboriginal
cultural heritage every five years. These powers and functions
increase the oversight traditional owners have of Victoria’s
Aboriginal cultural heritage management and protection.
Improvements for industry
In Aboriginal cultural heritage management, industry
stakeholders want certainty, clarity and consistency of
process. The amendments address this by improving the
certainty of when a cultural heritage management plan is
required by establishing a new due diligence process which
can be certified by government. This certified due diligence
assessment — the preliminary Aboriginal heritage test — can
be used by industry to determine whether or not a cultural
heritage management plan is required for a project.
The bill establishes a new administrative process for engaging
with traditional owners on projects in areas of Victoria where
a registered Aboriginal party has yet to be appointed. The
Secretary to the Department of Premier and Cabinet will have
the power to appoint an activity advisory group comprising
relevant traditional owners of that area. The activity advisory
group will act as a registered Aboriginal party for engagement
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on the project, but without approval rights, which will remain
with the secretary.
The bill also allows for amendments to approved cultural
heritage management plans — obviating the need to start a
plan again.
Industry asked for better resourcing of registered Aboriginal
parties, as the development approvals process runs more
smoothly in those areas where a registered Aboriginal party
has been appointed by the Victorian Aboriginal Heritage
Council. In addition to introducing this bill, the government
has met this challenge by allocating $20.9 million towards
Victoria’s Aboriginal cultural heritage management and
protection system — including necessary operational support
for registered Aboriginal parties.
These amendments and resources will improve the certainty,
clarity and consistency industry demands from Victoria’s
Aboriginal cultural heritage management system, while
enhancing the protection and management of Aboriginal
cultural heritage and providing more opportunities for
traditional owners to be properly engaged.
Improving Aboriginal cultural heritage management and
protection
The bill creates Aboriginal cultural heritage land management
agreements to foster closer relationships between public land
managers and registered Aboriginal parties. These
agreements will facilitate better strategic planning and
provide public land managers with greater flexibility to
manage the impact of routine management works on
Aboriginal cultural heritage.
The bill introduces greater security measures for the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Register. The register, which was
established in 1972, is an invaluable repository for
information about Victoria’s Aboriginal cultural heritage.
There are currently records of over 36 000 Aboriginal places
and objects listed on the register. The Victorian government
acknowledges the cultural sensitivity of some of this
information and restricts access to certain people for certain
purposes. Now traditional owners will be able to nominate
sensitive information on the register for extra security,
increasing protection for this information. Nominated
information will then only be able to be accessed with
permission of the relevant registered Aboriginal party or the
Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council. This ensures sensitive
cultural information is appropriately managed while still
maintaining the critical useability of the register for all
Victorians.
The bill establishes an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Fund,
which will work similarly to the Victorian Heritage Fund
established under the Heritage Act 1995. All fees and charges
collected by government under the Aboriginal Heritage Act
will be deposited into the fund for use by the Office of
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria in consultation with the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Council. Funds may be allocated to
registered Aboriginal parties, or for specific protection works,
for example. The fund will also be able to receive bequests
and gifts.
Improving enforcement and compliance
In the eight years of the act’s operation, the Office of
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria has undertaken almost
200 investigations into potential offences. Despite
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unauthorised harm to Aboriginal cultural heritage occurring,
there has yet to be a case of unauthorised harm brought before
the courts. An act which is difficult to enforce lacks the ability
to fulfil its objectives and purpose, as the deterrent effect
inherent in its offence and penalty provisions is diminished.
Government has listened to many during the review of the act
who bemoaned the difficulty of proving a case of harm, and
the consequent undermining of the act’s objectives. We agree
the act needs to be stronger. We note developments in this
area, particularly in New South Wales, where amendments to
its Aboriginal cultural heritage protection laws have resulted
in greater enforceability and more successful prosecutions for
unlawful activities.
In response, the bill strengthens the existing harm offences by
removing a redundant hurdle to prosecuting cases of harm,
thus bringing it into line with similar offences in other
legislation. In addition, the bill introduces a new strict liability
offence as an additional enforcement tool. This is also
consistent with recent changes in other jurisdictions. The
penalty associated with this new offence is much lower than
the other major offences, but it will enable greater
enforceability of the act and greatly increase its deterrent
effect.
The bill introduces other new offences. It will be an offence to
commence an activity for which a cultural heritage
management plan is required without first preparing and
obtaining approval for such a plan. This will increase
compliance and will provide even more incentive for industry
to consider impacts on Aboriginal cultural heritage early in
land use and development processes.
It will be an offence to fail to comply with the conditions of a
cultural heritage management plan. This will strengthen the
cultural heritage management plan process, improve
compliance and facilitate better Aboriginal cultural heritage
management.
It will be an offence to misuse information obtained from the
Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Register. This will help to
safeguard the sensitive information contained within that
database.
The bill introduces additional offences related to failing to
report Aboriginal ancestral remains to the Victorian
Aboriginal Heritage Council. This will encourage institutions
to investigate, report and return any Aboriginal ancestral
remains held in their possession.
These improvements to enforcement and compliance tools
will result in stronger protection for Victoria’s Aboriginal
cultural heritage.
Aboriginal intangible heritage
There is an increasing global focus on protecting Indigenous
peoples’ vulnerable intangible cultural heritage. The bill
places Victoria at the cutting edge in Australia in this area.
Victoria’s rich Aboriginal culture has significantly shaped our
values and traditions — from our music, art and stories to
environmental management practices and even the
development of Australian Rules football. The influence of
Aboriginal culture on Victorian society has not been properly
acknowledged in our past, and it is important we recognise its
value in the future.
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Aboriginal intangible heritage is not protected adequately by
current intellectual property laws, patent laws or copyright
laws. Stories, songs, dances, language, manufacturing
techniques and knowledge about the properties and
management of plants and animals are central to traditional
owner culture and wellbeing, and deserve proper statutory
protection as part of the cultural heritage of Victorian
traditional owners.
The bill provides a process for registered Aboriginal parties
and other eligible traditional owner organisations to nominate
particular intangible heritage for registration. Once registered,
anyone wishing to use that intangible heritage for their own
purposes will require a formal agreement with the relevant
traditional owner organisation.
The revolutionary Aboriginal intangible heritage amendments
in the bill will create new opportunities for economically
beneficial partnerships between Aboriginal people and
industry, promote new Aboriginal industries and advance
reconciliation and self-determination. This will significantly
increase respect for Aboriginal culture and traditional
knowledge and provide opportunities for it to be appropriately
shared and celebrated. It will finally place traditional owners
in the driving seat and able to control how their traditional
knowledge is used by the broader community and industry.
Victoria’s Aboriginal Heritage Act broke new ground in
2006. It greatly improved the way Aboriginal cultural
heritage is protected and managed in this state. It served to
increase respect for Victoria’s Aboriginal cultural heritage. It
has inspired other states to follow suit, and is a model
internationally.
The bill represents another significant step forward for
Victoria on the road to true reconciliation with Aboriginal
people, and toward true Aboriginal self-determination.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms VICTORIA
(Bayswater).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 November.

KARDINIA PARK STADIUM BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) 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 Kardinia Park
Stadium Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Kardinia Park Stadium 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 will establish the Kardinia Park Stadium Trust to
administer, plan, develop, promote, use, operate and manage
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areas of Kardinia Park (including the stadium) and other land
and facilities.
The Greater Geelong City Council (council) is currently the
committee of management of Kardinia Park, and is expected
to remain as committee of management for the areas of
Kardinia Park that do not form part of the trust land.
Clause 34 of the bill provides the Governor in Council with
the power to make an ‘event management declaration’ (on the
recommendation of the minister responsible for administering
the bill), giving the trust control of the whole or any part of
Kardinia Park (excluding Kardinia pool and the senior
citizens centre) on the days specified in the event
management declaration when major events are held on the
trust land. Pursuant to subclause 34(2) of the bill, event
management declarations may only be made where the
minister is satisfied that the event is suitable to be held on the
land and the event is of significance to the Geelong region or
the state.
Human rights issues
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance with
law.
This is relevant because there are current leases, licences and
other agreements between council and third parties with
respect to:
(a) land that will become trust land under the bill; and
(b) other areas of Kardinia Park that the trust will have
power to control on days when major events are
held on the trust land.
Clause 43 of the bill provides for current leases and other
agreements with respect to the trust land, of which the council
has notified the state, to be transitioned to the trust.
In relation to the other areas of Kardinia Park that the trust
will control on major event days pursuant to an event
management declaration, there may be a temporary restriction
of a person’s ability under a lease or licence to hold other
events in the relevant areas on those days. This is consistent
with the council’s current management of Kardinia Park, and
in my opinion is reasonable and justified to enable the trust to
facilitate appropriate event management, including safe and
efficient traffic management, parking and pedestrian
movement.
In light of the consistency between current arrangements and
the proposed provisions, it is questionable whether any
deprivation of property will occur under the bill. However, to
the extent that a current or future lessee or licensee could be
regarded as having a property right that is deprived by an
event management declaration, that deprivation will be in
accordance with law. It will be authorised under the bill and
subject to the restrictions and procedures set out in it.
Right to privacy
A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with. The touchstone for the right is a reasonable expectation
of privacy.
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Clause 13 of the bill requires a member of the trust to declare
in a meeting of the trust any pecuniary interest or conflict of
interest in relation to a matter being considered or about to be
considered by the trust. Insofar as the provision requires
disclosure of information about which a person might have a
reasonable expectation of privacy, I consider that any
interference with privacy is reasonable and not arbitrary. It is
essential for the maintenance of the integrity of the trust that
conflicts of interest are declared.

The trust will ensure a more strategic approach to the
development and use of the stadium, greater operational
efficiencies and increased opportunities to attract events to the
Geelong region, thereby maximising the return on the state’s
past and present investments in the stadium.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the section 13 right.

Further areas of the park may be added to the trust land in
future, and the bill provides a process for that to take place.
This will only be done with the agreement of the Greater
Geelong City Council, unless unforeseen circumstances
dictate otherwise, and should include an agreement on costs.

Right to freedom of movement
Every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move
freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it and has the
freedom to choose where to live under section 12 of the
charter.
This right is relevant because subclause 42(1) of the bill
provides the Governor in Council with the power to make
regulations on a range of matters, in particular the exclusion
or expulsion of persons found contravening the regulations
from the trust land or any other land managed by the trust.
These regulations have the potential to impact upon persons’
freedom of movement in what are otherwise publicly
accessible areas. However, I consider that such restrictions are
appropriate in order to protect the land, facilities and services;
protect public safety and facilitate property site management.
The regulations themselves will be subject to the charter.

The trust will initially be responsible for Kardinia Park
Stadium and land adjacent to the stadium, including car
parking areas.

The bill also provides for the trust to take control of further
areas of the park on days when major events are held on the
land managed by the trust, to ensure that all aspects of events,
including car parking, can be delivered in an efficient,
integrated and safe way.
This is consistent with council’s current management of
Kardinia Park on event days and it is necessary to maintain
this approach to facilitate appropriate event management,
including safe and efficient traffic management, parking and
pedestrian movement.
I now turn to the detail of the bill to highlight some key
points.

I consider therefore that the bill is compatible with the
section 12 right.

Part 2 of the bill will establish the Kardinia Park Stadium
Trust.

John Eren MP
Minister for Sport

The functions of the trust are broadly to be responsible for the
Kardinia Park trust land, which includes the stadium, with the
objective of contributing to the economy, community and
livability of the Geelong region and the state.

Second reading
Mr EREN (Minister for Sport) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
Kardinia Park Stadium is an important sport venue in a great
Victorian city — Geelong — and the home of an outstanding
football club, the Geelong Football Club.
The government made a commitment to establish a state trust
to manage and preserve the stadium, and elevate it to a more
fitting status where it can officially stand alongside the
Melbourne Cricket Ground as one of Australia’s great
sporting arenas.
The Kardinia Park Stadium Bill 2015 delivers on that
commitment.
The creation of the Kardinia Park Stadium Trust, along with
the government’s $70 million investment in the stage 4
redevelopment of the stadium, will enable this great venue to
host more major events.
The underlying purpose is to contribute to the economy,
community and livability of the Geelong region and the state
through improved use of the stadium.

The trust will also provide for the planning, development,
promotion, management, operation and use of other facilities
for which it may be responsible, and for facilities and services
for car parking and other necessary services to be used in
conjunction with any of its facilities. The trust may also
accept appointment and act as a committee of management of
crown lands.
The trust will consist of a part-time chairperson and between
four and either eight other part-time members appointed by
the Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
minister.
The trust will be required to provide a business plan to the
minister each year including information about how its
planned activities are proposed or designed to contribute to
the economy, community and livability of the Geelong region
and the state.
It will also be required to prepare an annual report under
part 7 of the Financial Management Act 1994.
Part 3 of the bill sets out financial provisions for the trust,
including a requirement to establish and maintain a Kardinia
Park Trust Fund.
Part 4 of the bill provides for the management of the Kardinia
Park trust land.
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Kardinia Park trust land is defined as Kardinia Park Stadium
land and any land set out in a Kardinia Park trust land order.
The bill provides for various existing reservations to be
revoked to enable the Kardinia Park trust land to be
established.
It will revoke the permanent reservations over all parcels of
land in Kardinia Park that are permanently reserved, and
temporarily re-reserve the land for the same purposes. This
will facilitate an efficient process for adding to the Kardinia
Park trust land in future.
This change will not make any difference to the use of the
land. I can reassure the people of Geelong that the land will
continue to be used as park land and facilities for community
activities.
The Governor in Council, on the recommendation of the
minister administering the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978,
will be able to make a range of orders to create the Kardinia
Park trust land.
This includes an order specifying that the land shown on the
plan LEGL./15-504 is Kardinia Park Stadium land. This area
comprises the stadium and adjacent land, including car
parking areas.
The Governor in Council will also be able to make one or
more Kardinia Park trust land orders specifying that further
land in Kardinia Park is Kardinia Park trust land.
The land leased by the council to the senior citizens’ centre
near the stadium is not included in the land that may become
Kardinia Park Stadium land. This is clearly shown on the plan
LEGL./15-504. Further, it will not be possible for this land to
become Kardinia Park trust land in future or be controlled by
the trust on event days.
The land surrounding the senior citizens’ centre will,
however, become Kardinia Park Stadium land. The trust will
ensure that convenient car parking facilities will continue to
be available for users of the senior citizens’ centre on this
land. It will also pursue a cooperative approach to matters
affecting the senior citizens’ centre with the council through
the proposed Kardinia Park advisory committee.
It is not intended that the Kardinia pool complex will be
included in the trust land through a Kardinia Park trust land
order, nor that it will be controlled by the trust on event days.
Part 4 will establish the Kardinia Park advisory committee to
advise the trust in relation to the trust land, and to advise both
the trust and the council in relation to the rest of Kardinia
Park. The advisory committee will be appointed by the
minister and will include representatives of the trust, the
Geelong Football Club, lessees of Kardinia Park, and the
council.
The trust will be able to grant a lease of the trust land, with
the approval of the minister, for up to 50 years, and a licence
to enter and use the land for up to 3 years, or up to 10 years
with the approval of the minister.
Part 5 of the bill provides for event management declarations
for Kardinia Park events.
This is an important feature of the bill which will enable the
trust to take control of areas of the park that are not Kardinia
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Park trust land on days when major events are held on the
trust land. This will ensure that all aspects of events, including
car parking, can be delivered in an efficient, integrated and
safe way.
The bill provides that on the recommendation of the minister,
the Governor in Council, by order published in the
Government Gazette, may declare an event to be a Kardinia
Park event. An event management declaration may cover
more than one event.
It is anticipated that all Australian Football League
premiership season matches scheduled to be played at the
stadium in a particular year will be covered by a single
declaration, along with any other events that are already
confirmed at the time when the declaration is prepared. One
or more further declarations may be required each year for
additional events.
The minister must not make a recommendation for an event
management declaration unless satisfied that the event is
suitable to be held on Kardinia Park trust land and the event is
of significance to the Geelong region or the state.
The minister will be required to provide a copy of a
declaration to the council within seven days after the
declaration is published.
A range of information will be required to be specified in an
event management declaration, including the event to which it
applies, the times and dates when the event is to take place,
when the declaration would apply, the relevant area of land
within Kardinia Park and the arrangements applying to the
management of the land at the times and dates when the
declaration is in force.
An event management declaration may provide that the trust
is to have specified functions, duties and powers during a
Kardinia Park event, including powers to enter into
agreements or arrangements with an event organiser, and
undertake, organise or facilitate an event.
The bill provides that despite section 17E of the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978, car parking may be provided on land at
Kardinia Park during a Kardinia Park event, reflecting current
practice on event days. This may be arranged without
ministerial approval.
An event management declaration may also provide for
functions, duties and powers of the council as the committee
of management of Kardinia Park, to be suspended for the
relevant times. This may only occur, however, if the minister
considers that this is necessary for the purposes of the event.
Local laws will continue to apply during a Kardinia Park
event unless the declaration provides for suspension of those
laws or they are inconsistent with the purposes of the
declaration.
Importantly, the trust will have to restore, or ensure the
restoration of, the relevant areas of Kardinia Park after an
event.
Part 6 of the bill sets out that the Governor in Council may
make regulations in relation to the Kardinia Park trust land.
Part 7 includes transitional provisions which provide that any
specified lease, licence or other arrangement the council has
entered into prior to the commencement of the bill is taken to

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
4318

ASSEMBLY

be a lease, licence or other arrangement granted by the trust,
from the day the section comes into operation.
It also provides for the Governor in Council to make
regulations dealing with transitional matters arising from
enactment of the bill, which may be retrospective to the day
when the bill receives the royal assent.
Division 2 of part 7 sets out consequential amendments to the
Geelong (Kardinia Park) Land Act 1950, the Filming
Approval Act 2014, the Major Sporting Events Act 2009 and
the Borrowing and Investment Powers Act 1987.
The amendments to the Major Sporting Events Act 2009 will
make the Kardinia Park trust land an event venue for the
purposes of that act, which means that the crowd management
provisions of that act will apply there without a major
sporting event order having to be made. The definition of
major sporting event will also be amended to include any
Australian Football League matches and international or
interstate cricket matches played at the stadium.
The bill recognises the importance of Kardinia Park Stadium
to the people of Geelong, the region and to the state. It marks
the beginning of a new era in the management and use of this
great stadium.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
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my remarks last evening, is an independent officer,
must be a party to those proceedings and must have an
opportunity to participate in those proceedings.
It is also worthwhile to note that a potential detainee
who is the subject of a PDO application has the right to
participate in that process. They can appear, call
witnesses, produce evidence and produce documentary
material. The Supreme Court also has the power to
order that Victoria Legal Aid provide legal assistance to
a potential suspect in the midst of those proceedings, so
members can appreciate that they are fairly demanding
standards to meet. And in the case of a potential
detainee who is less than 18 years of age but more than
16 years of age — noting that no-one under 16 can be
the subject of a PDO — there are further requirements.
In the case of someone who is less than 18, the
Department of Health and Human Services must be a
party to that proceeding and be notified of it. It is also
important to note that with a preventative detention
order there are severe constraints on the ability to
interrogate. In fact for all purposes interrogation is not
permissible other than to obtain very basic information
that would in no way be incriminating.

Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — When I concluded
last night I was talking about preventative detention
orders (PDOs) and the amendment in the bill which
will enable police to seek a PDO in circumstances
where all they may know about a potential detainee is
an alias and not an actual or correct name of that
person. I was about to make the point that Victoria has
a very rigourous regime for the process by which police
apply for and obtain preventative detention orders. It is
not something that is done administratively; it is not
effected by ministerial fiat. There is actually a very hard
process to satisfy before a preventative detention order
will ever be granted.

The point of all this is to note that preventative
detention orders are not used often, and that is a good
thing. We do not want the circumstances and an
environment in which police are required to be
repeatedly approaching the Supreme Court for
preventative detention orders, because they are, it has to
be noted, a very serious imposition on the liberties of an
individual. That cannot be lost sight of. But equally, as
we would all appreciate, the hazards for which a
preventative detention order is available to avert or to
overcome are far greater than any of us hope ever to
have to experience — and certainly not on the
Australian mainland. In answer to those who are calling
for the repeal or the abolition of PDOs from our
counterterrorism regime I say that they are a very
important part of the framework. Yes, use them
sparingly, but they must be available, in our view —
and I know the government shares this view — to assist
police in what is the very difficult task of trying to take
action against threats that are very difficult to define
and the provenance of which is almost impossible to
ascertain at any particular point in time. Understanding
those difficulties is helpful in noting how important
PDOs are to our counterterrorism regime.

It starts with the Supreme Court. An application is
made by a police officer of sufficient standing within
Victoria Police. The application is made to the Supreme
Court. Sufficient particulars have to be provided — the
reasons why and the background. The second point to
note is that the public interest monitor, who as I said in

Moving through the bill, it is also important to note that
it makes a number of other, by comparison, less
important changes. It clarifies that police can apply in
the case of section 13O of the act for the preventative
detention order to be revoked or varied. It also makes it
very clear that a police officer who is detaining a person

Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 25 November.

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
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and therefore has custody of a detainee must release
that person from detention under the order or arrange
for the person’s release from detention under the order
if that police officer is satisfied that the grounds on
which the order was made no longer exist. That is
perfectly sensible. If a member of Victoria Police has
reason to understand that there is no longer a need to
maintain that person in custody, then of course it goes
without saying that there should be an obligation upon
that police officer to take steps to effect the release of
that detainee. There are a number of other changes
which I will not go into other than to note, finally, in
terms of the bill, that the sunset date has been extended
by five years, which of course the coalition supports.
Overall, the coalition supports this bill. That is the
position we are taking. We will reserve our position on
potential amendments in the upper house, the reason
being that there is a difference of approach between the
coalition and the government on this. In October last
year we indicated that we would adopt 12 of the
13 recommendations. This bill only implements six of
those recommendations. I appreciate that the
government’s position is that it is working through
those other matters and may bring further amendments
before this house in response to the recommendations
of the Jones review. We were of a mind late last year to
adopt several further recommendations. In particular I
want to note that recommendation 1 was one that we in
the coalition were happy to adopt then, and we hope the
government might reconsider that matter now or at
some point in the very near future. Recommendation 1
is:
That the definition of ‘terrorist act’ in the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 be amended as
recommended in recommendations 3, 4 and 5 of the COAG
report.

We think that was a worthwhile recommendation that
should have been a part of this bill. We also note that
recommendation 6, being a recommendation that we
were prepared to support when we were in government,
has not been included in the present bill. That
recommendation provides:
That the provisions in the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act 2003, relating to the requirement that a terrorist act be
imminent and expected to occur, in any event, at some time in
the next 14 days, be amended along the lines recommended
by the INSLM —

the independent national security legislation monitor.
We think that that recommendation should form part of
this bill, and if we are unable or do not move
amendments to that effect when the bill passes through
the other place, then I would urge the government to
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give serious consideration to whether it might bring a
bill back in the future to implement at least those two
recommendations of the Jones review, which do not
form part of this bill.
The final thing I want to talk about briefly is the matter
of the language around these sorts of matters. The
coalition and the government have been at odds in
recent weeks over some statements by the Premier in
relation to the place of violent extremism in Australian
life, and I do not want to reprosecute the argument. I
just want to give some context as to why that is such an
important matter.
We can enact all manner of laws, and we do, taking into
account the best expert advice from law enforcement
agencies at many points. The laws we enact are very
important. The resources we equip our law enforcement
authorities with are very important. It is also important
to understand how significant the posture of the
government of the day is on difficult matters like
this — very complex and difficult matters like this —
and how very important that is also. I do not for
one minute impute anything into the Premier’s
comments about his commitment to Victorian values; I
do not cavil with that. It is more about how important it
is for the government of the day to adopt a posture
which communicates our strong community resistance
to the idea that violent extremism could ever be part of
our way of life.
I think we would all agree that we live in a multicultural
community, the success of which is envied the world
over. We are a diverse community — and at the heart
of that diversity is, if you like, a transcendent principle
that we can live with religious, ethnic and racial
differences peacefully; we can disagree civilly; and we
can engage in civil and respectful disagreement. The
idea that part of our life, and part of our way of life in
Victoria and in this country, should consist of violent
extremism I think is anathema, and I would imagine it
is anathema to the Premier too.
I imagine that those comments were simply made off
the cuff and not thought through in terms of how people
would interpret those comments at the time. But I do
think it appropriate to take this opportunity just to
establish why that is a matter that we feel very strongly
about in the coalition. The government — and when I
say ‘the government’ I mean the government of the
day — must, through its posture, communicate to
everyone, domestically and internationally alike, that
we are an exceedingly generous and compassionate
country but we will never, ever accept as part of our
way of life those, whatever their racial background,
whatever their religious background, who are fixated on
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acts of violence against other innocent people. It is
something that we can simply never accept. I just
wanted to put that on the record. My interest is not in
getting into the finer points of the argument but in
establishing why it is important to understand the
messages that we communicate, in particular the
messages that a government of the day communicates
to the Victorian people and to the Australian people.
I hope I can say that in future the government and the
coalition will — on this matter, certainly — have a very
like mind in how we communicate that. I think we all
understand that there are a number of dimensions to the
way we tackle violent extremism and terrorism. On the
one hand, as I said last evening, it is important to
adopt — in fact, vital to adopt — strong measures,
counterterrorism measures, using some of the
instruments that are in the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Act and various other things to tackle
defiantly and resolutely the threat of physical violence.
Equally though, it is important that we engage
communities, particularly those, as I said last evening,
that are at risk of alienation and risk of radicalisation.
We need to do both, and we need to do both well.
With those comments, I am happy to advise that the
coalition supports the bill. It will reserve its right in the
upper house to look at further potential amendments
that would pick up on some recommendations in the
Jones review that are not part of this bill, but subject to
that, I am happy to support the bill.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise and make a contribution on the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Amendment Bill 2015. In my
contribution I want to highlight why this legislation is
so important. Only recently, as the Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice, I went and visited Parramatta and
had a good look at the Parramatta community justice
precinct and the head office of Sydney, New South
Wales, police. I could not believe — that was late
September — that only a week after I had left a Sydney
civilian police accountant had been shot out the front. I
had only been there a week before visiting this
wonderful precinct where the New South Wales
government has put in cutting-edge law enforcement
facilities and intelligence. I also got to see Parramatta,
the community that it is — a wonderful multicultural
community, the heartbeat of and a massive community
in western Sydney. To think that a politically motivated
terrorism act would occur right on the steps and on the
streets that I visited only a week prior really shook me
up. It was gut-wrenching to see what had happened.
I think all sides of politics have responded to this issue
that happens right across our great country. I know that
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both the Prime Minister and the federal Leader of the
Opposition and all Premiers have been very united in
terms of tackling terrorism. What I thought was good
from our political leaders was the National Day of
Unity, the interfaith assembly that occurred very shortly
after that attack in Parramatta.
The Andrews government is to be commended. We
have this legislation, which is very important. Let us
not forget too that it is about working with the
community. Looking at some of the measures that the
Premier, the Deputy Premier and the cabinet are putting
in place to address social cohesion and resilience right
across our community, they are commendable. We
have seen the ministerial task force established, led by
the Deputy Premier, including, from right across
cabinet, the portfolios of education, youth, multicultural
affairs and police, to look at how we can combat racism
and bigotry. There has also been the announcement in
relation to the Social Cohesion and Community
Resilience Advisory Group, comprising representatives
from across Victoria’s multicultural community, with a
focus on youth, to provide advice to the ministerial task
force on current issues and potential risks.
The Victorian state budget also invested $74 million
into our multicultural affairs and social cohesion
package, including $21 million over four years to
promote social cohesion and community harmony and
more than $13 million to enhance community capacity
and participation for people from culturally and
linguistically diverse backgrounds. We have also
established a Social Cohesion and Multicultural
Research Institute, with the provision of $4 million to
develop a research program to address issues facing
Victoria, including those relating to multiculturalism,
intercultural relations, youth affairs and extremism.
The legislation before us is very specific, fairly dry and
very technical. It has come about from a range of
measures, including the Victorian review of
counterterrorism legislation initiated by the former
government, and I want to take up some of the member
for Hawthorn’s comments in relation to the
recommendations shortly. This legislation supports the
Labor government’s ongoing commitment to the safety
of the Victorian community by ensuring that the powers
against terrorism remain relevant and necessary. It is
technical legislation, but it is legislation that has a lot of
safeguards as well. It provides for the implementation
of some of the recommendations that came out of the
Victorian review of counterterrorism legislation.
These recommendations were necessary, and the
legislation we are debating today is necessary. It is a
necessary response by government to the evolving
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threat of terrorism. When you are dealing with
police — as I am, working with Victoria Police more
and more these days — it is amazing what they will talk
to you about and what is really occupying their minds
at the senior leaders level. Obviously family violence
involves an incredible amount of Victoria Police’s
work. The government has the royal commission, but
Victoria Police today, in the 21st century, are
dedicating an enormous amount of resources to
terrorism. Who would have thought that Melbourne, the
most livable city in the world, would face this threat?
But it is a threat, and it is real, and this legislation will
ensure that Victoria Police have the most up-to-date
powers possible.
It is about getting the balance right as well. When the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 was first
established it included a number of sunset provisions,
including a statutory review to ensure that proper
consideration was given to whether such legislation was
required on an ongoing basis. There were several sunset
provisions relating to preventative detention orders and
prohibited contact orders. These sunset provisions are a
safeguard that ensure that the practical operation of the
act remains appropriate and balanced. We have had the
Victorian review and we have had the report and its
recommendations.
I have an article headed ‘Daniel Andrews eases rules on
terror detention orders’ from the Australian of
21 October which was written by Rick Wallace. In that
article the member for Hawthorn, who is described as
the legal affairs spokesman for the opposition, is quoted
as saying that the opposition will wait to see the bill.
However, he said he was:
… very concerned about reports Daniel Andrews will adopt
only 6 of the 13 recommendations of the review.

He went on to say:
In government, we committed to 12 of the
13 recommendations because we were satisfied that the
changes would improve community safety in the face of
terrorism-related threats in an increasingly complex security
environment.

The government has inserted some of the
recommendations of the report into this legislation. It is
now doing further work with the commonwealth with
regard to the other recommendations to be
implemented. But I urge the member for Hawthorn to
look at the Department of Justice and Regulation
website, as I have. I downloaded the former
government’s response to the report, and it is clear from
that that the coalition did not support all the
recommendations. It hand-picked a couple of
recommendations that it supported, and there were

4321

some that it was going to seek further information and
detail on.
The same is true of the current government. We need to
work on counterterrorism with the other states and our
counterparts across Australia, and also with the federal
government. When you are passing laws dealing with
our communications networks and carriage devices a
lot of it comes under federal government law, and
particularly the commonwealth Telecommunications
(Interception and Access) Act 1979. Such legislation
requires a lot of work across agencies and across not
only the Attorney-General’s and police portfolios but
also the communications portfolio.
On 16 September 2014 the coalition tabled its response
to the report. I commend the coalition because, just as
we are doing, it took on board information on what
needed to occur. However, if you go through the
previous government’s response, the facts speak for
themselves. It was keen to support several of the
recommendations, but there were some that it did not
support at all.
This legislation is not something that can be rushed —
we must take our time and ensure that we get it right.
But strengthening powers to prevent, detect and enforce
terrorism-related offences in Victoria is critical in the
21st century. The review conducted last year and its
recommendations, many of which are consistent with
what we are passing in this legislation today, are to be
commended. I commend the vehicle that has seen this
legislation come before the house, the Council of
Australian Governments, and in particular the Victorian
Attorney-General and other justice ministers, and also
the Victorian Minister for Police who is also the
Minister for Corrections. Counterterrorism legislation is
part of a nationally agreed framework, and Victoria is
continuing to work with all other jurisdictions to ensure
changes to counterterrorism legislation complement all
states’ and territories’ legislation as well as that of the
commonwealth.
This legislation is powerful in terms of some of the
intrusions that people may believe will occur, but it is
important that our police have the best resources and
the most up-to-date intelligence available to ensure that
Victoria remains not only the best place to live and
raise a family but also one of the most secure places.
We are the envy of the world for our livability.
Terrorism is an ongoing threat, and we must be vigilant
towards it. I commend this legislation, and I commend
the Attorney-General for the work he has done with the
commonwealth and the other states and territories. I
wish the bill a speedy passage.
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Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — It gives me
pleasure to rise and speak on the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Amendment Bill 2015,
although, as previous speakers have mentioned, it
would be preferable if we did not have to speak on
legislation such as this. But sadly we need to have this
sort of legislation. Unfortunately these are the types of
laws that we have been debating and bringing into
Parliament, both at state and federal levels, for at least
the last 15 years. Unfortunately this continues to be an
area we need to focus on because there are serious
threats to our communities. Such incidents go back to
the early 2000s, with 9/11 and the Bali bombings, as
well as various other incidents overseas.
More recently on the domestic level, which is where the
legislation we are debating today goes to, there have
been some awful events, including the Parramatta
police headquarters shooting in which a completely
innocent police worker, Curtis Cheng, was killed and
his assailant was also shot dead. Last year there was the
unfortunate incident at Endeavour Hills in which two
police officers were stabbed and an 18-year-old man
was shot dead. I will also throw in the Lindt cafe siege
last year, although I suspect that while there was a
terrorism element to that one, there were also other
reasons behind it. There have been other incidents
domestically. All of these events show the threat of
terrorism on our own shores and prove that we need to
ensure that our law enforcement agencies have as much
information at their fingertips as possible to assist them
in ensuring that these things do not happen.
I know there are people in the community who say that
the threat of terrorism and its potential impact in terms
of number of casualties are relatively minor compared
to more general crime and what happens on our roads,
but it is the nature of terrorism and its impact on
completely innocent civilians that worries the
community. It is appropriate that we move as best as
possible to address domestic terrorism.
Both the member for Hawthorn and the member for
Niddrie have spoken at length about the social side of
things in terms of community harmony and in terms of
ensuring that those who may be radicalised are
identified early and diverted away from a path that
would take them towards terrorist acts. They are also
very important things for governments to do, but this
sort of legislation is equally important in terms of
making sure that our security agencies — the police and
the various others that act to protect the community —
have the means at their disposal to ensure as best as we
possibly can that there are no further attacks on
Victorian and Australian soil.
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Briefly, as other speakers have mentioned, the bill
extends the issuing of covert search warrants to the
remote access of computers and like equipment, or
rather it clarifies that police can get that power. This
ensures that police can covertly monitor activities of
suspected terrorists or people who are heading down
that path so that they can be stopped before they do get
to the point of actually committing an act. These are the
sorts of matters in a technical sense that are far beyond
many members of the Parliament, but the police and
various agencies have some excellent techniques to get
that sort of remote access.
The bill also relates to the operation of preventative
detention orders and prohibitive contact orders,
allowing police to rely on an alias when applying to the
court for a preventative detention order. This is
important because it is often not clear what a suspect’s
actual name is. Sometimes we are only able to come up
with aliases, particularly where there are people who
may have come from another country and whose
identity documents are uncertain or unavailable to
police. This is a relatively minor amendment but one
that I am sure the police are seeking. There are also
other elements, including clarifying the transfer of
responsibility of detainees when they are moving from
police to prison authorities, which is relatively
straightforward.
These matters were recommendations of the Jones
review, which was initiated by the coalition
government. The review made 13 recommendations,
and the coalition then supported 12 of them, and I think
2 or 3 or 4 in principle. This government, the Labor
government, has chosen to support only 6 of them at
this stage. I am not sure if the member for Niddrie
mentioned this or not — I apologise if he did — but I
would hope that some of the other recommendations of
the Jones review will be coming to us in later
legislation from the Attorney-General, because we need
to make sure that we are addressing the areas the
experts are highlighting we need to act in.
I know that people — civil liberties groups and
members of the community — are concerned about the
ever-tightening grip of some of our anti-terror
legislation at both the state and the federal levels, but
the member for Hawthorn outlined very clearly the
safeguards that are in place with respect to that, in
particular the oversight of the Supreme Court. Supreme
Court judges — not that I am experienced in this,
necessarily — are not ones to wantonly give out these
sorts of warrants and powers to police on a whim.
Likewise there is the oversight of the public interest
monitor, which I think — again the member for
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Hawthorn will correct me if I am wrong — was
established by the coalition government. The public
interest monitor will also have oversight of the issuing
of many of these warrants, so there are safeguards in
place for people to be sure that these powers, which can
be intrusive, are not being given out without due regard
to personal rights. I think the simple thing is that, and I
know it is the way I personally always look at these
matters, if you are doing nothing wrong, then you have
nothing to fear. I certainly think that we do have the
right safeguards in place. As I said, the Labor
government has only gone so far with the
recommendations, and I hope that we address the other
recommendations of the Jones review to ensure that we
give our authorities the powers they need.
I know this is a difficult issue, and I think the debate
has been good so far. The matter has been raised in this
place of the Premier’s recent comments to the effect
that we have to accept that homegrown terrorism is
with us. Perhaps unlike some of my colleagues, I do not
believe these comments suggest that the Premier has
given up, but I do think it was an unfortunate choice of
words. Perhaps if he had had his time again he may
well have chosen his words a bit more clearly, because
the community should never accept that domestic
terrorism is here with us and that we cannot do
anything to try to address it. As I said, I give the
Premier some credit — I do not expect that he was
saying that there is nothing we can do about it — but he
perhaps could have chosen his words more clearly.
As I said in starting my contribution, sadly this is
legislation that we do need. It goes part of the way to
addressing the recommendations of the Jones review. I
look forward to further legislation from the
government, and I commend the bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — One of
Australia’s greatest gifts to the world is the opportunity
for a life beyond the burden of history. This has been
part of the making of this nation — that people from the
four corners of the globe can come here, and if they
have the imagination and the dream of a better future
and the courage to cross the world to pursue it, they can
start a new life. We open-heartedly welcome them. We
do not have barriers around religion — your religion is
your right or your privilege, whether you want to be a
believer or not. We have been able to manage over a
long period of time — over generations — how we deal
with new waves of people coming from all around the
world with different views and then how they become
part of the Australian community.
It is part of my family’s story. One of the reasons my
family came here was that my father got fed up with the
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coded question. If you grew up in Glasgow, the coded
question was not, ‘What is your religion?’ but, ‘Who do
you barrack for?’. Was it Glasgow Celtic or Glasgow
Rangers? I had this discussion last night with a former
Glasgow Rangers player who is now the manager of
Melbourne Victory.
The issues was this. When my father came to Australia
between the late 1950s and the early 1960s that
generation of postwar migrants ended up in
Broadmeadows and formed a Broadmeadows Scottish
society. It was only when I was old enough to
understand what some of these connections meant that I
realised my father’s three closest friends — classically,
the three Jimmys — were all Protestants. When I asked
him about sectarianism, I said to him, ‘Could you have
been friends if you were back in Glasgow?’, and he said
no. They would never have spoken to each other, and if
they saw each other coming, they would have crossed
the road to move past each other so there was no
confrontation. This was back in the days where there
was segregation, even at the soccer grounds. People got
knifed, and there were fatal stabbings. This was that
era.
But when they came to Australia they started to realise
what they had in common and what united them far
more than what divided them, and this is one of the
great attributes of Australia. People have come and,
yes, they have formed communities — sometimes
people call them enclaves — and that is a natural
proposition when they first arrive, and then they move
out into the broader community and take their place in
Australian society.
What we are looking at now is a time when we have
high anxiety about what is going on, what terrorism
there is and what the level of threat is. There has been
some commentary made by opposition speakers about
the Premier’s words. The Premier’s position is clear, as
is the government’s: we do not accept terrorism or
violence. The government is moving to address the
terrorism threat and is trying to do so in a measured and
considered way. The member for Hawthorn is
correct — language is important — and I was glad to
hear him qualify his views today and look to have
bipartisanship on this issue.
We have to be realists. The adolescent described as
Jihadi Jake was reportedly radicalised at the Meadow
Heights Mosque in my electorate. This is the reality.
This is in the communities we represent, and it is about
how we address it. Yes, there needs to be a national
security view on what to do. That is the law and order
and criminal justice perspective on finding out what is
going on, who is becoming radicalised or who is

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015
4324

ASSEMBLY

potentially a threat so we can prevent things from
escalating and happening. That is the proposition.
But we also have to analyse what the best method of
doing this is. I wrote an article in the Herald Sun about
nine months ago, saying that one of the best
antiradicalisation strategies is a job to connect the
disconnected, and connection to community is critical
for national security. We had a different view in
emphasis and nuance coming out of Canberra at that
time. When the former Prime Minister went to the
Australian Security Intelligence Organisation (ASIO)
and maps were put out about terrorist recruitment
hotspots, Craigieburn was identified by the media —
the source being ASIO — as one of the potential
recruitment hotspots. This is the proposition: it is the
epicentre, and it is where Ford is and where we are
going to lose all the jobs.
We have to have a broader perspective on how we deal
with this — a coordinated approach, a paradigm
shift — and make sure that we look at this not just from
a position of fear. We have to be more sophisticated in
the approach we take. We have to work directly with
communities. I was pleased to hear the federal Assistant
Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Concetta
Fierravanti-Wells, say that the federal government is
now moving to recognise connection with
communities, and I am looking forward to seeing how
this plays out and what the investment will be — for
your community, Acting Speaker, the community of
Thomastown, just as much as mine.
People have come to Australia and want to make their
way, just as my family did in 1959. We arrived when
Broadmeadows was a raw fringe at the end of the line
and when the Ford Motor Company first started
production in the area. It is the same proposition for
people who are looking for a better future; they are
looking for jobs.
The member for Niddrie aptly went through the detail
of how this bill will strengthen powers to prevent,
detect and enforce terrorism-related offences in Victoria
and of the way the government is looking at it to find
the best perspective from a criminal justice and national
security point of view and also from a community
engagement point of view. That is why I am saying that
we need to move to jobs and growth as well, because it
is the other part of connecting the disconnected and
making people feel part of this community, not isolated
and marginalised. I commend the bill and future
recommendations to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment Bill
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2015. This bill extends the sunset dates currently
applying to the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act
2003 from March 2016 to December 2021. The bill
then provides for a statutory review of this legislation to
take place prior to that sunset date. This bill implements
6 of the 13 recommendations of the 2014 Victorian
review of counterterrorism legislation by extending the
use of covert search warrants to allow for remote entry
of premises to access electronic equipment. It also
provides that all annual reports need to include
information on the number of occasions on which
electronic equipment is operated by way of remote
entry.
The bill makes changes to preventative detention orders
to clarify that liability for the welfare of the person
subject to an order transfers to the authority responsible
for their custody; that police can use a person’s alias
when applying for a preventative detention order,
which overcomes the problem where police do not
know the true identity of a suspect; and that police must
apply for a revocation or variation of the preventative
detention order to the Supreme Court when they are
satisfied that the circumstances underpinning the
original application have changed. It also provides that,
after the detaining officer becomes satisfied that the
grounds on which the preventative detention order was
made have ceased to exist, the detainee must be
released without delay and that the Attorney-General,
not the Premier, is to table the annual report. Six of the
remaining recommendations of the Victorian review,
we are told, are still under consideration.
Counterterrorism legislation exists in Australia as part
of a nationally agreed framework comprised of
commonwealth legislation, the referral of powers by the
states and complementary state legislation. In Victoria
there was a review of counterterrorism legislation,
culminating in a report to the Parliament tabled last
year. The various powers in Victoria’s counterterrorism
legislation include the use of covert search warrants;
preventative detention orders and prohibited contact
orders; police powers to detain and decontaminate;
special police powers, such as search and seizure
powers and cordoning off target areas; and the
protection of counterterrorism information.
Preventative detention orders we believe require further
scrutiny, as they allow for a person to be detained
without charge for up to 14 days. These preventative
detention orders, it will be noted, can only be issued by
the Supreme Court on the application of police. They
authorise a person to be taken into custody and detained
for up to 14 days. The Supreme Court may grant such
an order if it is satisfied on reasonable grounds that the
person in relation to whom an order is sought will
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engage in a terrorist act; possesses or has in his or her
control a thing connected to the preparation for, or the
engagement of, a person in a terrorist act; or has done
an act in preparation or planning for a terrorist act.

necessary empowering Victoria Police and other law
enforcement agencies with the appropriate means to
assist in the ongoing fight against terrorism to ensure
the safety of all Victorians.

The court must also be satisfied that making an order
would substantially assist in preventing a terrorist act
occurring and that detaining the person for the period
for which the order is sought is reasonably necessary
for that purpose. These powers have not been widely
used in Victoria, but we are told the police successfully
sought the first preventative detention order in April in
relation to the alleged attacks during Anzac Day
celebrations, and they have been used on several
occasions in New South Wales.

It is important to note from the outset that, like all
things in life, threats to security change. I am not
referring to the perpetrators themselves or their places
of origin; I am referring to the types of threats we see,
the tactics that are employed, the casualty rate in
overseas attacks, the frequency of threats or attempted
attacks here in Australia and so on. As part of my
studies at university I specialised for a time in terrorism
and counterterrorism studies, and my area of focus was
Northern Ireland. Even when I was studying in the
early 2000s the violence that took place at the hands of
various paramilitary groups in Northern Ireland was
referred to as ‘old terrorism’ — that is, old in contrast to
the sorts of tactics we saw from 9/11 onwards. In some
ways those tactics have continued to change, and some
activities that used to be considered unthinkable in
Australia unfortunately do occasionally happen. As
such, our laws need to keep pace with that changing
threat.

The Greens have always been of the view that
counterterrorism laws must be proved to be necessary,
effective, reasonable and proportionate in response to
the threat of terrorism whilst upholding human rights
and having appropriate safeguards. Of course there is a
continuing threat of terrorism in Victoria and Australia,
and the approach that has been elucidated by members,
which is centred on community cohesion and harmony,
is absolutely critical to our response, but concerns have
been raised about particular powers, particularly
preventative detention orders.
The independent national security legislation monitor
has stated that the use of existing arrest powers would
be preferable to a preventative detention order (PDO) in
virtually every circumstance. A recent article in the
University of New South Wales Law Journal called
‘Preventative detention orders in Australia’ states:
No gap in the existing law has been identified as needing to
be filled, nor has any explanation been provided as to why
existing police powers and traditional criminal procedures are
insufficient …
Analysis of preventative detention legislation in other nations
also fails to establish a rationale for PDOs … No such
precedent exists … in the United Kingdom or in any
comparable nation —

for preventative detention orders. The article continues:
In the absence of a clear justification, the PDO regime cannot
be described as … necessary and proportionate.

We raise these issues. We will not be opposing the bill
in this house, but we believe there are certain areas that
deserve further scrutiny, so we reserve our right to
amend it or oppose it in parts in the other place.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Today I rise in
support of the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Amendment Bill 2015. This legislation is aimed at
strengthening counterterrorism laws and where

This Labor government envisages an inclusive society
where no-one, no individual or group, regardless of
their race or creed, will ever fear persecution because of
where they come from or where their parents come
from or because of their religion or other similar
characteristics. We are all different, and that is the
beautiful thing about multicultural Australia and
multicultural Victoria. As I have said many times in this
place, diversity is what makes my electorate of
Dandenong in particular so vibrant. I would also like to
note that many of my constituents have come to
Australia to flee violent extremism overseas. Many
have been the target of that extremism themselves.
Sadly those same people sometimes feel that they are
incorrectly under suspicion here in Australia, and that is
very distressing for them. So it is important that we
accurately identify perpetrators and ensure that we are
not denigrating or casting suspicion upon whole
communities. Unfortunately the actions of a very small
minority make counterterrorism laws essential, and we
therefore strive to make laws that protect us all and
laws that are relevant to this changing context.
This legislation has adopted some recommendations of
a review into counterterrorism legislation led by former
County Court judge the Honourable David Jones, AM.
Now, as we have heard, 6 of 13 recommendations from
this review have been included in the legislation, and
another 6 are under consideration. The latter six
recommendations are the subject of discussion with
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other jurisdictions in an effort to obtain consistency
where achievable. We are also taking into account the
fact that the commonwealth government is considering
changes to counterterrorism legislation which may
impact on other jurisdictions.
It was necessary to introduce this amending bill at this
time, despite resolving some of those other
recommendations, because of the sunset clause. The
approaching sunset date of March 2016 means that
Victoria Police would be unable to apply for
preventative detention orders (PDOs) after that date,
which is why the date needed to be amended and is
amended to December 2021 under this legislation.
Further, the recommendations that have been included
in this bill will not be affected by any changes that may
be made to commonwealth law.
Two of the six recommendations that have been
included in this bill relate to covert search warrants.
The recommendation was for provision to be made for
Victoria Police to have remote entry or remote access to
data on a particular computer. Technological advances
now make this type of covert operation possible, and
this amendment obviously allows for a safer
environment for our police force to do what they need
to do as well as being less intrusive to the subject. If an
operation fails to reveal anything of concern, then the
need for a physical search is eliminated.
To obtain a covert search warrant, police must apply to
the Supreme Court. If the court determines that a
terrorist attack is likely or has already occurred and
further determines that such a warrant is helpful to
police in the circumstances, then the court may issue
such a warrant. It should be noted that covert warrants
have rarely been used in the past but are a vital tool to
have in a situation where it is feared there is a terrorist
attack looming or in the event an attack has already
occurred.
Recommendations in relation to preventative detention
orders are included in the amendment. A PDO allows
for a person to be detained for a period of up to 14 days.
The measure is preventive in nature and allows for the
investigation of persons suspected of supporting a
terrorist act. It can also be helpful in ensuring that
valuable evidence is not destroyed. We currently have a
situation where it is necessary for a PDO to state the
name of a person to which the order refers. In reality
there have been occasions where a person may be
known to police by an alias but police may not have
their true identity. This amendment will enable police
seeking an order to use the alias of the person rather
than their name.
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In conclusion I will mention the effort that this
government has made to enhance social cohesion in our
community. In my community in Dandenong we are
benefiting from this commitment. The discussions and
forums I have attended in Dandenong over the course
of the last six months have been extremely well
received by the community and have been really
important in bringing our communities together, giving
our youth opportunities and including them in
community life, which, as we all know on this side of
the chamber, is vital in preventing violent extremism
into the future. These measures and the ones included
in this bill are vital to us succeeding in our fight against
terrorism. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — It is my pleasure to rise in
support of the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Amendment Bill 2015. My experience as an adult has
been — —
Ms Thomas — Short!
Mr T. SMITH — Yes, thank you, member for
Macedon. I’m much younger than you. You’ve
observed that — well done!
My experience as an adult has been bookended by
terrorism. I well remember the 9/11 attacks. It was the
night before my final exam in my international studies
subject in year 12. This world-changing incident has
affected the way I see the world, the way my generation
sees the world and, the way I understand it, the
terrorism threat to our country and indeed to our
civilisation. All levels of government in this country are
committed to the fight against violent extremism in any
way, shape or form. We have troops in the field
currently in Iraq, and we have planes in the skies above
Syria and Iraq fighting the Islamic State of Iraq and the
Levant, which the former Prime Minister quite
correctly described as a death cult. It is something I am
proud that our forces are currently dealing with abroad
and it is a threat that all agencies, both federal and state,
are dealing with here at home.
I am advised that there are some 150 live Australian
Security Intelligence Organisation investigations going
on around the country looking into the activities of
violent extremists who mean our country harm, who
mean our values harm and who do not share the
democratic values that we in this place from all sides of
politics share and that we respected this morning at the
11th hour of the 11th day of the 11th month. This is an
existential fight of freedom against tyranny, and I
support all measures by government to safeguard our
freedoms and our democracy. It is always a difficult act
achieving a balance in curtailing certain rights and
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certain freedoms of certain people to ensure that the
majority of us can live in peace, freedom and happiness
and go about our business in a way that our forebears
have done over generations.

two law enforcement officers. I was equally shocked by
the Lindt Café siege by a man who was most probably
deranged but whose activities at the same time were
politically motivated.

This bill has the coalition’s support, as it always will
have. We would have probably gone further in some of
the recommendations of the Jones review, and
recommendation 1 in particular, that the definition of a
terrorist act be amended as per the Council of
Australian Governments report — that is, psychological
harm, hostage taking and a reference to the United
Nations, the body of the United Nations or a specialised
agency of the United Nations. We support the
broadening, therefore, of a terrorism offence in
Victoria.

I do not accept for a moment, as the Premier said, that
we ‘have to accept that violent extremism is part of a
contemporary Australia’. I will never accept that. I am
not sure whether the Premier’s comments were taken
out of context. I am not sure if that is what he meant,
but that is what he said. I make the point quite bluntly,
and I reiterate the words of the member for Hawthorn
that governments can throw any amount of resources at
law enforcement and at fostering harmonious relations
amongst ethnically diverse communities but at the end
of the day heads of government, both state and federal,
have a moral obligation to all of us, particularly the
mainstream, to say that this sort of activity will never,
ever be a part of mainstream Australian life. To suggest
otherwise smacks of a cultural relativism that I would
not have expected from a Labor leader. It was an
unacceptable comment from someone who, on these
matters, I had regarded as a fellow traveller.

Recommendation 6 is:
That the provisions in the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act 2003, relating to the requirement that a terrorist act be
imminent and expected to occur, in any event, at some time in
the next 14 days, be amended along the lines recommended
by the INSLM.

INSLM is the independent national security legislation
monitor. The form of words in recommendation 6
refers to a reasonable expectation of a terror event
occurring in the foreseeable future, not with a specific
time frame in mind. You cannot expect the police to
know specifically when a terror event is going to occur,
even though they think one is likely. We on this side of
the house feel very strongly that recommendations 1
and 6 ought to be included in the suite of measures that
is currently before the house. We think they should
have been part of this bill, and that is what we would
have done if we were still in government.
The Victorian government and indeed all state
governments have an important role to play in
counterterrorism, which goes through the whole remit
of issues of social inclusion, dealing with multicultural
groups and obviously the pointy end of law
enforcement. I commend the government for what it is
doing, particularly in multicultural groups, in ethnic
communities and in religiously diverse communities.
We share those views on this side of the house, and we
think that is an important step to dealing with
radicalised youth in ethnic communities, not only in
Melbourne but around Australia.
I was genuinely shocked by what occurred recently in
Sydney with the execution-style terror attack by a
young jihadist on the steps of the New South Wales
police headquarters. I was equally shocked by the knife
attack in Endeavour Hills last year — again by an
Islamic State of Iraq and Syria flag-waving jihadist on

You do not ever concede a thing when you are dealing
with the existential threat of terrorism. Words are
important in these matters; they are very important. I
cannot for the life of me understand why he would say
such a thing. It does not send the right message at all.
Our values are the values that have stood the test of
time as a community — the values of freedom of
association, freedom of speech, the fundamental dignity
of all people to be respected equally under the law. To
suggest that violence would become a mainstay of our
life here in Australia is simply unacceptable.
Mr Dimopoulos — Look around you at the world,
Tim. It exists!
Mr T. SMITH — That is the whole point. The
member for Oakleigh makes my point for me. I do not
want Australia to be like anywhere else in the world. I
have just got back from Israel, and I can guarantee that
I do not want to ever have to live in a society where you
see armed kids — and that is what they are in the Israel
Defense Forces and in their security forces; they are just
out of school — having to carry assault rifles down the
main street of Jerusalem to protect citizens from knife
attacks from terrorists. I do not want to see that here. I
do not think that we should ever accept language from a
political leader that suggests otherwise.
I found my trip to Israel deeply moving: the only
democracy in the Middle East defending itself every
day from existential threats from countries that border it
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that mean it harm. It is something that I will live with. I
will take that experience with me for the rest of my life.
Political leaders in this country should steadfastly say,
as leaders of a proud Western democracy, that we will
never, ever accept violent extremism as a part of our
life. We will never, ever accept that it is a mainstay of
Australian life, and we will never, ever cede to people
who say that it could be or should be or even can be.
Mr Dimopoulos — It is. Wake up to yourself.
Mr T. SMITH — It is not, and to say that it is is
waving the white flag. For the member for Oakleigh to
say that it is is terrifying: it is not. It is simply not, and
we need to ensure that resources are there, the political
will is there and the moral leadership is there to say that
we will never, ever accept that violent extremism will
form part of Australian life.
I hope that those comments are never uttered ever again
by a Victorian Premier, and I know for us on this side
of the house we were simply shocked by them. For the
member for Oakleigh to even suggest that they are right
is truly concerning. I thank the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I will make a very
brief contribution in relation to the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Amendment Bill 2015. We are
living in uncertain times and times which a short time
ago would have seemed inconceivable. I remember
growing up and listening to the Rolling Stones, and one
of my favourite Rolling Stones songs was Sympathy for
the Devil. There is that great line in there: ‘I watched
with glee while your kings and queens fought for
10 decades of the Gothic age’. I may have got that
slightly wrong, but members will understand the sense.
I remember at the time thinking to myself: imagine
fighting for something for 10 decades — for a century.
It was inconceivable at the time that you could have a
war that would go on for such a length of time; but
sadly, when you think about it 14 years on from
September 11, the war on terror continues and is
showing no sign of abatement.
This issue is something that seems to go on forever. As
a consequence it is important that legislation reflects the
times that we live in. I think that really is the point that
the Premier was trying to make — that this is a war and
is something that just seems to go on and on, and it is
not clear at what point in time it will end. It is not clear
when victory will be declared, because it is quite a
complicated issue.
A bill like this is really important because it makes sure
that our police force has the capacity and the ability to
tackle these issues as best it can, but it is also important
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that this is seen in the context of being one important
step in a broader suite of offerings in order to tackle
terrorism. The reality is that idleness is the devil’s
handmaiden. If you have young people who are not
studying, who are not working and who are just left to
their own devices, then trouble will ensue. It naturally
follows that problems will occur. If it had been 30 years
ago or 40 years ago, you might have, like my uncle, got
done for stealing cars and selling parts and ended up
getting locked up for a brief stint — he got out on
appeal — or you might have engaged in petty
vandalism.
The problem now is there is a risk that young people
will engage in more violent actions and activities. That
is why it is important that you have these pieces of
legislation that come before the house but also that you
look at making sure that culturally and linguistically
diverse communities have the very best educational
start to life and that they have good employment
prospects as well, so we mitigate the risks associated
with terrorism. It is an important piece of legislation,
and I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — The member for Essendon
made a reference to the Hundred Years War and could
not imagine living through 10 decades of war. I would
like to inform him that it was because of the Hundred
Years War that the parliament eventually became
established, because the kings of the day needed to raise
taxes. The parliament, as we know it now, began a
century or so before but it was actually formulated
much more as a result. Much as kings may have
disbanded parliament, they needed it again for the
raising of taxes. A 100-year war might seem an awfully
long war, but it would appear that the war we are
fighting now with terrorism could certainly go on for
100 years. What roles parliaments will play or what
parliaments will change is unknown.
Australia is the envy of the world, with the ethnic,
racial and religious diversity that we have in this
country and the way that people live side by side, quite
happy that other people have different beliefs, different
faiths, different ethnic backgrounds. We have freedom,
and this morning we were at all the services at
11 o’clock with all those young children, and most of
us would have been talking about the sacrifices made so
that we have freedom. We have freedom to mix, to
associate and to debate, freedom to move around this
great country that we live in, freedom to celebrate our
history and our backgrounds and freedom to just
practice a belief — to follow something that anybody
else might think wacky but that we have the right and
the freedom to follow.
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We talked about that this morning, and we talked about
the sacrifices that were made so we have those
freedoms. That freedom gave people like myself the
freedom to emigrate to Australia, and so many other
people in this place have come from ethnic
backgrounds. We should never assume that freedom
will be there forever when we are going through these
times. Tolerating what is happening now is not the way
to go. Many of our members perhaps have not followed
the history of wars, have not understood exactly what
has happened, and it has taken people of great courage
to stand up and say, ‘No, enough is enough’.
Churchill said:
An appeaser is one who feeds a crocodile, hoping it will eat
him last.

Appeasement is not the way to go. We have to stand up
for what we believe in and what is right. Anyone who
thinks terrorism is not on our shores, or not coming to
our shores, is completely wrong. The Australian
Security Intelligence Organisation has the terrorism
threat as ‘high’, which means it is serious and there
could be terrorist activity at any time. In my brief year
as Speaker I took security very seriously, and we made
a lot of changes, much to the annoyance of some
longstanding members I know, but they were very
necessary changes because we were seen as a soft
target.
This brings me to something that I am rather sad to
have to raise at this moment in this house, but it is
important. Ten weeks ago a well-known and recognised
terrorist in Syria, who apparently has 11 000 followers,
issued a list of 1400 names, and on that list of 1400
there were 8 Australians. One of those Australians is a
member of Parliament. I feel immensely disappointed
and concerned, because anyone who knows me would
know I care very much about the welfare of members
of this place. It has been 10 weeks, and not all the
security provisions, which I understand are supported
under police recommendations and considered
necessary, have been put in place for the protection of
this member. Because of red tape, bureaucracy and a
belief that it is not the right thing to do, they have not
been implemented.
I do not think a departmental person should ever make
a decision about that. We always have to respect those
people who have the experience, the training and the
background, and if the information that has been at
hand is sufficient for a person who is trained in
anti-terrorism — a person who is trained in security —
to support that member’s request, then the Department
of Parliamentary Services should provide the security
that is needed. It is with great disappointment that I
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have raised this matter here, but 10 weeks is far too
long.
We have had terrorism on our shores. In early October
it was reported that a 15-year-old boy had become
Britain’s youngest convicted terrorist. This is the young
boy who was sentenced for inciting a Melbourne man
to behead police officers in the terror attack planned for
Anzac Day. That boy exchanged thousands of phone
messages. Fortunately that attack did not happen.
According to the Australian government’s information
on national security, Australian authorities have
thwarted numerous terrorist attacks, and 23 people have
been convicted of terrorism offences in the last four
years. In 2003–04 an investigation of Faheem Lodhi
found he was planning to bomb the national electricity
grid or defence sites. He was convicted of terrorism
offences.
In 2005 nine individuals were arrested in Sydney after
sourcing chemicals and materials for use in the
preparation of an explosive device, possession or
attempted purchase of firearms and ammunition, and
possession of large quantities of extremist material. All
were convicted of terrorism offences. In 2005,
13 individuals were arrested in Melbourne and charged
with plotting mass casualty attacks with the intention of
coercing the Australian government to withdraw from
Iraq. Nine individuals were convicted of terrorism
offences. In 2009 five men were charged with
conspiracy and preparation for an attack using firearms
on Holsworthy Barracks in Sydney. Three were
convicted. In 2014, in response to intelligence revealing
an alleged plot to kill a random member of the public,
entry-and-search operations were conducted on
multiple locations in Sydney.
To go offshore and talk about other parliaments, we
would all be very much aware of the attacks on the
Parliament of Canada in Ottawa in 2014. At the
Canadian National War Memorial a man fatally shot a
corporal, a Canadian soldier, on sentry duty. He then
entered the parliamentary building, where members of
the Parliament of Canada were attending caucuses. The
security measures at the Canadian Parliament then were
very much as ours were before the works that were
undertaken here last year. The man was shot and died at
the scene. Following the shootings Ottawa was locked
down, and the police searched for potential terrorists.
As from June this year Canadian police have started
openly carrying submachine guns on Parliament Hill. I
am not recommending that that happen here — I do not
want our police carrying machine guns around near
us — but it explains the seriousness of the issue. We
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increased security substantially last year, but there are
still places to go and still things to happen.
With the enemy we have now, it is not a traditional war.
In the Second World War people knew who they were
fighting. In the Korean War your enemy was more
identifiable. The Suez crisis, in which my brother
served, was a short war, but the enemy was very clearly
identified. The Vietnam War was the first war where
the enemy was not easily identifiable; you could be
working alongside them during the day, and they could
shoot you at night. We have had the war in Afghanistan
and the war in Iraq, where it has been hard to
distinguish between friend and foe, and this is another
war in which it is very hard to distinguish between
friend and foe.
It is so against Australian history, Australian customs
and the Australian way of living that people would try
to impose their religion, their beliefs and their rules on
other people. It is not something we should just accept;
it is something we must fight with all our might to
prevent and to not let any more of it come onto these
shores. So I support this bill. There are more
recommendations in the Jones report that I would have
liked to have seen accepted. I understand some of the
reasons for elements of the recommendations not
coming in. There were three that I wish had been in this
bill, but I am looking forward to the next bill coming in
and including those. As I said, it is with sadness that I
mention my concerns about security for members of
Parliament in this house, but I have been waiting, and
10 weeks is far too long.
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — I rise to speak in
support of the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Amendment Bill 2015. This bill is extremely important
in tackling extremism by strengthening the powers of
Victoria Police to prevent, detect and enforce
terrorism-related offences in Victoria. Today we have
heard many speakers in this house talk about the rise in
global and domestic incidents, which has led to the
need for a number of changes in the legislation in order
to prevent and detect terrorism in our community. This
bill supports the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment and approach to social cohesion and
community resilience. The bill ensures that the powers
in the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003
remain and implements six recommendations from the
Victorian Review of Counter-Terrorism Legislation
report, which was released last year.
Two of those recommendations relate to covert search
warrants to enable remote entry into computers, which
is very important. There is a great need for Victoria
Police to be able to gain access to computers and to
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monitor online communications. Furthermore this bill
will enable police to detain terror suspects, even when
an alias is listed on a detention order. This means that
police will be able to apply for a preventative detention
order (PDO) using a suspect’s alias, whereas in the past
police have been unable to make applications for PDOs
because they did not know a suspect’s real name or
details.
The bill also amends the sunset provision of the
principal act, which provides that the act expires on
1 December 2016. This bill amends the date to
31 December 2021. This amendment recognises that
the use of these powers will be continuously subject to
monitoring by Parliament in future years.
We have heard a lot today about the vibrant and
incredible multicultural community that Victoria is. Our
state is the home of many religions, many faiths and
many ethnic groups, and I think that is what makes
Victoria a leader in multiculturalism in Australia.
People from more than 140 nations call my electorate
of St Albans home, and it is a great community. In my
electorate everybody works together and engages with
each other in a very harmonious way, therefore it is
very important to ensure that all communities are not
the subject of targeted racist attacks on their culture or
the subject of fear campaigns. It is very important that
communities can assist to tackle extremism and
terrorism.
When dealing with extremism and potential terrorist
threats, it is important that we engage with our
communities, particularly young people. If given the
opportunity, young people will participate in their
communities. We have heard today about young people
participating in their society through education and
sport rather than feeling isolated. I think the problem
begins when young people start to feel isolated and
vulnerable.
Importantly the Andrews Labor government has
committed to addressing cohesion and community
resilience by implementing several measures to address
these issues. We have already heard about the
ministerial task force led by the Deputy Premier. The
task force will include representatives from not only the
education, youth and multicultural affairs portfolios but
also the police portfolio. Obviously the task force will
look at issues such as racism and bigotry, and will also
look at how we can tackle some of the issues that are
raised by our communities. The announcement has
been made of the establishment of a social cohesion and
community resilience advisory group comprising many
members of a diverse section of the Victorian
community to participate in the multicultural
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community, with a particular focus on youth, and to
provide advice and leadership on current and potential
issues that we may face in the future.
In addition, $74 million has been provided in this year’s
budget for multicultural affairs and for social cohesion,
including $21 million over four years to promote social
and community harmony, and over $13 million to
enhance community capacity and participation of
people from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds. It is very important to acknowledge that
we all have a role to play in making sure that our ethnic
communities are engaged, are participating and have
the opportunity to be encouraged not only to participate
in but assist in addressing some of the issues that we are
facing in relation to terrorism.
There is no doubt that the amendments in this bill are
about strengthening Victoria Police’s counterterrorism
laws and covert search powers to tackle extremism, but
I think this goes hand in hand with strengthening
multiculturalism and social cohesion. Victoria is a
richly diverse and multicultural state. We are very
proud of this, we are very united and we need to
continue talking about our diversity and how unique the
tapestry of Victoria is. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to join the debate on the Terrorism (Community
Protection) Amendment Bill 2015. The object of the
bill is to amend the Terrorism Community Protection
Act 2003 to provide for the remote entry of premises to
access electronic equipment for the purposes of covert
search warrants, and to extend the operation of
preventative detention orders (PDOs) and prohibited
contact orders.
A number of years ago a member of the British
Parliament visited this Parliament. He had served in the
House of Commons, and at the time he visited this
Parliament he was serving in the House of Lords. He
gave a briefing to a number of members in this place in
relation to terrorism issues. He had originally been
appointed by the British government to review some of
that government’s anti-terrorism countermeasures that
had been introduced. He was told that the job would not
be an onerous undertaking. He was appointed on the
eve of 11 September 2001, and the next day was
advised that his job would be more onerous than it
otherwise would have been. He told Victorian members
of Parliament that he was of the view that there were
significant issues that needed to be addressed and
needed to be contended with to ensure that there would
be ongoing safety for members of the international
community. Australia was one of the countries which

4331

he visited to speak to political leaders about his
concerns regarding terrorist threats.
Clause 5 of the bill amends the covert search warrants
provisions of the principal act to give police the power
to remotely access target computers and like equipment
without the need for physical entry. Clause 7 provides
that police can rely on an alias when applying to the
court for a PDO and the suspect’s name is uncertain.
Clause 10 transfers responsibility for the welfare of
detainees from police to prison authorities at the time of
transfer of custody.
The bill also implements a range of amendments
recommended in the report Victorian Review of
Counter-Terrorism Legislation of the inquiry which
was conducted by former County Court judge, the
Honourable David Jones, AM, including:
That the definition of “terrorist act” in the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 be amended as
recommended in recommendations 3, 4 and 5 of the COAG
Report.

and —
That the provisions in the Terrorism (Community Protection)
Act 2003, relating to the requirement that a terrorist act be
imminent and expected to occur, in any event, at some time in
the next 14 days, be amended along the lines recommended
by the INSLM.

The INSLM is the independent national security
legislation monitor. To a degree, the ascertainment of
an imminent act in the next 14 days is an arbitrary time
frame and forms the basis in part of the
recommendation for that clause to be amended.
The Law Institute of Victoria raised a number of
concerns, and Alert Digest No. 14 of 2015 of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee draws
attention to a number of concerns about the legislation.
On balance the legislation is supported by the coalition.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HUTCHINS
(Minister for Local Government).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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CHILD WELLBEING AND SAFETY
AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE STANDARDS)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing).
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak on the Child Wellbeing and
Safety Amendment (Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015,
and from the outset I state that the opposition will be
supporting this bill. This is certainly something we take
a lot of pride in as far as background goes, and I will
explain that as I am going through.
This is an important piece of proposed legislation that
seeks to protect Victoria’s most innocent and
vulnerable citizens — our children. The purpose of this
bill is to amend the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act
2005 to enable the minister to make standards in
relation to child safety with which certain entities must
comply. It is to better protect our children from the risks
of abuse, in a nutshell. The bill makes some
amendments to the Commission for Children and
Young People Act 2012 to improve its operation and
also to the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 in
relation to the definition of child abuse.
This is an important piece of proposed legislation that
we are supporting. The amendments that are proposed
in the paperwork before the house are a direct result of
the recommendations that came out of something very
familiar to this house — the Family and Community
Development Committee inquiry into the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations, known commonly as the Betrayal of
Trust inquiry, which was led by Georgie Crozier, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in another
place. All who worked on that committee did a
phenomenal job, and I acknowledge them and
congratulate them on the work they did. It must have
been one of the toughest committees to sit on, sitting
through those hearings day after day. Their work was
long and arduous, but we are all the richer for their hard
work.
Of course the response of the former coalition
government, of which I was a proud member, needs to
be acknowledged as well. I am very proud of what we
did as a result of what came out of that inquiry. I
acknowledge the hard work of the former Premier, his
leadership and his reaction to the results of the inquiry.
I also acknowledge the contribution of the then

Wednesday, 11 November 2015

Minister for Community Services, Mary Wooldridge,
now a member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the
other place, and of the former Attorney-General, the
member for Box Hill, in establishing the inquiry. It was
incredibly important to make sure that the committee
was fully resourced and that the work was done to
provide an appropriate response to the inquiry.
I want to talk a little bit about the inquiry because it is
what has led to the bill before the house. I firstly
acknowledge and thank the very brave and courageous
people who came before the inquiry. It cannot have
been an easy thing to do, to bare their souls and relive
the experiences they went through. They were brave
and they were courageous. It is through that bravery
and courage that we have all learnt. They shared their
stories. Quite often they experienced abhorrent and
disgusting behaviour directed against them specifically
as children. Quite often they were placed in the hands
of people who should have not only known better but
also come out much earlier to stop what was happening.
Many of them have lived their entire lives with the
burden of what they have been through sitting on their
shoulders and have not had an opportunity to talk about
it. For many it was a great relief, even though it was
obviously a reopening of old wounds. They shared their
stories, and I want to thank them very much because,
no matter how painful it was for them, they provided us
as parliamentarians and also the community with a
much better understanding of the appalling abuse that
was suffered by them and also of the consequences they
have endured since their childhood experiences. The
inquiry provided them with a voice, and I can assure
them right here and now that their voices were heard.
They were understood, and this allowed important
measures to be put in place. Part of what we are doing
here in the chamber today is making sure that this type
of thing never happens again in Victoria. Hopefully
other jurisdictions will learn from this as well.
The inquiry shed a light on some of the most horrible
child abuse possible, some of which occurred over
sustained periods of time. That is something we are
hoping is now going to be eradicated. It further revealed
the impact criminal child abuse can have on the lives of
victims. Again, some of the measures being put forward
today are as a direct result of that inquiry, which is why
I wanted to make sure it was put in the spotlight.
The former coalition government implemented a
number of the recommendations resulting from the
inquiry. We put in place important new legislation
while we were still in government to ensure that this
type of abuse does not happen again. We introduced the
Crimes Amendment (Grooming) Bill 2013, and I
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remember very well the debate in the chamber. That
legislation brought these types of laws up to date, if you
like, and it basically prohibited any communication
with a child or a child’s family where the prime
intention was to sexually abuse the child as a result of
that contact.
We introduced the Crimes Amendment (Protection of
Children) Bill 2014, which also came into operation
under our government. That included a new offence for
people who hold a position of responsibility and fail to
protect a child when they know there is something
untoward going on, especially sexual abuse. It created a
new offence if people fail to report those sorts of
incidents to the police. So the onus came straight back
onto adults who should know better.
Both those pieces of legislation showed our
commitment to protecting children. We certainly
developed a number of important measures which
helped to further protect children. In January 2011 we
initiated the Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
inquiry, also known as the Cummins inquiry, to
investigate systemic problems in Victoria’s child
protection system. The report of that inquiry was tabled
in 2012, and within a couple of months we had already
published Victoria’s Vulnerable Children — Our
Shared Responsibility, which was a directions paper.
Along with publishing that directions paper, we also
announced a lot of investment to make sure that reform
could happen. In fact we invested more than
$900 million over four state budgets to make sure that
we could better protect and support not just the children
but also their families, which is also a vital part of the
reform.
We established the Commission for Children and
Young People as a result of that, and certainly that was
groundbreaking work for us to do that. I want to thank
the commissioner for the work that he has done. I am
hoping that he has had some input into what we are
seeing before the house today and that his input is
ongoing with that. Again, this was a result of the
Cummins inquiry. As I say, Bernie Geary has done a
sterling job, and we certainly have made progress here
in Victoria under his leadership.
We also appointed the first commissioner for
Aboriginal children and young people in Andrew
Jackomos. Again, I want to thank Mr Jackomos for the
work he has done. I know from temporarily wearing the
hat of shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs that there
are so many circumstances where we know that
Aboriginal children are far less advantaged. We
certainly need to be closing the gap. It is something that
we often talk about as governments and members of
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Parliament, not necessarily knowing how to do that.
Certainly some of the steps we took have aided in that
closure for those vulnerable children.
Victoria’s Vulnerable Children — Our Shared
Responsibility was also released. It was a 10-year
strategy to make sure not just that we had a short-term
fix but also that we knew where we were heading as a
state, and at that stage as a government, to improve
outcomes for our vulnerable children and to make sure
that we could not only help catch the crooks, if you like,
but also put in place things that would actually help
prevent abuse and neglect. We put in place steps for
initiating early prevention and improving outcomes for
children who were in out-of-home care as well.
In March 2014 we implemented another
recommendation of the Cummins inquiry. We released
Out-of-home Care — A Five Year Plan. That came
along with $128 million of investment to provide
additional support for keeping children safe from sexual
abuse and exploitation — by using disruptive policing,
a method which has been very well received and
certainly has been doing its job. There was also
additional money for training child protection
practitioners, for funding extra resources in police and
service providers and also for making sure there was
good training for residential care workers to be able to
see the triggers and know what to do about them so that
they could not only detect but also in a better
circumstance actually prevent and deter people from
committing offences in the first place.
We also strengthened police investigations of child
abuse, including establishing Taskforce Australia,
which was to tackle child exploitation on the internet.
This of course is something that every parent is worried
about. We know how lecherous these perpetrators are.
They groom and deceive children of the ages of the
children we have. We are forever worried about the
sorts of people that our children might be talking to
online. As much as they say, ‘But I know everybody,
and they’re girls’ — or boys — ‘my own age’, we
know that all is not always as it seems to be.
I wish this task force did not have to exist, but
unfortunately there are horrible people out there. It
certainly gives me some comfort knowing that there are
people out there watching out constantly for the safety
of our children on social media and the internet. That is
a team of very specialised detectives, and I certainly
applaud them in their work. Some of their work I know
is laborious and tedious. They need to go through
things with a fine-tooth comb and obviously need to be
100 per cent sure of everything before they make any
moves. The content that they sometimes see must be
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stomach churning, but they are doing a marvellous job
in helping to protect us as a society.
We also as a government expanded multidisciplinary
centres across Victoria to help facilitate collaboration
between child protection practitioners, specialist police
investigators and sexual assault counsellors and those
who advocate in that area. The idea of these centres is
to help reduce the trauma of people who have gone
through this type of experience and who have reported
sexual abuse to police. We provided funding for three
new centres, and that was applauded at the time. Those
centres are in Dandenong, Bendigo and the Latrobe
Valley.
We also partnered, very interestingly, with Education
Queensland. There was a case that most people would
know about. I think if anyone mentioned in here the
name Daniel Morecombe, everybody would know
exactly who I was talking about — that beautiful boy
with the big blue eyes who was so tragically abducted
and whose parents never ever gave up. For that, I
commend them. They must have been the most horrific
years of their lives. Education Queensland developed
something called the Daniel Morcombe Child Safety
Curriculum, which was about promoting safety for all
students. That was something we jumped on board
with. It is something that again we are very proud of —
that there was not only something out there but that we
embraced it.
Some of the things the former government set out to
achieve were, as I say, implemented in a major way,
with lots of funding attached. Some of the things we did
not quite get around to are contained in this bill. I will
go through the clauses in a moment. One of the things
we set out to achieve and one of the new measures that
we brought in was that all ministers of religion need to
have a current working with children check if they have
contact with children. Obviously after the inquiry that
we have just been through we know that that is now
absolutely essential, and it is part of the minimum child
safety standards that we are debating today.
I want to go through a couple of the clauses that I think
we probably need to highlight. Clause 5, in particular
subclause (2), is important because it inserts new
definitions into section 3 of the principal act. Some of
those key definitions include the definitions of things
like ‘applicable entity’ and ‘category 1 entity’ and
‘category 2 entity’. There is a new definition of ‘child
abuse’ and also of ‘child safe standards’. ‘Applicable
entity’ describes a class of bodies or individuals.
I want to talk about category 1 and 2 entities because
we differentiate here. I need to stress that they are
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different because of the different implementation of the
legislation when this bill is passed. There is a year gap
between the two different entities. There are those that
will come into effect on 1 January 2016. I must say that
of all the consultation that we did, this was probably the
major thing that organisations came up with — that
they were reluctant about accepting the 1 January 2016
commencement date for this. They believed that in
some circumstances it may not be enough time to
implement this set of rules, if you like. Probably the
thing most noted was the very short time span.
Those involved as a category 1 entity under new
section 19 inserted by clause 6 of the bill are going to
be required to comply with the standards, as I said, a
year earlier. So the distinction between the two
categories concerns the extent to which the entity is
funded by government and the extent to which the
entity’s activities are regulated. Category 1 entities
provide services or facilities to children and have an
existing funding or regulatory arrangement with the
Victorian state government. These could be entities
like, for example, a registered school or a children’s
service such as a kindergarten or a maternal and child
health centre and those types of things.
The other entities that come in a year later — the
category 2 entities — are still providing services or
facilities to children but have limited or no regulatory or
funding arrangements with the state government in
Victoria. So, for example, they could be an organisation
or a person providing things like tutoring; a play centre
or a gym centre specifically targeted at children; a
religious body; or like in my case, and I was not
deliberately a children’s photographer, but if you are
dealing with children on a constant basis, it could be a
photography service specifically related perhaps to
schoolchildren, and those types of things. They are
category 2 entities.
If we go back to the definitions, child abuse is a concept
which the child safe standards are to address, and that
has been implemented through this bill. Child abuse is
also defined to include ‘the infliction on a child of
physical violence, serious emotional or psychological
harm and the serious neglect of a child’, which I think
is a very good addition. The definition is intended to be
inclusive rather than exhaustive, and I think that is a
good step forward. The definition in this bill covers a
broad range of conduct and behaviours to be reflected
within the child safety standards and to be reflective of
the multidimensional characteristics of child abuse. As I
have said, the world is changing, and unfortunately the
definition needs to be so much broader these days.
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Clause 6, specifically new section 17, provides that the
minister may make the child safe standards. My
question about this is: who is advising the minister on
what those standards should look like? Is she in fact
going back to the commissioner and the great work he
has done? Is she consulting with him? Is she obliged to
take the advice of whoever it is that she is consulting?
Obviously they are all going to be experts, but is she
obliged to take their advice? That is something I would
certainly like to have clarified for my peace of mind.
The standards are to ensure that the operation of
applicable entities includes or promotes the safety of
children to prevent child abuse and to have adequate
and proper reporting of child abuse as part of what they
specify. The commencement date is in the bill as well.
I have another couple of things to add. The bill is
essentially implementing the coalition government’s
response to recommendation 12.1 of the Betrayal of
Trust inquiry into the handling of child abuse by
religious and other non-government organisations by
the Family and Community Development Committee.
The bill substantially implements
recommendations 12.1, 13.1 and 13.2 of the
committee’s report. One of the other things I want to
add is that the amount of money the former coalition
government invested to progress positive outcomes in
this space was unprecedented. Again, I want to thank
my colleagues and those who are no longer in this place
for the work they did but also members from all sides
who were instrumental in the outcomes that were
reached. I thank them very much for that. The former
coalition government planned on working with the
commission to implement what it is we are seeing here
and, again I would like clarification. Perhaps when
some of the speakers from the government stand, we
can find out whether in fact the commissioner is
involved in contributing to the standards that the
minister will be bringing out. It is just a little bit vague
for me at present. We are certainly heading in the right
direction, but I would like further information if
possible. Obviously we will not go into a
consideration-in-detail stage on this, so if somebody has
that information, I would be very grateful for it.
We certainly cannot tackle this as a one-size-fits-all
approach. Organisations differ, and so we need to make
sure that the standards are relevant to each different
entity, especially when it comes to things like, for
example, Aboriginal entities. There are differing
standards there, bearing in mind where we have come
from in that space. The child safe standards include
requiring organisations to develop a code of conduct,
and again that time frame is very short for those entity 1
organisations. The code of conduct needs to establish
clear expectations for appropriate behaviour when
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dealing with children, human resource practices that
reduce the risk of child abuse by new and existing
personnel, and also policies for reporting and
responding to allegations of child abuse.
If we look at the Department of Health and Human
Services website under the heading ‘Proposed child
safe standards’, we see that it says:
In complying with the child safe standards an applicable
entity to which the standards apply must include the
following principles as part of each standard:
promoting the cultural safety of Aboriginal children;
promoting the cultural safety of children from culturally
and/or linguistically diverse backgrounds;
promoting the safety of children with a disability.
To create and maintain a child safe organisation, an
applicable entity to which the standards apply must have:
1.

strategies to embed an organisational culture of
child safety, including through effective leadership
arrangements

2.

a child safe policy or statement of commitment to
child safety —

and jumping through some of the points —
5.

processes for responding to and reporting
suspected child abuse.

The child safe standards are said to drive cultural
change in organisations so that protecting children from
abuse is embedded within the everyday thinking and
everyday practice of those organisations, and I certainly
hope that is what happens. Organisations that will be
subject to the standards are, as I said, very wideranging
and very different. Certainly their guidelines will need
to be tailored to their organisations, and I hope the
ministerial directives assist them in that process. I hope
that those entities that are in the category 1 do have
sufficient time to bring this in by 1 January 2016. As I
said, there is a year longer for category 2 entities to
implement that, and it certainly might take some of
them a little bit longer.
I do hope this is a positive step forward. I cannot see it
being anything but a positive step forward. I certainly
commend the government for continuing the good
work of the former coalition government. We were
very proud of what we did in this space, and it can only
get better from here. I commend the bill to the house
and wish it a speedy passage through both houses.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I am very pleased to
speak on this bill, as I always welcome the opportunity
to participate in debates that seek to advance the best
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interests of children. Children deserve special attention
in this place, and they need strong advocates. This bill,
the Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child
Safe Standards) Bill 2015, is a key component of the
government’s response to the Betrayal of Trust inquiry
report. I would like to commend you, Acting Speaker
McGuire, as the deputy chair of the Family and
Community Development Committee, for your
groundbreaking work — and also all members of the
committee — and I would also like to acknowledge in
particular the member for Thomastown. You all did
terrific and, as I said, groundbreaking and important
work. It is my belief that your work and that of others
here in Victoria led in no small part to the establishment
of the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses
to Child Sexual Abuse by the Gillard Labor
government in January 2013.
The stories that continue to be uncovered of the abuse
and betrayal of children at the hands of those charged
with their education, their social and emotional
development and their spiritual growth, are truly
shocking. The stories here in Victoria in recent times —
from St Patrick’s and other Catholic schools in Ballarat,
from the Yeshivah College, and from Geelong
Grammar and Geelong College — are of the most
despicable abuses, and they are despicable in particular
because the perpetrators of abuse used the prestige of
their institutions and their own authority in relation to
the children to prey on these vulnerable children.
The UN Convention on the Rights of the Child, ratified
by Australia in December 1990, charges us with a
number of responsibilities in relation to children.
Amongst those are that it is our role to keep children
safe, no matter where they are, and it is our role to do
what we can to provide help and protection to children.
Indeed that is what this bill seeks to do. Briefly, the
Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child Safe
Standards) Bill 2015 will add a purpose to the act to
provide for the determination of compulsory child safe
standards for entities providing services to children; it
will give the minister the power to determine the
minimum child safe standards and publish them in the
Government Gazette; and it will specify the classes or
types of entities to which the child safe standards will
apply. It will give the minister the power to prescribe
entities or classes of entities to which the child safe
standards will apply, allowing additional entities to be
added as required and to prescribe those which are
exempt from the child safe standards. It will also
provide for a phased implementation of the child safe
standards.
In picking up a few issues raised by the member for
Bayswater, I might assure her that the standards that
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have been developed have been done so in full
consultation, including with 160 organisations with
responsibility for children and their care and also with
the Office of the Child Safety Commissioner. I
understand that there will be continuing consultation
with the Office of the Child Safety Commissioner in
the rollout of the standards.
I want to briefly make a note on the standards. Due to
the wide range of organisations in the scope,
principles-based standards to be supported by
capacity-building materials and activities have been
developed, rather than prescriptive standards, to allow
the diverse range of organisations in the scope some
flexibility in how they meet the requirements. The
standards aim to embed a culture of child safety in
organisations to help them prevent child abuse and
better respond to allegations of abuse in their
organisations. I might also add that there are three
principles embedded across the standards, and these are
cultural safety for Aboriginal children, cultural safety
for children from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds, and promoting the safety of children with
a disability.
When it comes to keeping children safe, Labor is not
interested in doing the things that make us look good
right now, it is interested in doing what is right — and
this bill does that. The minister has been working very
hard to deliver this bill to the house, and I am very
proud to speak on it. It is a very important step in
ensuring that organisations across Victoria will be
keeping our children safe, as is our responsibility. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a contribution to debate on the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child Safe
Standards) Bill 2015 and follow in the footsteps of the
member for Bayswater, who spoke very passionately
about this bill. The bill has three main portions to it. It
amends the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 to
provide for the minister to make standards in relation to
child safety with which certain entities must comply. It
also amends the Commission for Children and Young
People Act 2012 to improve the operation of that act.
Furthermore, it amends the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 in relation to the definition of ‘child
abuse’, and I will go into that a bit more now.
The bill will enable the introduction of standards to
improve child safety in all organisations that provide
services for children — and I think it is absolutely
imperative that we continue to support this
legislation — and it will improve the manner in which
these organisations can and do respond to allegations of
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abuse in relation to children. At all times the interest of
the child must come first.
Clause 5 provides definitions within the act, including
for ‘applicable entity’, ‘child abuse’, ‘child safe
standards’ and category 1 and 2 entities, and clause 4
inserts a new section to provide for the minister to make
standards in relation to child safety with which certain
entities must comply.
There are a few areas that I want to discuss briefly.
Category 2 entities provide services or facilities to
children and have limited or no regulatory or funding
arrangements with the Victorian government — for
example, sporting clubs, life-saving clubs, scouts, girl
guides and nanny services — so there is a differential in
there. Child abuse is any act committed against a child
involving a sexual offence or the grooming offence in
section 49B(2) of the Crimes Act 1958. In addition,
‘child abuse’ is defined to include infliction on a child
of physical violence, psychological or even emotional
harm and the serious neglect of a child.
Child safe standards for category 1 entities will come
into effect on 1 January 2016 — and I have some
concerns about that, which I will share in a moment —
whilst child safe standards for category 2 entities will
come into effect on 1 January 2017. Clause 6 deals with
a new part inserted in the principal act regarding child
safe standards and the power of the minister to make
child safe standards apply. By way of a bit of
background, we know that in 2012 following the
Cummins inquiry the previous coalition government
announced an inquiry into the handling of child abuse
by religious and other non-government organisations
which, as we know, handed down the report Betrayal of
Trust.
Those of us who were part of the 57th Parliament will
look back on that time and think that one of the most
significant contributions we made was the Betrayal of
Trust report, which was a significant step in the creation
of the royal commission. I for one am very proud that
we had the courage to do that, and it certainly changed
the landscape on this issue. This bill is essentially a
continuation of the work that we commenced, and it
implements recommendation 12.1 of the Betrayal of
Trust report.
From August to October 2014 government
departments, together with the Commission for
Children and Young People, ran consultation sessions
with various bodies within government and other
relevant organisations on the proposed child safe
standards. Some concerns were raised by the
Commission for Children and Young People and the
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Centre for Excellence in Child and Family Welfare.
They raised concerns that 1 January 2016 could be too
early as a commencement date — that it would not
allow enough time for category 1 organisations to have
standards in place. That is the feedback that we have
received. There are also concerns about who will
undertake the monitoring to ensure that standards are in
place. Standards should apply in organisations where
cultural issues on these matters already exist.
As I say, feedback was sought from various
stakeholders in the sector, including the Commission
for Children and Young People, McKillop Family
Services, Anglicare, Berry Street and various other
bodies such as Scouts Australia and Life Saving
Victoria. It is important that we have that consultation
and receive that feedback as we move to this stage of
the bill.
The member for Bayswater spoke very passionately
about this bill, and I support her words. As I say, the
coalition will be supporting this bill, and I commend the
bill to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — We turned our
backs on our children. We walked away when they
were most vulnerable. We accepted the word of men
over the accounts of children and women. We let down
the children who had no voice and no power. We
placed our faith in people claiming to represent God,
only to uncover that wilful blindness, codes of silence
and cultures of concealment had protected paedophiles.
Victorian governments failed in their duty with regard
to orphanages and homes. Children suffered the triple
betrayal of neglect and abandonment as infants, then on
being taken into the community’s care they were
grievously abused, physically, emotionally and
sexually. Children bear the sense of guilt and shame
like shadows plotting their lives, and there are
horrendous consequences with perpetrators often
remaining unrepentant while some victims do not
survive. The fortitude of the innocents who testified
before the Betrayal of Trust inquiry, established by the
57th Parliament, was inspiring. Their courage remains
humbling.
Survivors are relying on the Parliament to become the
institution that does not fail them and in fact protects
them. This legislation introduces minimum standards to
create and maintain a child safe environment. We are
getting closer to implementing all of the
recommendations of the Betrayal of Trust inquiry,
which was conducted in a bipartisan way and supported
by all members of the 57th Parliament and the
58th Parliament. We are also coming to the point when
the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
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Child Sexual Abuse will again return to Victoria. We
still need further investigations and findings on what
happened in paedophile clusters, because we are being
asked to believe that such abuse was coincidental rather
than based on conspiracies. This is a point that I have
raised previously in the Parliament, and I think we still
need due diligence on that proposition.
What we have to establish in law is scrutiny,
accountability and compliance. This bill goes a long
way to doing that. It will be a day that all feel relief
when all of the recommendations are finally enacted. I
look forward to further scrutiny by the royal
commission. What we tried to do with the Betrayal of
Trust inquiry was to look at these issues and provide a
blueprint, which has now been taken up.
I commend the bill to house. I know other people want
to speak, and I look forward to their contributions.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak briefly on
the Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child
Safe Standards) Bill 2015. This bill deals with a very
important matter — the duty of organisations and other
entities to ensure the safety of children who are in their
care or to those to whom they are providing a service.
This bill gives power to the Minister for Families and
Children to prescribe a set of child safe standards to
which organisations, schools, health centres, service
providers, clubs and all other entities that work with
children would be bound. The Greens will be voting in
favour of this bill. The standards envisaged by the
department at this stage would seek to ensure that all
entities that work with children have appropriate codes
of conduct, appropriate screening, supervision and
training for personnel, and appropriate processes for the
responding to and reporting of suspected child abuse.
We know from the evidence that continues to pour out
of the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses
to Child Sexual Abuse that too many organisations
have in the past had inadequate processes for
responding to suspected child abuse. The Betrayal of
Trust inquiry, which reported in 2013, found that as late
as then too many entities that work with children did
not have these processes in place. In August this year
the commissioner for children and young people found
that, among other factors, the absence of appropriate
processes and standards was a contributing factor to the
perpetration of child abuse.
It is appropriate that proper standards should apply to
all entities and bodies that work with children and that
the department should provide ongoing advice and
assistance as part of its monitoring and compliance
activities. The practical issue of course is how these
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standards will be applied. There seems to be a
significant overlap between the proposed child safe
standards and the existing human service standards that
are already applied to organisations that are funded by
the department.
We are also curious about why the child safe standards
do not include more specific prescriptions — for
instance, they will not require that employees of funded
organisations that work with vulnerable children in,
say, residential care units, have minimum
qualifications — and how in practice the child safe
standards will apply to the department itself, which has
responsibility for just above 40 per cent of children in
out-of-home care in Victoria.
By themselves, standards will not ensure that the
assault and abuse of children is prevented, but they
certainly go a long way and are of critical importance.
The concern about standards that are vague is that they
are in danger of becoming just a mission statement on
the wall rather than something that has been practically
put into effect. As the commissioner for children and
young people found in August, standards must be
rigorous and compliance must be ensured by an agency
that is independent of the department, which itself
works directly with children in a number of different
settings.
The Greens will be supporting this bill, and I am sure
that when it goes to the other place Nina Springle, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region and the
Greens families and children spokesperson, will have
plenty of questions for the minister on this matter.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a brief contribution in relation to the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Amendment (Child Safe
Standards) Bill 2015. This bill is a fundamental piece of
legislation because it ensures that children who are at
risk can have the protection they require. In preparing
for this debate I caught up with Jacquie O’Brien, who is
the CEO of Tweddle.
In the UK they talk about the first 1000 days of a
child’s life being fundamentally important to their
development. The case in point is that there have been
academic studies which show that if a parent, for
example, is suffering from depression and shows no
expression on their face when they start engaging with
the child, the child becomes distressed and starts to feel
that there is a lack of attachment with their parent.
When that happens the child’s brain does not form as
quickly and does not develop in the same way that the
brain of a child in a functional household would
develop. Why is this important? It is important because
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by the time a child gets into kindergarten or into
primary school there is what is called the achievement
gap. The achievement gap is quite significant. It means
that a child has no real capacity to catch up and
overcome that gap. That is why you see children with
lower levels of progression being more likely to drop
out of school, more likely to commit antisocial
behaviour and to not reach their potential as individuals.
A bill like this is really important because it is trying to
put in a better standard. I think any legislation that
comes to this place that focuses on the first 1000 days
and examines very closely what we can do as a
government and as legislators to ensure that children
have the very best start in life, regardless of whether
they come from a wealthy household or an
impoverished household and regardless of whether they
come from a functional family or a dysfunctional
family, is really important in making sure that every
child can achieve their potential. I commend the bill to
the house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — The bill before the
house, the Child Wellbeing and Safety Amendment
(Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015, is particularly
significant because it builds on a lot of work that has
already been done — and I am sure that there will be a
lot more work done in this area. The overarching
purpose of the legislation before us is to provide further
protections to children from the risk of abuse. I think
everybody is in agreement that all that can be done
should be done in order to protect children from the risk
of abuse, which can happen to any child in a whole
range of different circumstances.
The bill before us amends three different acts: the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005, the Commission for
Children and Young People Act 2012 and the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006. This bill
specifically concentrates on the sectors that interact
with children. There are many sectors that interact with
children; some are very obvious and some are not so
obvious. The very obvious ones, as members would be
well aware, include schools, whether they be
government, independent or Catholic schools; disability
groups; church organisations; and sporting clubs — all
are different organisations that interact with children.
There is quite a bit of background and context to this
bill. The coalition under then Premier Ted Baillieu put
children front and centre in many areas, and it led two
particularly significant pieces of work which are
cornerstones of the work we are doing now. The first
was the 2012 Protecting Victoria’s Vulnerable Children
Inquiry, conducted by Judge Philip Cummins. That
inquiry’s report led to a number of reforms and
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changes, some of which were legislative, and these
changes are still being adopted.
The second piece of work was the inquiry into the
handling of child abuse by religious and other
non-government organisations, undertaken by the
Family and Community Development Committee,
which resulted in the Betrayal of Trust report. That was
a very significant and lengthy piece of work spanning
from April 2012 to November 2013, some 18 months.
There were many recommendations made by the
committee, and one of the spaces in which the report
noted there is still work to be done is with organisations
in a couple of areas. One was for organisations to
improve the responses to child abuse when it arises, and
another was to improve prevention elements. A lot of
the recommendations were around capability building
for organisations dealing with children on a daily basis.
Some organisations, depending on the size, have greater
resources and capability available to them in the first
instance than others do, so it is very important that the
bill before us and the work going forward address all
the different bodies that interact with children so that
they are all singing from the same song sheet.
The Family and Community Development Committee,
as I said, made many recommendations, and this bill
deals with three specifically: recommendations 12.1,
13.1 and 13.2. Recommendation 12.1 is that the
government review its contractual and funding
arrangements with education and community service
organisations that work with children and young people
to ensure that minimum standards exist for ensuring
that children have a safe environment.
A number of principles have been adopted to help
support that, and they are picked up through the
legislation. The principles are about statements of zero
tolerance. Child abuse is just not accepted. There are
principles to guide decisions so that when people
working in organisations are confronted by this and are
not sure exactly what to do or how to make the right
decisions, they have something to fall back on. There
are also principles around the recruitment of staff,
looking at the employment of new personnel, what it is
they need to do and how they do that. A risk
management approach also underlies the legislation, so
there are some very important principles behind the
recommendations that have been picked up.
Recommendation 13.1 is for the identification of an
effective approach or model for supporting peak bodies
to build preventive capacity in sectors that interact with
children. This is something I picked up before. In the
science of organisations, very small organisations may
not have the capability, capacity, financial resources or

CHILD WELLBEING AND SAFETY AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE STANDARDS) BILL 2015
4340

ASSEMBLY

legs on the ground to easily do some of this work, so it
is pertinent to have a look at ways to support peak
bodies in assisting some of those smaller organisations
and also at ways to encourage smaller organisations or
activities affiliated with peak bodies to enable access to
capacity-building opportunities.
Recommendation 13.2 is about ensuring that
non-government organisations are equipped with
high-quality information and advice about the
prevention of criminal child abuse in organisations. The
legislation before the house was put together with
feedback from stakeholders, and in the Family and
Community Development Committee there was an
enormous amount of feedback. This is about putting
children front and centre. The Child Wellbeing and
Safety Act 2005 provides for the creation and
maintenance of a child safe environment, but this bill
has provisions for the minister to make standards in
relation to child safety that certain entities must comply
with.
The definitions in the bill recognise that there are
different categories of entities. Category 1 entities will
come into effect very soon — in fact almost too
soon — on 1 January 2016. Category 1 entities provide
services or facilities to children and they have existing
regulatory or funding arrangements with the Victorian
government — for example, independent schools,
out-of-home care providers, early years services and
disability services. The Commission for Children and
Young People and the Centre for Excellence in Child
and Family Welfare have raised concerns about the
1 January 2016 commencement date and do not believe
it leaves an adequate amount of time for organisations
to have the appropriate standards in place. It is a
concern that needs to be front of mind about how this
process will happen and how best to facilitate it and
support category 1 entities.
Category 2 entities have a little bit more time. They will
come into effect on 1 January 2017. They are for
entities which have limited or no regulatory or funding
arrangements with the Victorian government — for
example, sporting clubs, Life Saving Victoria, scouts,
girl guides and nanny services. These are quite broad
within the community and very important, but they
have lesser capacity and capability in the first instance,
so giving them the additional year is something I
applaud, but I very much worry about the category 1
entities.
The changes to the Commission for Children and
Young People Act 2012 are about improving
operations, and the Education and Training Reform Act
2006 is being amended in relation to the definition of

Wednesday, 11 November 2015

‘child abuse’. I have already mentioned my concerns
about the timing for category 1 entities. I am also
concerned about who will undertake monitoring to
ensure that standards are in place; it is a large piece of
work to be done. I also put on the table that cultural
standards should apply within some organisations,
where cultural issues apply. I am pleased to see that this
bill is before the house, and I commend it.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am pleased to
make a contribution on the Child Wellbeing and Safety
Amendment (Child Safe Standards) Bill 2015. The
Andrews Labor government committed to
implementing all the recommendations of the Betrayal
of Trust report, and this bill in particular implements
recommendations 13.1 and 13.2. It is clearly stated that
the government should identify ways to support peak
bodies to build preventive capacity in sectors that
interact with children, identify ways to encourage
smaller organisations or activities to be affiliated with
peak bodies to enable access to capacity-building
opportunities and ensure that non-government
organisations are equipped with high-quality
information and advice about the prevention of criminal
child abuse in organisations.
Cultural change takes time, but we have to start
somewhere, and the child safe standards will drive this
cultural change, particularly in entities that provide
services to children so that protecting children from
abuse is embedded in everyday thinking and practice.
The Family and Community Development Committee
of the last Parliament tabled the Betrayal of Trust report
in November 2013, and I thank the members of that
committee for the significant work they did in some
very traumatic and difficult times, especially the public
hearings that were often emotionally challenging. I also
thank them for their respect for the people who
presented at those hearings and for their
acknowledgement of people who were finally given a
voice. Since that time there have been ongoing
consultations by the government with over
160 stakeholders on the development of the child safe
standards. The early implementation of these will need
to commence from January 2016.
Many organisations have existing policies and
procedures that aim to keep children safe, but the child
safe standards will, as far as possible, leverage existing
mechanisms to improve child safety in organisations
and increase consistency across sectors. While the child
safe standards will be mandatory, they are not
prescriptive. They will provide a framework. They will
require a code of conduct to establish clear expectations
for appropriate behaviour with children, human
resource practices that reduce the risk of child abuse by
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new and existing personnel, and policies for reporting
and responding to allegations of child abuse.
I do not want to speak for too long on this bill because I
know there are many pieces of legislation to get
through this week, but I will draw a parallel with the
current Family and Community Development
Committee inquiry into abuse in disability services,
which I am the chair of. There are some parallels to be
made, particularly in regard to the way governments
respond to the needs of vulnerable people, and that of
course includes children and people with disabilities.
Governments are obliged to protect our most vulnerable
citizens, be they children, elderly or disabled. My
understanding of where we have come to right now
with the Family and Community Development
Committee inquiry is that the key to prevention is
cultural change. This may take a long time, but it is
imperative that we start now so that the abuse of
children and other vulnerable people is no more.
Child protection is one of the areas we know the
government is invested in, but we also know that child
abuse still occurs. Entities can change, but it is in the
context of family violence where much abuse continues
to happen, and this is evident particularly in the child
protection area. Until we see an end to the acceptance
of abuse, particularly in the private homes of families,
there is still much to do to end family violence and the
abuse of children in the family home. I commend the
bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I rise to speak on
the State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015.
This is generally a bit of a housekeeping taxation bill. It
amends a number of acts in relation to taxation. Its
purposes include to amend the Duties Act 2000 to
update the definition of cattle to include bison — a very
important issue, because the Livestock Disease Control
Act 1994 has been amended previously to include bison
within the definition of cattle, and it would be a travesty
if the Duties Act 2000 was not similarly amended to
reflect the appropriate role of bison as cattle.
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Mr McGuire interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I hear the interjections from
the member for Broadmeadows. I am glad he is treating
this issue with the due decorum and seriousness that it
deserves. It is important to make sure that our
definitions are up to date. Taxation is an impost on
Victorians, a necessary impost, to be sure — there is
some Irish for the member for Broadmeadows: ‘to be
sure’.
It is important that the law reflects appropriate practice,
is modernised and is consistent as far as possible across
different taxation acts. I do not think there are going to
be any disagreements or demurrals about updating the
definition of cattle in the Duties Act 2000. As part of
my duties as shadow Treasurer I undertook some
consultation, but the fact that the consultation on this
particular aspect did not trouble the scorer in terms of
any response suggests to me that this is not an issue
which has raised a lot of concern amongst relevant
stakeholders.
Ms Ryan — Did you consult the VFF?
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I did consult the Victorian
Farmers Federation as it happens. I think it is quite
happy to let the bison issue go through to the keeper, if
indeed a bison can go through to the keeper — it might
be a little bit large.
The second aspect of this bill’s purpose is to amend the
Payroll Tax Act 2007 in relation to exemptions for
apprentices and trainees. Again this is to some extent a
definitional issue. It provides for amendments which
have been made to other acts relating to registered
group training organisations to be reflected in the
Payroll Tax Act 2007 so that the relevant exemptions
that apply to businesses that employ apprentices and
trainees, and the payroll tax exemption that attaches to
those, will apply.
We on this side of the house are supportive of measures
to encourage employment. We are supportive of
measures to reduce the payroll tax burden. That is why
when we were in office we cut the rate of payroll tax by
5 basis points — a permanent tax cut, I should say. That
stands in stark contrast to what this government has
done. Even before its first budget it said it was
introducing its Back to Work program, which it
claimed would amount to a $100 million payroll tax cut
over two years which would generate — so the
government claimed; so the government promised —
100 000 new full-time jobs over two years. The fact is
the Back to Work scheme so far has been an absolute
failure.
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For the government to reach its target of generating
100 000 full-time jobs within two years, it would need
to generate jobs at a rate of 12 500 per quarter. We now
have the figures for the first quarter of operation of the
Back to Work scheme. These figures were slipped out
at 5 o’clock two weeks ago on the website of the State
Revenue Office. You can be pretty sure that if a
government which is as spin obsessed as the current
Andrews Labor government is thought that the figures
were telling a good story, if the figures were telling
even a half-decent story, it would have released them
with a flourish, with a press release, with fireworks and
champagne bottles. Instead these figures were so bad,
were so appalling, were such a testament to failure that
they were slipped out at 5.00 p.m. on the last possible
day. I feel sorry for the poor people at the State
Revenue Office, who — I say without any shadow of a
doubt — under instruction from the Treasurer’s office
were told to release these figures at the last possible
minute, at the last possible hour on the last possible
day.
Instead of creating 12 500 full-time jobs in its first three
months of operation, all we know is that the Back to
Work scheme — this flagship of the Andrews Labor
government — helped to create a mere 164 jobs. I
asked the Treasurer in question time earlier this week
whether he regarded that as being a success rate of
1.3 per cent or maybe less charitably a failure rate of
98.7 per cent. Either way there are 12 300-plus people
who should have been supported into full-time work in
the last quarter who were not, because this government
does not listen and this government does not work with
business.
This government failed to heed the warnings from
business organisations that told the government its
Back to Work scheme was a dud — it was poorly
designed. The idea that a business is going to take on a
full-time employee, create a new full-time position, for
$1000 as a one-off was always nonsense. If any
government members had actually run businesses, they
would have known that. But they have not. They have
never created a job in their lives — apart from the army
of red shirt rorters.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am very happy to return to
that theme if the member for Mordialloc would like
that. I do get some latitude as lead speaker, and I am
very happy to use it.
We have a government which, when it comes to payroll
tax, came up with a flagship scheme which has turned
out to be a complete and utter failure — 164 jobs, not
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12 500; a failure rate of 98.7 per cent and a success rate
of 1.3 per cent. What do we see the government do? In
typical Labor fashion, the government panics. It panics
and says, ‘Oh, my goodness! No-one’s really taking up
this scheme. Let’s throw more money at it’. What it has
done is decide that instead of supporting 100 000 jobs
with $1000 each it will support jobs up to $12 000 per
job.
But — get this — it is not actually increasing the
amount of money in the Back to Work scheme. It is not
increasing that $100 million pool. It is simply saying,
‘We will subsidise fewer jobs with more money’. I am
waiting for the government to announce its alternative
to the east–west link, which will involve paying people
to dig holes and then paying other people to fill the
holes in. It will say, ‘Look. We’ve created two jobs:
someone’s digging a hole, and someone’s filling it in’.
This is the Labor Party’s version of job creation.
We see an embarrassed Treasurer trying to hide these
figures, sweep them under the carpet, because we know
that when it comes to payroll tax the government has it
wrong. It has badly designed the scheme. It is a
temporary, one-off payment rather than a permanent tax
cut, which is what we in the coalition government
delivered for business, because we do know about
creating jobs. As much as members opposite may hate
to hear it, the fact is that in its four years the last
coalition government created more jobs in Victoria than
any state in the country — more jobs in Victoria than
any state in the country in the four years of the
coalition. Ask the Australian Bureau of Statistics. More
jobs than any other state in the country — those are the
facts.
What does Labor do? Labor has taken full-time jobs
backwards by 7800 — 7800 jobs lost under Labor. We
go across the border to New South Wales, where Mike
Baird is Premier — a good Liberal Premier and a good
Liberal government — and they are up by
84 000 full-time jobs in New South Wales. But ever
since Premier Andrews sat in the big chair we have lost
7800 full-time jobs in Victoria. The Labor Party should
be absolutely ashamed of itself. Jobs are down, the
budget has gone into deficit, debt has gone up and the
east–west link costs have blown out. What are these
people doing?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am very pleased I have
woken some of them up. I felt they would be a danger
driving home, being half asleep. I have woken a few of
them up. That is my contribution to road safety for
today.
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Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Sometimes you’ve got to
amuse yourself, don’t you, Attorney-General?
Sometimes you’ve got to amuse yourself.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — I am very happy to talk about
jobs, because while other members opposite might
complain about the fact being put on the table, the fact
is that under Labor 7800 full-time jobs have been
lost — that is a fact. The fact is the coalition created
more jobs in Victoria than any other state. These are
facts. These are incontrovertible facts. As much as
members opposite might like to catcall and yell, it does
not stop it being the truth.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Drought assistance
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My adjournment
issue tonight is for the Premier. The action I seek from
the Premier is to have him visit the drought-affected
areas of Victoria in the southern Mallee and the
Wimmera. In asking the Premier to come, I
acknowledge that the Minister for Agriculture has
visited twice and I acknowledge the fact that she has
done that and met with a number of the farmers, but
following on from my question without notice to the
Premier last month about the drought issues, I would
ask him to visit the area and look firsthand at what is
impacting on that part of Victoria and particularly some
of those more localised districts around Wycheproof,
Birchip and Watchem, running down to Donald, where
they effectively had a totally failed season last year and
they have another totally failed season this year. I think
it would be good for the Premier to see firsthand the
issues being confronted by those farmers and by those
communities.
Last week I travelled through that area when I went
across to Warracknabeal. The federal Minister for
Agriculture and Water Resources, Barnaby Joyce, was
there with the local federal member for Mallee, Andrew
Broad. The member for Lowan and the member for
Mildura met in Mildura with Barnaby about the issues
further north in his electorate. I think it would be good
for the Premier to come along to do that. In the answer
the Premier gave to my question without notice, he
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talked about the fact that the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water, the Minister for
Agriculture and the Treasurer were having discussions
about what programs could be brought forward to assist
those farmers and those communities. It would be good
on that visit to the region, if the Premier chooses to
come, for him to update the farmers and the community
about where those discussions with the state
government are up to about what support the state
government could put in place in the future to assist
those farmers.
Deputy Speaker, as you would probably well know, it
costs a lot of money to put in a crop in those
grain-growing areas, and you have people who have
invested anywhere from $300 000 and $400 000 up to
$1 million for the larger producers in direct input costs
into those crops that have failed, and they have now
done that for two years in a row. They are under severe
financial pressure, and that has a flow-through effect
into the community. That money is not being cycled
through the communities. Local jobs will be put at risk
in the communities among the people who supply the
inputs to those farmers who are in that situation. As I
talked about in my question without notice to the
Premier, in the last drought the then government had
some programs around rate relief and around the fixed
charge water rates relief. I know it is quite a big area
serviced by the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, but there is
a particular area that is not serviced by the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline where I know money is
being put into a business case. I would ask the Premier
to also in his trip, if he goes, include Wedderburn so he
can talk to the farmers there about the issues they have
with the supply of water.

Banyule Nillumbik Local Learning and
Employment Network
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action
I seek is that the minister come to see firsthand the
wonderful work done by the Banyule Nillumbik Local
Learning and Employment Network in implementing
the L2P learner driver mentor program. The L2P
program partners learning drivers who do not have
regular access to a car or a supervising driver due to
financial or other constraints with volunteer mentors
who supervise their driving. Without this program some
disadvantaged learner drivers would struggle to
complete the 120 hours of supervised driving required
to sit their probationary licence test.
In my electorate we are privileged to have wonderful
volunteers who regularly give up their free time to help
young people improve their driving and work towards
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obtaining their licence. We are very lucky in the
Banyule-Nillumbik area to have a dedicated team
committed to empowering those less fortunate. We are
also extremely lucky that this team is led by the
Banyule Nillumbik Local Learning and Employment
Network’s absolutely fantastic executive officer,
Nancye Harrison. In the last five years over
100 graduates of the L2P program have gone on to
successfully obtain their drivers licence.
We must thank some of the longstanding L2P
volunteers for their wonderful efforts. I thank Mel
Boak, Allan Horsley, Graham Pascoe and Glen Busey
for their continued support of this program. I applaud
the minister for showing his continued support for this
program in renewing funding for the L2P program, and
I look forward to showing him firsthand the wonderful
work done by the Banyule and Nillumbik Local
Learning Employment Network in the future.

Mooroolbark ambulance station
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I raise a matter for
the Minister for Health, and it is in relation to the fully
funded $1.4 million ambulance station in Mooroolbark
that was promised by the former government. I ask the
minister whether or not the government will fund this
ambulance station in Mooroolbark.
On 19 March I brought this to the attention of the
minister.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! You are
asking the minister to fund the ambulance station?
Mr HODGETT — To provide an update on
whether the minister is going to fund it; to provide an
update on the construction.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Okay, thank you.
Mr HODGETT — On 19 March I brought this to
the attention of the minister when I requested an update
from her, and to date I have not received a response
from either her or her department. Residents in
Mooroolbark are tired of being an afterthought of the
Andrews government and are after an honest, accurate
and detailed update from the minister about whether or
not she will be building this ambulance station or
letting another important opportunity pass by, which
seems to be a common theme for this government.
The pocket of land that has been identified is situated at
the five-way roundabout on Lincoln Road,
Mooroolbark, and was acquired in 2012 by the health
department. A brand-new ambulance station was to be
built to house the team of paramedics currently working
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from their temporary base in Montrose. I again call on
the minister to confirm whether or not the government
will proceed with the construction of this ambulance
station and, if so, to provide me and the residents of my
electorate with a time line for when this is likely to
occur.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Because it is
providing a time line it is an appropriate action, so
thank you very much.

National disability insurance scheme
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. This follows the recent historic agreement
between the Labor state government and the
commonwealth that has secured the rollout of the
national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) across
Victoria from July next year. The action I seek is that
the minister attend a forum in my area and meet with
stakeholders to talk about how we can best work
together to prepare for the rollout of the NDIS in the
Carrum area next year.
The NDIS will give people with a disability and their
families more choice and control over the services they
receive to help them achieve their goals and live full
and active lives, and I look forward to welcoming the
minister and hearing about how and when the rollout
will start benefiting the lives of many of my
constituents and their families.

Hastings electorate roads
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — My request is
directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and
it regards upgrades that are required at Golf Links Road
and Grant Road in the Hastings electorate, as well as
the roundabout at Baxter-Tooradin Road.
In 2010 the Inghams factory at Somerville was
destroyed by fire. Inghams is a significant employer in
the area, and as such the former Brumby government,
along with Frankston City Council and Mornington
Peninsula Shire Council, made a number of planning
and infrastructure commitments to encourage lnghams
to reinvest in the site. Inghams has subsequently
invested $120 million and local government has been
particularly supportive in assisting with the relevant
planning matters. The only thing left is for the state
government to step up and begin the road upgrades that
were promised over five years ago.
Inghams now employs 650 staff and is ready to expand
its operations. An expansion would add 250 direct jobs
to Inghams, as well as 800 indirect jobs from the
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breeder, transport and feed supply sectors. The only
barrier to this expansion is the lack of sufficient road
infrastructure that would allow for the increased truck
movements that would come as a result.
The Andrews government has made a commitment to
Victorians that there would be an increase of
100 000 jobs in this state over two years. With one year
already gone and Victorians facing a loss of over
7000 jobs, this road upgrade would seem a simple and
material option for beginning to reverse the trend of job
losses. The needed road upgrades are costed at around
$5 million. When compared to the monetary investment
in jobs that the Andrews government has made to date,
with arguably limited success, $5 million to grow over
1000 ongoing jobs has to be a no-brainer. These jobs
are on top of an anticipated $25 million in commercial
investment that Inghams would make in Victoria for the
expansion of its plant.
In a letter from Regional Development Victoria to
Inghams dated 11 February 2010 the chief executive of
the agency stated that local government, as well as the
then minister, the member for Bendigo East, was
supportive of facilitating the required upgrades. I
remind the Minister for Roads and Road Safety that his
cabinet colleague was a key figure in raising the
expectations of a major employer in the Hastings area
with regard to these upgrades and in fact was the
government member who led these proposals. Will the
minister now commit to carrying out the directions set
out by the member for Bendigo East and upgrade these
roads?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! Before the
member sits down, is the action that he is requesting
that the roads be upgraded?
Mr R. SMITH — Indeed. At the beginning of my
contribution I said my request regards upgrades to
roads — Golf Links Road and so on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The action is
that the roads be upgraded.

Mordialloc Creek
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Ports. The action I seek is
that the minister investigate the replacement of wave
baffles at the entrance of Mordialloc Creek to improve
safety and protect assets as a high priority. The
Mordialloc Creek has always been a significant natural
resource and a vital part of Port Phillip Bay. It is a place
of community and a multitude of activities, as well as a
rich source of life going back to the Bunurong people,
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the traditional owners of the land in the region. The
suburb of Mordialloc is said to be a combination of a
couple of Indigenous words which could be interpreted
as ‘flat water’, ‘swampy water’ or perhaps ‘near the
little sea’. This reference is directly related to the creek
and its broader connection to the historic Carrum
Carrum Swamp.
During the 1800s Mordialloc became a fishing village
and would go on to become a renowned spot for picnics
right along the Frankston train line through the 1880s.
Despite the significant growth and development
throughout Mordialloc, it is still renowned for its
boating, sailing and fishing communities, forming part
of a pleasant viewpoint on the horizon of the bay each
and every summer. In recent weeks as we have come
into the season I have had the opportunity to attend
season openings days for Mordialloc Sailing Club and
Mordialloc Motor Yacht Club, along with meeting with
other local stakeholders in the creek community. It is
yet another reminder of the variety of participants,
supporters and advocates for the Mordialloc Creek and
its enjoyment for our community.
When considering beneficiaries of the Mordialloc
Creek, along with the regular activities within the Peter
Scullin Reserve that sits adjacent to the creek, including
the annual Mordialloc Food and Wine Festival, it is
imperative that we do all we can to support this
wonderful natural resource.
I should also acknowledge the investment of the former
government in dredging works at the Mordialloc Creek.
This was a significant and difficult task, and the last
thing the creek community needs right now is for
investment works that were undertaken to be
undermined due to inadequate infrastructure at the
mouth of the creek.
The immediate next stage in this process is the
replacement of these wave baffles. Wave baffles are in
place to reduce the wave energy coming in from Port
Phillip Bay through the mouth of Mordialloc Creek.
The current wave baffles have all but completely
deteriorated, resulting in stronger currents and wave
energy flowing through the creek. This increases the
risk of damage to boats and yachts, as well as bringing
more silt into the creek, undermining previous dredging
works.
Finally, you cannot mention Mordialloc Creek without
considering the contribution of Jack Pompei, or as he
was affectionately known, Mr Mordialloc. Jack was a
local boatbuilder, a strong advocate for the protection of
the creek and a local hero who was said to have rescued
and assisted hundreds of people who ran into trouble on
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the bay. The ongoing maintenance and protection of the
creek was a consistent feature during Jack’s time and
continues to this very day. Jack had a remarkable turn
of phrase and said, ‘If you took the creek out of
Mordialloc, there would be nothing there’. I want to
make sure that we protect Mordialloc Creek for the
future and promote it for the betterment of local
residents and visitors to our region. In conclusion, the
action I seek is for the minister to investigate the
replacement of wave baffles at the entrance of
Mordialloc Creek.

Christian College Torquay early learning
facility
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My adjournment
matter this evening is for the Minister for Families and
Children. The action I seek is for the minister to provide
a favourable response to Christian College’s funding
application for its proposed new Torquay early learning
facility. Christian College has applied for a children’s
facilities capital grant of $650 000 for a new Torquay
early learning facility. It has purchased land at Jan Juc
for this facility, as well as for a new P–12 college. The
previous Minister for Planning, the member for
Bulleen, with the support of the Shire of Surf Coast,
rezoned this land via an amendment approved under
section 20(4) of the Planning and Environment Act
1987 to speed up the process to facilitate this early
learning centre.
Torquay is experiencing rapid growth, with over
400 children born there every year, and with that figure
rising each year. There is a definite shortage of early
learning places in Torquay. This shortage is despite the
fact that the coalition government provided $500 000 to
extend the Torquay kindergarten and $300 000 to
extend the Jan Juc kindergarten. It also provided the
Surf Coast council with $1.6 million to build the new
Torquay North children’s services hub, which has yet to
be started. I strongly urge the Surf Coast council to get
on with the job of building that hub.
The new Christian College Torquay early learning hub
will provide 100 new four-year-old places and 220 new
three-year-old places, with 10 sessions of 22 places for
three-year-olds. Given the strong and continued
demand for early learning places in Torquay, the
Andrews government needs to fund this early learning
hub as a priority. The Andrews Labor government has
made no education funding commitments whatsoever
in Torquay, and it needs to start paying attention to this
growing community and stop taking it for granted.
Christian College has a fine reputation, and it will
deliver a fine early learning hub in Torquay. I strongly
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urge the minister to provide a favourable outcome to
this funding application.

Pascoe Vale electorate ministerial visit
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Treasurer.
The action I seek is that the Treasurer visit my
electorate and meet with the local community. In
particular I ask that the Treasurer discuss local
education, employment and business opportunities for
the constituents of Pascoe Vale, the reason for this visit
being that for four long years the schools of the inner
north were neglected by former Premier Baillieu,
former Premier Napthine and the former Treasurers, the
member for Rowville and the member for Malvern, and
now as a consequence this government is faced with
schools across the inner north that are literally falling
down and bursting at the seams.
The member for Croydon just suggested that the
government is not investing in suburbs such as
Mooroolbark. My parents live in Mooroolbark, and I
see the evidence of the investment by this government
in Mooroolbark. What I do not see, however, in suburbs
such as Pascoe Vale, Glenroy and Hadfield is evidence
of the previous government having invested in our
schools or in our businesses. Under the previous
government urgent maintenance matters went
unchecked, such as at Pascoe Vale Primary School,
which now has nearly $2 million worth of emergency
maintenance that needs attention.
There are serious enrolment pressures at some of the
schools in my electorate, such as at Coburg North
Primary School, which has had enrolments increase by
147 percent since 2007, and there are schools that were
only ever built to last a decade or two in the 1940s and
1950s which have never been improved, such as Pascoe
Vale South Primary School and Glenroy West Primary
School. The lack of investment in local education is
massive, and whilst the Minister for Education has
come to visit many of the schools in my electorate, it is
important that the Treasurer also see for himself the
scale of the problem.
We also know that young people and their families
need more opportunities for local employment. Local
youth unemployment is around 18 per cent. I would
appreciate it if the Treasurer could meet with local
businesses to discuss ways to improve our local
economy. Our local kids deserve a good education in
first-rate facilities, secure in the knowledge that they
will have local employment opportunities in thriving
local businesses.
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Whitehorse planning scheme amendment
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Planning. The action I seek is for
the minister to reject amendment C153 to the
Whitehorse planning scheme and the proposed permit,
in line with the most recent decision of the Whitehorse
council on 16 March 2015. The amendment is for a
rezoning of the land at the old St Leo’s College site at
15–31 Hay Street, Box Hill South, from special use
zone and public use zone to residential growth zone and
general residential zone. This would give the green
light to the development of 310 units on this site in
what can only be described as zoning inconsistent with
the surrounding residential area.
As the local member and someone who until recently
had family only streets away, I am acutely aware of the
area’s local character. The streets closest to this site
have been identified by council as bush suburban
precinct 3. To quote the City of Whitehorse
Neighbourhood Character Study 2014:
Properties abutting or situated close to Gardiners Creek, the
Blackburn Creeklands and Wurundjeri Walk, or with
interface to bush environment areas will contain substantial
vegetation, and development will be sited so that the overall
visibility of buildings is minimised when viewed from the
open-space corridors.

It also says:
Buildings should not exceed two storeys (8 metres) in height.

It is hard to reconcile the above policy with any
decision to approve the amendment. The Whitehorse
council’s opposition and the community’s opposition to
this amendment are quite clear. I have already launched
a petition calling on the minister to reject
amendment C153 to the Whitehorse planning scheme
and will be tabling this tomorrow.
The previous Liberal-Nationals coalition government
had a clear policy of returning planning powers to
council and had done so via the introduction of new
planning zones in 2013, and I thank the previous
Minister for Planning, the member for Bulleen, for
implementing these revolutionary changes to Victoria’s
planning laws. For years councils have complained
about the previous Labor government’s intervention in
local planning, against the wishes of the responsible
authority and local residents, and now we have an
opportunity for the current Minister for Planning to
make the right decision.
My personal view, given that the area’s character is best
described as bush suburban precinct 3, is that the
proposed development at Hay Street, Box Hill South, is
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an overdevelopment; however, I have always stated that
while I may have an opinion, it is for the council to
make the decision one way or the other. Now
Whitehorse City Council has made the decision, but the
decision has been overturned by the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal on a technicality.
I call on the Minister for Planning to abandon
amendment C153 of the Whitehorse planning scheme. I
understand the current Minister for Planning has a bent
for high-density high-rise in leafy green suburbs, such
as those in the electorate of Burwood, in an attempt to
destroy the legacy of the previous planning minister,
but I again call on the minister to take a backward step
from the precipice of inappropriate decision-making
and make the right decision for my local residents.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I can assure
the house that that is an appropriate action.

Sunbury rail services
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — The matter I raise is for
the Minister for Public Transport. The action I seek is
that the minister direct Public Transport Victoria to
provide additional train services to and from Sunbury
and to review planned V/Line restrictions for the area.
Members of the house would be well aware that I have
raised this matter on a number of occasions this year.
Last week I joined the minister in Sunbury for a local
public transport forum hosted by Public Transport
Victoria. The forum was extremely well attended, and
the minister was able to hear firsthand the frustrations
many commuters are facing.
At this forum, which I opened, I stated that in my view
significant challenges confront us in public transport
due to population demand and the lack of rail network
space and rolling stock. It is great that more and more
people want to use public transport, and it is also great
that the Andrews Labor government is investing
significantly in public transport and has committed to
the single biggest rail project for Melbourne’s train
network in over 40 years, the Melbourne Metro rail
project. However, due to its sheer size and scale, this
project is still some years away, and Sunbury
commuters are asking for more immediate action. I
thank all of those who have expressed their views in a
constructive and positive way, especially the Sunbury
Train Association, members of which have met with
the minister and me.
Earlier this year the government added two additional
morning peak and two additional afternoon peak Metro
services for Sunbury; however, this has not addressed
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the concerns raised regarding pick-up and set-down
rules planned for 1 January 2016.
At the forum many senior residents also raised issues
about catching V/Line off-peak services at times when
trains are running through Sunbury and times when
these trains well and truly have capacity on them. This
is a very important matter for my community, and I am
determined to see action on it. Once again, the action I
seek is for the minister to respond by adding additional
services for the growing Sunbury community and to
review currently planned V/Line restrictions.

Responses
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The member
for Murray Plains raised a matter for the Premier
calling on him to visit drought-affected areas in the
Wimmera and the Mallee. I can indicate to the house
that the Premier is absolutely and fully aware of the
difficulties being faced by hardworking people in
drought-affected communities, and he will have much
more to say about that in the very near future. I will
pass on the member’s request.
The member for Eltham raised a matter for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety in regard to the L2P learner
driver mentor program carried out by Banyule
Nillumbik Local Learning and Employment Network.
The member for Croydon raised a matter for the
Minister for Health calling for an update in regard to
construction of an ambulance station at Mooroolbark.
The member for Carrum raised a matter for the
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing asking that
he attend a forum in her electorate about the national
disability insurance scheme.
The member for Warrandyte raised a matter for the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety in regard to a road
upgrade of Golf Links Road and Grant Road in the
Hastings electorate.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Ports seeking that the minister investigate
the replacement of weight baffles at Mordialloc Creek.
Mr Richardson — Wave.
Mr PAKULA — Wave baffles at Mordialloc
Creek — you can see I am not a yachtie.
The member for South Barwon raised a matter for the
Minister for Families and Children seeking a favourable
response to Christian College’s funding application for
an early learning facility at Torquay.
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The member for Pascoe Vale raised a matter for the
Treasurer seeking a meeting with the Pascoe Vale
community.
The member for Burwood sought that the Minister for
Planning reject amendment C153 to the Whitehorse
planning scheme.
The member for Sunbury raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport seeking that the minister
direct Public Transport Victoria to provide additional
trains on the Sunbury line and to deal with V/Line
restrictions. I am sure that the Minister for Public
Transport will take clear heed of the member’s request.
I will pass that matter and all other matters on.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.25 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
Mr Blackwood — On a point of order, Speaker,
yesterday during question time the member for
Melbourne asked a question of the Premier regarding
the timber industry task force, and within that question
the member for Melbourne insinuated that the timber
industry was destroying the Leadbeater’s possum
habitat. I believe the member for Melbourne has misled
this house with that statement. The timber industry
undertakes pre-harvesting surveys of every area before
it is harvested. If Leadbeater’s possum habitat is found,
that area is set aside from harvesting. This process has
been in place since 1996 under the timber harvesting
Leadbeater’s possum management plan. I ask you to
caution the member for Melbourne for misleading this
house and trashing the reputation of 23 000 timber
workers in Victoria with claims that are completely
false.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair was very
lenient in allowing the member for Narracan to make
his point of order. The point of order was made and the
Chair does not uphold the point of order.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Wodonga City Council
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rising unemployment, and where there was no pressing need
or compelling argument for their introduction, imposing these
two new major costs on Victoria’s businesses damages them
and their employees, consumers and our state’s economy
without justification.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the state government to
reconsider its decision to introduce two additional public
holidays in Victoria.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (46 signatures).

Markham Avenue, Ashburton, redevelopment
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house that the Andrews government has announced, via
the Age website, plans to build a large-scale, high-density
240-unit overdevelopment at 2–18 Markham Avenue,
Ashburton, which currently has only 56 public housing units.
The area surrounding Markham estate has been zoned by
Boroondara council as neighbourhood residential, which
restricts large-scale developments.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor denied
that they had any plans for such an overdevelopment.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its decision to massively overdevelop this site,
adhere to the maximum height of 9 metres, in line with
community expectations.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (55 signatures).

Whitehorse planning scheme amendment

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

The petition of Wodonga ratepayers and residents draws the
attention of the house to the huge debt and lack of
accountability of the Wodonga City Council.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house that Whitehorse City Council and
residents of the City of Whitehorse have significant concerns
with amendment C153, particularly in relation to the
disproportionate height compared to the 8-metre limit on
properties in surrounding streets, the local impact of traffic
and parking, the environmental effects of the adjoining
Gardiners Creek and the sheer density of the proposed
310 dwellings at 15–31 Hay Street, Box Hill South.

The current debt is excessive and will take many years to
repay, with interest costs to be around $10 000 000 (estimated
by council staff).
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria conduct a complete review into
Wodonga council’s financial, business and management
practices, plus councillors’ and officers’ allowances and travel
expenses.

By Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (1036 signatures).

Public holidays
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the new grand final eve and Easter
Sunday public holidays will result in both lost productivity
and higher wage costs for small business at a stage when
many are already facing difficult times. At a time of high and

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria call on the Minister for Planning in the
Andrews Labor government to reject amendment C153 and
the proposed planning permit, in line with the Whitehorse
City Council recent decision of 16 March 2015.

By Mr WATT (Burwood) (39 signatures).

Woori Yallock Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Yarra Valley draws to the
attention of the house the desperate need for electronic
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40km/h speed limit signs to be installed on Healesville-Koo
Wee Rup Road at Woori Yallock Primary School.

special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian government
schools during school hours.

The Victorian coalition promised $60 000 to install the signs
if it was re-elected at the 2014 state election. Premier Daniel
Andrews and Labor have refused to commit this funding to
ensure the safety of local children and crossing guards.

Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break their promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urge the state government to provide
crucial funds for electronic 40km/h speed limit signs at Woori
Yallock Primary School to ensure the safety of local school
children.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (250 signatures).
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (112 signatures).

Special religious instruction

Grand Final Friday

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents in the Warrandyte electorate
draws to the attention of the house that the government has
scrapped voluntary special religious instruction (SRI) in
Victorian government schools during school hours.
Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that as of next year they will break their
promise.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours, as has
been the case in Victoria for decades.

Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (50 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain residents of Victoria draws to the
attention of the house that the government has scrapped
voluntary special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian
government schools during school hours.

We, the undersigned citizens of Victoria, call on the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria to note the harmful impacts
of the decision by the Andrews government to declare new
public holidays in Victoria.
At a time of high and rising unemployment and when many
businesses are already doing it tough, Daniel Andrews has
imposed a major new cost that will see many businesses close
their doors for the day, employees lose much-needed shifts
and inflict significant damage on our state’s economy.
The Andrews government’s own assessment of the grand
final eve public holiday put the cost of the holiday to Victoria
at up to $898 million per year.
The impact of these additional costs will not be restricted to
businesses, with local government and hospitals also affected,
leaving ratepayers and the community to foot the bill.
We therefore call on the Andrews government to reverse its
decision to impose the grand final eve public holiday.

By Mr NORTHE (Morwell) (51 signatures).

Bunyip North quarry
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Prior to the last election, Daniel Andrews and Labor said they
would not scrap SRI during school hours in Victorian
government schools. Daniel Andrews and James Merlino
have announced that next year they will break this promise
and will only allow SRI to occur outside of school hours or
during lunch breaks.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

Mr WATT (Burwood) (115 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents in the Morwell electorate draws to
the attention of the house that the government has scrapped

The petition of the Mt Cannibal and District Preservation
Group Inc. who represent concerned residents in the Cardinia
shire region draws to the attention of the house that the
Garfield North rock quarry being proposed by Hanson at
Bunyip North has reached a critical stage in the application
process with an EES referral being submitted on 5 October
2015.
There are approximately 70 homes within a 1.5-kilometre
radius of the proposed quarry. The sensitive areas of Mount
Cannibal and Cannibal Creek may well be impacted by the
activity proposed during the extraction of material from the
site. All the local environment groups — Landcare, the
Cardinia Environment Coalition, the Friends of Mt Cannibal
and the Cardinia Shire Council have called for an EES to be
undertaken.
We believe there is potential for impact on the amenity of a
significant number of residents and local areas of
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significance, including important areas of Aboriginal heritage,
flora, fauna and water.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ask that the Minister for Planning
request an environment effects statement (EES) for the
proposed Hanson Garfield North quarry in Bunyip North.

By Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) (406 signatures).

Endangered animal protection
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of members of the Taylors Lakes Secondary
College community, including students, staff and parents
draws to the attention of the house or points out to the house
the allowance of big game hunting of endangered animals for
the purposes of sport.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria acknowledge that certain animals need
to be protected from hunting for the purposes of sport. These
animals include the lion, the elephant, the leopard, the
rhinoceros, the giraffe and the tiger. These animals are part of
a natural ecosystem that is a treasure to every single person,
yet their hunting for sport draws them dangerously close to
extinction. We request the house acknowledge the need for
action to protect these animals.

By Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (308 signatures).

Warrandyte police resources
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Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Warrandyte be considered next day on
motion of Mr SMITH (Warrandyte).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Eildon be considered next day on
motion of Ms McLEISH (Eildon).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Burwood be considered next day on
motion of Mr WATT (Burwood).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Benambra the considered next day on
motion of Mr TILLEY (Benambra).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Morwell be considered next day on
motion of Mr NORTHE (Morwell).

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2015–16
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) presented report,
together with appendices, extract of proceedings,
minority report and transcripts of evidence.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Tabled.

To the Honourable Speaker and members of the Legislative
Assembly.

Ordered that report, appendices, extract of
proceedings and minority report be published.

The petition of the residents of the district of Warrandyte
draws the attention of the house to their concerns, namely —
1.

that Warrandyte police station is not currently manned
24 hours per day, 7 days per week;

2.

that the Warrandyte police station is manned by only
seven officers, covering weekly shifts; and

3.

that the Warrandyte community has experienced an
escalation in local crime.

And calls on the Victorian government to raise these matters
to the chief commissioner and advocate for increased
resources at Warrandyte police station, as well as increased
hours of operation.

By Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) (1174 signatures).

ENVIRONMENT, NATURAL RESOURCES
AND REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
COMMITTEE
Country Fire Authority Fiskville training
college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) presented special
report on production of documents together with
appendix.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

DOCUMENTS

Tabled.
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Narracan be considered next day on
motion of Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan).

Tabled by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Public Hospitals: 2014–2015 Audit
Snapshot — Ordered to be published
Community Visitors — Report 2014–15 under s 35 of the
Disability Act 2006, s 224 of the Mental Health Act 2014 and
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s 195 of the Supported Residential Services (Private
Proprietors) Act 2010 — Ordered to be published
Coronial Council of Victoria — Report 2014–15
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 — Report 2014–15
under s 31
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 — Report 2014–15
of the Victorian Inspectorate under s 39
Project Development and Construction Management Act
1994 — Nomination order under s 6, application order under
s 8 and a statement under s 9 of reasons for making a
nomination order (three documents)
Public Transport Development Authority — Report 2014–15
Shrine of Remembrance — Report 2014–15
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under s 15
in relation to Statutory Rules 116, 117
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 — Report 2014–15 under
s 30L
Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 — Reports
2014–15 under ss 13, 13ZR and 21M (two documents)
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that the communities of Lynbrook and Lyndhurst are
effectively cut off from each other. Residents who need
to travel between suburbs need to take a 12-kilometre
journey in order to reach locations that are just a few
hundred metres apart.
With the area being represented by three Labor
members of Parliament, two of them ministers and one
actually the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, you
would think that this issue would have been dealt with
as soon as possible. Unfortunately not one of these
Labor members — the members for Narre Warren
South, Narre Warren North or Lyndhurst — live
anywhere near the areas they claim to represent.
Consequently they are unlikely to experience the
frustration that is felt by residents on a daily basis, and
to date they seem reluctant to do anything about it. I
thank Cr Stapledon for bringing this matter to my
attention, and on behalf of Casey residents I ask the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety to make opening
this road a priority.

Brooklyn industrial precinct

Tourism Victoria — Report 2014–15
Wildlife Act 1975 — Report 2014–15 of the Victorian
Inspectorate under s 74P.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday,
24 November 2015.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Evans Road, Lynbrook
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — Communities right
across the state are learning that the Andrews Labor
government has no interest in tackling Victoria’s
growing list of road and traffic problems. Last week I
met with Casey councillors Amanda Stapledon and
Damien Rosario, along with about 50 Casey residents,
to look at the ridiculous situation that is Evans Road in
Lynbrook.
Evans Road has been closed to through traffic for
12 years now, with VicRoads citing the need for safety
improvements to be made at the South Gippsland
Highway and Evans Road intersection before Evans
Road can be reopened as a through road. This means

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — Last Friday I
joined community representatives, the Environment
Protection Authority, local businesses and Brimbank
City Council to cut the ribbon on the newly surfaced
Bunting and Jones roads in the Brooklyn industrial
precinct. This $2.6 million joint project was delivered
through a partnership between the state government and
the Brimbank City Council.
In 2011 the Environment Protection Authority
identified that sealing these roads would significantly
assist in reducing dust pollution. These projects were
also recognised as vitally important in the Brooklyn
Evolution strategy. That is why I am incredibly grateful
to the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water for allocating an additional $950 000 to make
these sealing projects possible. But the real credit here
goes to the community, which has fought long and hard
for it, including locals such as Bert Boere, Laurie Bell,
Bruce Light and Geoff Mitchelmore.
I also acknowledge the extensive efforts of others who
have been central to action on pollution in Brooklyn:
Brimbank City Council’s administrators John Watson,
John Tanner and especially Jane Nathan; Brimbank
City Council CEO Paul Younis and former CEO Bill
Jaboor; Brimbank’s planning team, Susan Fitton, Stuart
Menzies and Adrian Ashford; and Brooklyn
Community Representative Group chair Jen Lilburn
and secretary Andrea Mason. Many others have also
assisted. I am extremely proud of the environmentally
responsible action the Andrews Labor government has
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taken on pollution in the Brooklyn industrial precinct.
We promised the community that we would work to
reduce odour and dust in the local area, and sealing
these dustbowl local roads is a major step forward.

Hamilton Livestock Exchange
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It was a great pleasure to
attend the opening and first lamb sale at the newly built
first stage of the Hamilton Livestock Exchange. This
fabulous new facility will help build on the Western
District’s reputation as being a centre of excellence for
premium livestock and wool production. I urge the
Andrews Labor government to see the value of this
project and provide funding for stage 2 of the Hamilton
Livestock Exchange.

Remembrance Day
Ms KEALY — It was an honour and privilege to
join the Lake Bolac community in acknowledging those
who served, died or suffered for Australia’s cause in all
wars, armed conflicts and peacekeeping activities. We
will remember them. Lest we forget.

Casterton-Coleraine Road
Ms KEALY — The Casterton-Coleraine Road is in
an absolutely appalling state and presents a clear danger
to all road users. I again invite the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety to see firsthand the impact his 10 per
cent cut to the road asset maintenance budget has had
on the road surface quality in western Victoria.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Ms KEALY — I am very proud to have recently
signed a pledge of support for Country Fire Authority
(CFA) volunteers with cancer at the Horsham CFA
station. This station is manned 100 per cent by
volunteers. I strongly support non-discriminatory
presumptive cancer compensation for all Victorian
firefighters, and I urge the Andrews Labor government
to ensure that all firefighters are treated equally and
with the respect they deserve.

Moyston water resources
Ms KEALY — This year’s firefighting activity in
the Moyston area depleted many water resources.
Coupled with poor rainfall, local people have great
concern that there is insufficient access to water for
firefighting purposes this coming season. I urge the
government to review pipeline tapping points in the
region to ensure that the CFA and local landholders
have access to water so that they can protect their
people and property.
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Federation University Australia Horsham
childcare centre
Ms KEALY — I call on the Andrews Labor
government to commit to provide any shortfall of
funding to rebuild the Horsham Federation University
childcare centre, which was recently destroyed by fire.

Nhill Men’s Shed
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to the Nhill
community, including their local Karen people and the
members of the Nhill men’s shed, for recently
launching the Nhill Karen men’s shed program.

Bill Stonnill
Ms KEALY — Congratulations to Bill Stonnill and
the Coleraine P&A Society committee for putting on a
fabulous event this past weekend.

Country Fire Authority Fiskville training
college
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — Today the
Environment, Natural Resources and Regional
Development Committee has tabled a special report,
because it is having so much trouble getting the
documents it needs from the Country Fire Authority
(CFA). The original time frame for this inquiry into the
CFA training college at Fiskville was very short,
because people affected by the practices there have
been waiting for answers for far too long. The
committee was forced to request an extension and was
granted one until March, but if it is to meet this
deadline it urgently needs all the CFA board papers that
are relevant to Fiskville.
Whilst the CFA and its solicitors may argue that it has
complied with our summons, the fact remains that at
the time of the committee passing its resolution to
report to Parliament the committee had received the
minutes of only 51 out of 739 board meetings. It has
since received minutes for a further 51 meetings,
totalling just over 100 of 739 meetings to date. These
documents are crucial to our investigation, in particular
to meet term of reference 3— a study of the role of past
and present executive management at Fiskville. In the
words of the Premier:
We need a full and frank inquiry to answer every question,
honour every worker and reassure every family.

The committee has heard from many people about how
the chemical contamination at Fiskville has affected
them and their families. Just yesterday at a
remembrance service I met with a former volunteer
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who has had very bad news about the cancer he has
been fighting. We cannot wait any longer. We urge the
CFA to do the right thing.

Otama submarine
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The submarine
HMAS Otama was left to rot in Western Port for close
to 10 years by the Bracks and Brumby governments.
Immediately after winning government in 2010 I wrote
to the new Minister for Environment and Climate
Change to ask him to overturn the decisions of the past
and give permission for the submarine to come ashore
and be granted an actual home location. The Western
Port community was elated when the minister provided
written permission for the Western Port Oberon
Association to bring the Otama ashore adjacent to the
Western Port Marina in Hastings.
The association had believed that once a home had
been secured for the vessel, financiers would provide
the funding to bring it ashore. However, after three
years of hard work with little success it was clear that
after the global financial crisis private funding had
become more difficult to obtain. I therefore sought
funding from the Napthine government, and in 2014 I
was successful in obtaining a commitment of $1 million
to bring the Otama ashore. When Labor won the
November 2014 state election the submarine was one
of the many worthwhile projects cancelled. Funding
was withdrawn. Earlier this year I again wrote to the
minister asking that funding for the Hastings submarine
project be recommitted. I later received a response
refusing that request.
Today I am again asking the Andrews government to
reconsider its decision not to provide funding to bring
the Otama ashore. The Otama is a unique and historic
vessel that I am confident will become one of Victoria’s
biggest tourism attractions. The opportunity to visit a
real Oberon-class submarine and experience what life
was like for the crew working inside it would be an
enormous drawcard for tens of thousands of visitors a
year from across Australia and around the world. The
jobs and opportunities generated for local people
through this outstanding tourism attraction would be a
stepping stone to many other tourism attractions and
small businesses across the Western Port area.

Grand Final Friday
Mr BURGESS — A report released recently by the
Australian Industry Group showed that Victorian
businesses were highly critical of Labor’s grand final
public holiday.
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Michelle Payne
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — In
what has been considered as one of the most important
things to ever happen in racing it was with great
excitement that we all watched Michelle Payne become
the first female jockey to win the Melbourne Cup. In a
sport that has for far too long designated the track to the
men and exiled the women to the sidelines or to
fashions on the field Michelle’s triumph on the Prince
of Penzance proved once again that it is merit, not
gender, that victory is made of. Despite marvelling in
the glory like most others, Michelle put it plain and
simple that her achievements came at a price, with
gender inequality at its heart. Michelle highlighted the
barriers she had to overcome to simply be awarded the
opportunity to ride in the Melbourne Cup. To her great
credit she also thanked those who had always supported
her. Her loyalty to and love for her brother Stevie also
shone through.
Her success demonstrated that, yes, women can take on
the world but also that when it comes to the unequal
society we live in everyone has a responsibility to make
it more equitable. Fathers have a responsibility to
encourage their daughters to believe that they can
achieve anything on and off the track. Teachers and
coaches have a responsibility to once and for all stop
telling our boys that they are ‘playing like girls’. It is
not just in racing or at the elite level that women are
perceived as second best — in nearly every endeavour
we see women facing barriers simply because they are
women. Today we announced our Victoria Against
Violence campaign, and we hope that, like Michelle,
this will challenge many of the barriers women face.

Darnum war memorial
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — On Sunday,
8 November, I had the pleasure of attending the
rededication of the Darnum war memorial. The original
memorial was located adjacent to the Princes Freeway,
and the Darnum Progress Association decided that a
more appropriate location would be in the grounds of
the Darnum Memorial Hall. Thanks to the hard work
and commitment of Mark Sage and his association, in
particular Irene Broadbent; the support of the Trafalgar
Bendigo community bank and Baw Baw Shire Council;
and the funding from the federal government the new
memorial has become a reality and a monument that all
locals and visitors can be very proud of.

Nilma Primary School
Mr BLACKWOOD — On Monday, 9 November, I
attended the Nilma Primary School dedication of its roll
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of honour. The honour board was restored with funding
made available by the coalition government, and the
school community expressed its appreciation for that
support. Eight former students of the school paid the
ultimate sacrifice in the Great War, and their individual
service records were read by students Lachlan Axford,
Megan Griggs, Bailey Dent, Kirsty Wooster, Deakin
Santo, Rose-Anne Scott, Andrew Burdett and Riley
Kleeven. Student leaders Holly Farnham, Charlotte
Brown, Shelby McGrath and Anthony Scott provided a
background to the project and thanked Warragul RSL
sub-branch members Noel Tucker and Ron Blair for
their assistance, builder Phil Farnham for remounting
the honour board and teacher Kerry Williams for
submitting the funding application. Congratulations to
principal Annette Sutherland, teachers, staff, school
council president Nicki Kimm, parents and bugler Julie
Riley, and a special tribute to all students who were
very attentive and displayed genuine respect during the
ceremony.

Remembrance Day
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — Yesterday I had the
privilege of attending the Caroline Springs RSL
Remembrance Day memorial service along with the
member for Sydenham and Cesar Melhem, MLC, a
member for Western Metropolitan Region. I was
honoured to attend this service on Remembrance Day, a
day where across the state we stand in silence to
commemorate all those who have sacrificed so much
during war. The service run by the Caroline Springs
RSL was incredibly moving. In the 97th year of
Remembrance Day we remembered the lives lost and
sacrifices made.
With this year being the 100th anniversary of the Anzac
landings at Gallipoli, Remembrance Day was ever the
more poignant. We have heard so much this year about
the sacrifices and bravery of our Anzac soldiers during
World War I, and it was wonderful to have the time to
pause and reflect and be able to think about the
sacrifices they have made throughout conflicts since
those landings. Not every war is a just war, but it is
important that we commemorate those who have fought
and died on behalf of their country and what they
believe in. I thank the Caroline Springs RSL for the
excellent work it does in keeping the Anzac spirit alive
and for hosting Remembrance Day on behalf of our
local community.

Diwali festival
Ms KAIROUZ — On another matter, Diwali is one
of the most famous festivals and is celebrated by many
Indian families by performing traditional activities with
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their friends and families. I wish every member of my
community a happy Diwali, particularly the Indian
community. I wish them good fortune, health and
prosperity.
Statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling on the
member for Shepparton, I wish to acknowledge in the
gallery a former member for Warrnambool. Welcome.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Statements resumed.

Tatura water summit
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — On Wednesday,
28 October, the Committee for Greater Shepparton,
Greater Shepparton City Council and I convened a
water summit at Unilever in Tatura. The Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water attended
together with her advisers and departmental staff, along
with approximately 80 other stakeholders from the
region.
The purpose of the summit was, one, to provide a clear
understanding of the range of scenarios for northern
Victorian communities resulting from the sustainable
diversion limit negotiations with the federal
government in 2016; two, to clearly articulate what the
best case scenario looks like for northern Victoria;
three, to help provide a credible and evidence-based
platform for the Victorian government to use in
negotiations; and, four, to establish a working group to
continue to address these issues and, if necessary,
conduct its own socio-economic impact statement.
The outcome of the meeting was a clearly articulated
call for the following: a halt to all water recovery
initiatives that take water out of productive agriculture
so as to protect our economy, our jobs and our futures;
an independent socio-economic analysis of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan to date; a ban on future
commonwealth water purchases; a demand that the
commonwealth government commit to funding and
delivering the full 650 gigalitres of environmental
offsets created, by using environmental water
efficiently; and a demand that the commonwealth
government halt all efforts to recover 450 gigalitres of
additional water for South Australia.
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Bellarine Relay for Life

Mirboo North Secondary College

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Last Sunday, 8 November, I
once again had the pleasure to attend the opening of the
Bellarine Relay for Life 2015, which was the fifth
running of the event, and as with other years it was a
resounding success thanks to the organisers, volunteers
and of course participants. This year 35 teams entered,
made up of hundreds of people all prepared to take part
in the 24-hour event to raise important funds for cancer
research and, in doing so, to remember loved family
members or friends lost to cancer or to support those
currently fighting the disease. Fittingly this year the
first lap was walked by survivors and carers.

Mr D. O’BRIEN — Mirboo North is another great
part of my electorate, and the newly rebuilt secondary
college, funded by the coalition, is running some
innovative programs, including its Victorian certificate
of applied learning students studying the troubling issue
of homelessness. Last week Melina Bath, a member for
Eastern Victoria Region in the other place, the member
for Morwell and I met with students for a challenging
discussion on how to tackle this issue and why billions
of dollars of spending over the past few decades has not
made much of an impression. Well done to these young
leaders and their teacher, Andrew McGrath, for their
passion and their plans for a local version of the Sleep
at the ’G to raise funds for and awareness of
homelessness.

I take this opportunity to thank Steve Gibbs, who has
been MC of this event for the last three years, the
committee for the Bellarine Relay for Life, especially
Heather Grant as the chair, and also Loz Hardman, the
2014 Spirit of Relay winner for her wonderful efforts. I
also congratulate all the volunteers who took part.

Queenscliff Kindergarten
Ms NEVILLE — On another matter, last week I
also had the privilege to open the new Queenscliff
Kindergarten. The facility has increased the kinder’s
capacity to now cater for 33 children. It includes space
for the maternal and child health centre, a new disabled
toilet, a covered outdoor teaching space, refurbished
offices and meeting spaces. Thanks to the Borough of
Queenscliffe, the kindergarten committee of
management, the Point Lonsdale Lions Club and the
community market which, together with $350 000
funding from government, made the much-needed
project a reality. I thank the children for the beautiful
artwork they presented to me, which is now on
prominent display in my office.

Tarwin Valley
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Gippsland
South is the most beautiful electorate in the state, so it
was a pleasure to join my colleague in the other place
Melina Bath, a member for Eastern Victoria Region, to
attend the launch recently of a new Tarwin Valley
brand with the catchline ‘Bountiful, beautiful, brilliant’.
Tarwin Valley promotes the lush countryside, superb
produce, pristine beaches and rich cultural and tourism
attractions of the region, which includes Koonwarra,
Meeniyan, Dumbalk, Fish Creek, Walkerville, Tarwin
Lower and Waratah Bay. This is a great community-led
initiative to better brand one of the best regions in the
state.

The ArtSpace, Mirboo North
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Mirboo North’s arts
community is also vibrant, and I was pleased to
officially reopen The ArtSpace on Friday night. It is a
community-run venue supporting 35 local artists with a
workshop, retail space and small gallery. It is right next
to Grand Ridge Brewery — I inform members that the
brewery’s products are available in the members dining
room — and a great place to visit.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I am also pleased to have
signed a pledge committing myself to fair presumptive
legislation for all firefighters. Our local volunteers do a
wonderful job, and all those who contract types of
cancer should be supported.

Korumburra cenotaph
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It was also great to attend the
rededication of the Korumburra cenotaph at the
Remembrance Day ceremony yesterday, which
included the unveiling of a further 13 local names of the
fallen not previously listed. Well done to the Moon
family for their research in identifying this gap in our
local history.

Christ the King Primary School, Newcomb
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — It was a real pleasure
to visit Christ the King Primary School in Newcomb to
talk to year 5 and 6 students about leadership in our
community. The students have been learning about
what makes a good leader. I enjoyed talking to the
students about my role, and we had lots of fun breaking
into groups to debate the issue of an increased tax on
sugary drinks. It is great to see our schools taking a lead
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in educating our future leaders. Principal Jose Blackley
and her dedicated team of teachers and staff are to be
commended for ensuring that their students are given
every opportunity.

like to thank my fellow celebrity challenge races. Better
luck next year.

Geelong new and emerging communities
leadership program

Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Over a
decade ago in Springvale I met Sawin Saramanee and
his friends from Myanmar. They told me of the political
persecution and corruption in their homeland. They also
told me about Aung San Suu Kyi, who was still under
house arrest by the military rulers. Not since 1962 has
there been a fair and free election in Myanmar. So to be
in Yangon for the 8 November election was a landmark
event for us all. Everywhere you went there were
posters, billboards, flags, rallies, chanting and singing,
with the colour red dominating. You could sense
something was happening.

Ms COUZENS — Opportunities for leadership
roles do not always come easily. Providing
opportunities to those from low socio-economic
communities is critical. I was recently invited to speak
at the new and emerging communities leadership
program to talk to a group of 24 dedicated people from
16 different nations who are keen to take on leadership
roles in the Geelong community. I heard many stories
from participants about how, as refugees, they came to
this country under horrific and tragic circumstances. I
admire their courage and commitment, after great
struggle, to get to this, their new country. Some have
only been here for five months but have taken up
opportunities to engage with the community and to
develop their skills to become good, strong community
leaders.

Solar Car Challenge
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) — I wish to congratulate
the owners, and in particular the manager, of Wilson
Transformers in Wodonga, along with the staff who
organise the annual Solar Car Challenge. This
challenge is an innovative way of nurturing an interest
in the manufacturing industry among year 9 and
year 10 secondary students.
Eleven border schools from New South Wales and
Victoria participated in this year’s challenge. Teams
were given the components and dimensions for their
vehicles and the design was entirely up to them. They
had five months to complete their vehicle, including
testing configurations and sizes and taking advice from
industry mentors. Border Christian College completed
119 laps of the circuit in 1 hour to be crowned the 2015
winners, with Corowa High School second and
Wodonga Middle Years College third. The challenge
for Victorian secondary school participants is laid down
for next year’s event.
Business mentors should certainly be acknowledged
and thanked for their support of the innovators of the
future. I will name a few, including Bertazzo
Engineered, Lucas Mill, Terry Cornelius Panels, the
Department of Defence, Blacklocks Ford, J. C. Butko
Engineering, Milspec Manufacturing, Kdec, Biti
Motors and Flack Engineering Services. I would also

Myanmar election

For the first time international observers were allowed
to monitor the election. Thanks to the formidable
efforts of Professor Damien Kingsbury and his wife,
my great friend Rae Kingsbury, under the auspices of
Australian People for Health, Education and
Development Abroad, my husband, Stephen, and I
were there, amongst a team of 40. Everywhere we were
greeted with welcoming arms and sincere thanks from
the people. I hope our presence helped. People needed
to know the risky task of voting was happening under
our watchful eye and that we would tell the world if
things were not right. We often heard people say,
‘Thank you for helping my country’.
To the people of Myanmar, your earnestness —
diligently making sure your vote was valid and proudly
displaying your inked finger after voting — your
courage and your belief in the power of voting was
inspiring. We are so very grateful for you reminding us
all of its precious value. Despite past brutal struggles,
the people of Myanmar smile more easily and broadly
than people anywhere else. We are all now hoping for a
better and brighter future for them all.
Aung San Suu Kyi led her party admirably — so steady
and sure. If the activity on the streets is any indication,
her dedicated supporters worked so very hard. May
they rejoice in their landslide victory, and I pray they
are allowed to and will govern wisely. Many challenges
and great expectations face them. To Sawin and friends
in the Melbourne community from Myanmar, this is
your victory too. I call upon the Australian government
and its people to support the courageous and smiling
people of Myanmar in the times ahead.
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Villers-Bretonneux delegation
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — It was my pleasure to attend a
dinner hosted by the Swan Hill Rural City Council in
honour of a delegation from Villers-Bretonneux led by its
mayor, Dr Patrick Simon. Robinvale has had a long
association with Villers-Bretonneux, and the Robinvale
Villers-Bretonneux Association has hosted and visited
Villers-Bretonneux on many occasions. As Australia
celebrated a century of Anzac, Robinvale and
Villers-Bretonneux are strengthening their relationship in
preparation of their centenary in 2018.

Mildura Rural City Council
Mr CRISP — Mildura Rural City Council had its
annual mayoral election last week, and I would like to
offer my congratulations to Glenn Milne for retaining
the position of mayor and Sharyon Peart for being
elected deputy mayor. Council is currently completing
a number of government-funded projects which will
benefit Mildura’s future.

Clontarf academies cricket tournament
Mr CRISP — Three north-western Victorian
Clontarf academies played off in a round robin cricket
tournament in Mildura recently. It was my pleasure to
join the players and the staff, as both a square leg
umpire and ultimately a fielder. Thank you to Mick
James and the Clontarf team for their work in engaging
Aboriginal youth in education.

Tony Mangan
Mr CRISP — Mildura has lost a prominent
businessman and someone who was a character larger
than life. Tony Mangan’s dedication, enthusiasm and
persistence to the causes he was pursuing were
remarkable. Tony worked with my office to secure road
train access to the major wineries located south of
Mildura. In difficult times the wine industry needed
every possible productivity gain to be pursued, and
Tony pursued those with vigour. He was a clear thinker
in the pursuit of productivity, and he will be missed by
the causes he championed. To his family and friends: I
am sorry for your sadness and grief at this time.

Cure for MND Foundation
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Will Hamilton
and Lily Ivey are two very motivated students at Girton
Grammar School. Through their role as year 5 student
representative council representatives they held a
school fundraiser to support Neale Daniher’s Cure for
MND Foundation. The school held a footy theme day
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and a sausage sizzle. Overall the school raised $2213
for the Cure for MND Foundation.
I want to thank everyone who supported Daniher’s
Drive across regional Victoria recently. It was a hugely
successful event. The kids at Castlemaine Secondary
College were thrilled to have Neale and some of his
team stop at the school on their way to Bendigo. In
Bendigo a huge dinner attended by around 700 people
was the highlight of the event, and it was an honour to
be part of it. Congratulations to Neale, his family and
many supporters for their efforts in spreading the
message about motor neurone disease.

Battle of Long Tan commemorative quilt
Ms EDWARDS — I was honoured to open the
Vietnam veterans state conference in Castlemaine last
Saturday. All of the sub-branches from across Victoria
were represented. The highlight of the conference was
the unveiling of the commemorative quilt that has been
made in preparation for the anniversary of the Battle of
Long Tan next year. The quilt is a work of art, and each
square is representative of one of the 28 sub-branches.
It will be a lasting legacy for the Vietnam veterans for
generations to come. The quilt will be on a touring
display in 2016, with a formal presentation at a civic
reception before being laid at the National Vietnam
Veterans Museum. Without the support of the Victorian
government the branch would not be able to undertake
this project and others to commemorate the anniversary
of the Battle of Long Tan. Thank you to all our
Vietnam veterans who work tirelessly to support
returned servicemen, their partners and families, and for
their volunteer work in our communities.

Warburton Primary School
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I was so pleased to have
the opportunity to participate in the recent
140th birthday celebrations for Warburton Primary
School. Held on the day of the annual — and
predictably wet — spring fair, the occasion was one to
be enjoyed. Principal Damian Marley, decked out in
historical dress and later in his 1970s flares, was joined
by his dedicated staff as well as by students, parents,
past students and past principals. Torah Balding, the
youngest student, together with former student
91-year-old Dick Leith, cut the cake. Dick’s daughter
Kerry Jorgenson, former student and principal for
15 years, was also in attendance and continues to be a
great supporter of the school. One of the parents, Teresa
Reynolds, went to great efforts to dress the choir in
historical costume, which I am sure contributed to their
fine performance on the day. The little voices were
delightful.
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Mansfield High Country Festival and Spring
Arts
Ms McLEISH — Mansfield is definitely one of the
most vibrant and energetic towns in country Victoria.
The recent high country and spring arts festivals offered
11 days of jam-packed arts and activities. It was most
definitely a wonderful celebration of art, festivities,
music, food and wine. There are so many people in the
community to thank for their efforts to make each event
and the overall festivals a great success. Lee Huber and
the Arts Council of Mansfield, as always, put in a great
effort, as did Anne Mudge and the Mansfield District
Hospital Auxiliary. There were many local sponsors,
including the many venues who hosted events
willingly, and of course there was the Mansfield and
District — MAD — Orchestra. I attended the
Mansfield art glass exhibition, festival opening, hospital
auxiliary art show and street carnival. I was truly
amazed by the torchlight parade and fireworks — a
night of lights and sirens, with Mansfield streets ablaze
and abuzz. I was thrilled to see Mansfield arts council
founder Liz Bannister acknowledged with the council’s
first life membership — well deserved.

Michelle and Stevie Payne
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise to congratulate
Niddrie’s most famous constituent, Michelle Payne, on
her history-making Melbourne Cup victory. The first
woman to win the race that stops a nation — what an
achievement!
Watched by millions and in front of more than
100 000 cheering fans, Michelle piloted Prince of
Penzance to claim the 155th Melbourne Cup by half a
length. Considered a long shot at 100 to 1 at the jump,
Prince of Penzance left behind all fancied internationals
and all favourites. It was a terrific race to watch, and
Michelle’s skill and strength shone through. She had
started that day from barrier 1, which was a spot drawn
by her loving brother and devoted strapper, Stevie. She
took Prince of Penzance to the front in the main straight
and stayed there.
What really struck me and millions of others was the
amazing story of Michelle and her brother that emerged
once the race had been won. Michelle’s post-race
interview epitomised Australian sport, when she said to
everyone watching worldwide that anyone who thinks a
woman is not good enough for group 1 racing ‘can get
stuffed’. In years to come Michelle’s victory will be
considered a game changer for women’s sport. She is
reported as saying in the online version of the Age of
4 November:
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I’m so glad to win the Melbourne Cup and, hopefully, it will
help female jockeys from now on to get more of a go.
Because I believe that we sort of don’t get enough of a go and
hopefully this will help.

It was impossible not to be moved by the pride on
Stevie’s face, a man who had never been defined by his
impairment, when he led a Melbourne Cup champion
into the winners’ circle. Finally, the horse Prince of
Penzance himself deserves much praise as does the
trainer, Darren Weir, from Berriwillock in the Mallee.
The 2015 Melbourne Cup is a genuine sporting
fairytale. Michelle had dreamt about it since the age of
5, and at 30 she had done it. Well done, Michelle — a
fitting win on behalf of a stable of determined
dreamers.

Michelle and Stevie Payne
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — The Melbourne Cup this
year will be one for the history books and possibly the
silver screen. Prince of Penzance, the 100 to 1 outsider,
stormed home to claim the cup. This win was of
particular importance to the promotion of regional
racing and of special importance to Ripon.
The lead connection Sandy McGregor of Callawadda,
the trainer Darren Weir’s stables near Ascot, the
strapper Stevie Payne from Miners Rest and not least
the jockey, Michelle Payne, are all based in Ripon. I
want particularly to pay tribute to Michelle Payne’s
winning ride and her now famous post-race comments
that ‘women can do anything and we can beat the
world’. Firsts are important. Firsts for women change
the possibilities for other women. Other brilliant female
jockeys will get their group 1 chances now because of
Michelle’s win.
Country racing is an important contributor to the
economic and social development of country Victoria.
The industry delivers employment for trainers,
breeders, jockeys and support staff. The undisputed
training hub in country Victoria is Ballarat Turf Club
near Ascot. Australia’s leading trainer, Darren Weir, is
based there, and the Cumani family is bringing their
Australian training base there with over 50 other
trainers.
The Ballarat Cup is on Saturday, 21 November. I urge
everyone to get along and enjoy a premiere day of
country racing.

Shirley Cohen
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I wish to inform the house
of and also lament the passing of the exceptional
Shirley Cohen, not only one of my constituents and a
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longstanding member of my Australian Labor Party
branch in Eltham, but also a good friend.
Shirley was born Shirley Carter in Western Australia in
1926, and she was fortunate to have a loving and
stimulating childhood. It was in Perth as a student that
she met John Cohen at the Labor Club at university,
forming what would be a lifelong partnership of great
love and respect which would span over six decades.
Shirley was passionate about social justice, equality and
education for all. She well understood the importance
of education in improving lives and in offering
opportunity. It was these passions which led her to a
career in education and psychology. It also informed
her commitment to the Labor Party as the best vehicle
for making Australia a fairer and just country.
Shirley was a person of great intellect, kindness and
affection, who would listen to your view on a topic and
then in a few words persuade you of her point in the
gentlest possible way, always with respect. Shirley was
a woman of great kindness and patience; everyone who
knew Shirley and John well understood the patience she
demonstrated to her very energetic and enthusiastic
husband. To me she was a good friend — always there
with a loving and supportive word, a reassuring squeeze
of the arm — as she was to a great many people.
Throughout her 89 years Shirley did not waste one
moment and clearly understood what gives life
purpose — to love, often unconditionally.
Shirley will be sadly missed by her children, Rhonda,
Roslyn and Keith; by their partners; by her
grandchildren; and by many members of the Eltham
branch of the ALP. We will all miss the wonderful
Shirley Cohen.

INAUGURAL SPEECHES
The SPEAKER — Order! Members will now make
inaugural speeches in accordance with the resolution of
the house. I remind members of the courtesies extended
to members making inaugural speeches.

Member for Polwarth
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — I am honoured to
stand in this grand Victorian Parliament today as a
representative of the good people of Polwarth, a people
who for 126 years have shown great faith in their
elected members to represent the solid values of strong
communities, viable farms and businesses, and as a
member who is one of them.
I wish to thank the people of Polwarth for supporting
my candidacy in what was a strong by-election process,
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with eight candidates competing for their votes. I must
also acknowledge and thank the dedicated and loyal
support I received from the Liberal Party and its
volunteer members and MPs, along with the many
close and dear friends who supported me across the
12 500 square kilometres and 42 polling booths that
comprise Polwarth. Speaker, I thank you also for the
Queensland tan I now have, a result of four weeks of
north-facing, shadeless early voting which my
supporters and I endured. In particular I would like to
thank my campaign team: Ian Pugh, Peter and Mary
Hay, Joe McCracken, Bronwyn McKenzie, Gavin
Brien, ‘Snag’ Smith, Bev McArthur and Norma Wells.
I wish to record the enormous support shown over
many years by both my parents, Marg and Peter
Riordan, who always knew that representing Polwarth
was a dream of mine. Finally, but not least importantly,
I must thank my incredibly patient wife, Catherine, who
apart from having her own career is unquestionably
manager of government business in the Riordan
household. Catherine and I started this journey over
22 years ago, when we met at university at a Young
Liberals event. In this year of our 20th wedding
anniversary, having raised our four children, Alex,
Edward, Millie and Lucy, and having been heavily
involved in our community, we begin a new journey
representing our community at a different but vitally
important level.
I cannot begin to tell this 58th Parliament of the
wonders and secrets of Polwarth without first
acknowledging the significant contributions of my
12 predecessors over these past 126 years. Most
significantly I wish to place on the record my gratitude
to my immediate predecessor, the Honourable Terry
Mulder. Terry has set a high benchmark, and I note that
in 1999, when giving his maiden speech, Terry drew
the house’s attention to the significant challenge of a
7 per cent unemployment rate, which at that time was
below the state average. After 16 years, with the last 4
in government, Terry’s legacy is a 1.3 per cent
unemployment rate. This low jobless rate is not only
the lowest in Victoria but also Australia. It is a
benchmark for which Terry and the people of Polwarth
can be justly proud.
Like all my Polwarth predecessors, I come to this place
today with a small business and a farming background.
I come to this place having worked long and hard for
20 years in my own family business, employing locals
and servicing the entire electorate. While I was born
and bred and educated in Polwarth, I have also raised
my own family in this vibrant rural community over the
past 16 years. I have served my community on local
hospital and catchment management boards under both
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Liberal and Labor governments. I have worked on a
variety of school and sporting communities, and I have
involved myself in local and regional issues. I can
confidently say that I understand the daily pressures on
small business and farmers, who are not only the
backbone of a Polwarth economy but of our state as a
whole. I also understand the need for accessible and
quality health and educational opportunities.
State government affects all our lives: how we live
through planning, the safety we expect from our law
and order system and how we travel on roads and rail.
It is the level of government that best deals with the real
concerns of day-to-day living. Our schools, our
hospitals, our land and our environment are all affected
by the decisions we make in this house. It is the ability
of state government to make a difference that has
energised me to be in this place today.
Opportunity is the one word that best describes the
Polwarth of the past and the Polwarth of the future. My
own family’s Polwarth stories are ones that have been
repeated since the mid-1800s. They are stories of
enterprise and risk-taking, wealth generation and thrift,
times of plenty and times of struggle. The have-a-go
mentality has prevailed, combined with a strong work
ethic, while always endeavouring to leave a proud
legacy for their children and grandchildren.
My father’s maternal grandfather is an obvious
example. As a young Englishman he came to Australia,
and more specifically to Polwarth, for a new start and a
better life. He established himself well and was actively
involved in the community. Like his great-grandson
108 years later, W. T. Parker was involved in farming,
education and the environment. He was by today’s
standards a man ahead of his time. The only difference
was that when he stood for the seat of Polwarth in 1907
it was as a socialist for the Labor Party. He was
unsuccessful. While we may not have agreed on ideas,
such as nationalising assets and the need for a pork
board, we can agree that as a father he must have
excelled, as his children, grandchildren and
great-grandchildren have been industrious and
successful throughout the Polwarth electorate.
The opportunity that exists in Polwarth is due to the
stunning environment we have inherited. Over
5 million domestic and international visitors choose to
visit my electorate every year. They come to Polwarth
because they can start their drive along the Great Ocean
Road, visiting such iconic places as Anglesea, Aireys
Inlet, Lorne, Apollo Bay and the wonders of Port
Campbell and Peterborough. The return trip to
Melbourne can be had in a variety of ways: a rainforest
journey through the Otways and its small towns, like
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Gellibrand, Forrest and Birregurra; or through
Australia’s most valuable dairy districts of Timboon,
Cobden, Terang, Noorat, Camperdown and Colac. But
that is not all. A visitor can travel north across the
world’s second-largest volcanic plain, with its lakes,
craters and fertile soil providing wealth from grains and
sheep and beef grazing.
Mount Elephant sits like a beacon across the Western
District, leading travellers to and from Mortlake,
Derrinallum, Lismore and Skipton, which was the
home of our famous former Premier, Sir Henry Bolte.
After passing through the attractive town of Inverleigh,
the trip might end at Bannockburn, the old and growing
town near Geelong.
Polwarth is also rich in enterprise and productivity. It is
home to essential food and fibre industries, and its
green grass produces much of Australia’s ice-cream,
yoghurt and milk.
The timber industry continues to provide the materials
needed to build houses across Australia, with our
largest operator, AKD Softwoods, winning local and
national awards for excellence.
New value-added food industries have developed, like
Irrewarra Bakery, along with niche agricultural
innovators such as Total Livestock Genetics at
Glenormiston. The Australian Lamb Company in Colac
can process over 45 000 sheep a week for domestic and
international customers and provides employment for
over 400 people.
Needless to say, our growing tourism industry is driven
by characters and risk-takers such as award-winning
operators Dan Hunter at Brae and Kosta and Pam
Talimanidis of Lorne and Aireys Inlet, all of whom
have heavily invested in this coming summer season to
provide a world’s best experience for visitors and locals
alike. It is all these varied industries that add to the
diversification and employment pool we are so lucky to
have in Polwarth.
Polwarth is an electorate of opportunity and hope. I
want to grow the opportunities in conjunction with our
innovative entrepreneurs, farmers and educators.
Naturally I believe in the philosophy that the role of
government should largely involve providing the
infrastructure and services which the private sector
cannot. It should set the framework for growth and
enterprise, but should not pick winners, intervene
unnecessarily, tax and regulate to a level that restricts
productive activity, kills off incentive and stifles
innovation.
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Education policy is a vital tool in the opportunity
stakes. How we fund education, how we provide
world’s best practice teaching, how we raise the bar for
the majority and how we deliver innovative,
cost-effective outcomes for the taxpayer and student
alike are the issues we need to address.
Our rural communities cannot offer the choices and
resources available to their city cousins, so we must do
more to provide future generations with the resources to
enable a skilled regional workforce that can advance
society and the nation. How we do education now will
not be what is required in the future.
Likewise transport and roads policy will require a
visionary and imaginative approach. If we are ever to
combat the infrastructure deficit, our focus needs to
move from potholes and lower speed limits to the
construction of infrastructure that can service larger and
heavier vehicles transporting ever larger and heavier
loads. It should be about how we can more efficiently
and cost effectively move our goods, services, tourists
and people around.
Increasing technology has many advantages for rural
communities in health provision, but sadly many of the
ailments our communities face today cannot be solved
with technology alone. Issues around mental health, ice
and dementia mean that rural communities must remain
on guard to ensure that they have the capacity to service
and care for their communities in their communities.
With an electorate as attractive as Polwarth, located so
close to Melbourne, the dilemma of lifestyle versus the
right to farm will become an ever more pressing issue.
As city dwellers seek a change of lifestyle and farmers
seek to be more intensive and productive, natural areas
of conflict will arise. We must take care in this place to
ensure that we do not prioritise city lifestyle
expectations over the needs of hardworking, productive
rural industries.
I acknowledge that industrial relations is a federal issue,
but the state must ensure that its policies and programs
do not impinge unnecessarily on small business and
farmers, who are at the heart of the productive capacity
of Polwarth. We have to remain focused on rewarding
effort in the workplace and encouraging flexibility in
order to fill the growing vacancies we have in our
critical industries.
As a member of state Parliament, I support our three
tiers of government. I am a federalist. I want the three
levels of government to stay focused on their traditional
roles. We will never change the whims of a federal
Parliament, but we can assist local government in
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staying focused on what are its core responsibilities. I
believe it is time for a review of local government.
Ratepayers expect transparent and accountable local
government that delivers value for money. Local
government rates and charges should not be used by the
state as a form of cost shift funding and an extra source
of taxation.
To be the new member for Polwarth is a privilege. It is
a great electorate; I have lived, breathed and loved it all
my life. I will leave no stone unturned to ensure that it
is an even greater electorate in the years to come.
Honourable members applauded.

Member for South-West Coast
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — Speaker, it
is an honour to rise to my feet for the first time in this
place as the member for South-West Coast. Honourable
members, it is a privilege to join you in this magnificent
chamber as I seek to further my contribution to my
region and to this great state in which we live.
I grew up in the south-west and married my husband,
Glenn, who is smiling at me from the gallery today. We
raised four beautiful children and began a dairy farming
business 15 years ago. When Glenn and I started
farming we were supported and embraced by the
farming community. Through their encouragement I
saw the potential that collectively our region could
contribute far more than what we have. There is a great
history of dairy farmers working together in the
south-west. In 1834, one year before Melbourne was
settled, the Henty brothers arrived in Portland with
dairy cows. It was not long before many families were
selling milk and cream, and the iconic Warrnambool
Cheese and Butter company was established in 1888 —
only about 30 years later than the first members met
here in this great institution.
The commitment, drive and collaboration of the
farming community inspired me to take an active and
broader role as an advocate in the region. Agriculture is
not the be-all and end-all by far, but it is the lifeblood of
our region’s prosperity. My life as a dairy farmer and as
a nurse presented me with opportunities that I have
shared with my children and other young people in my
community. There is untapped potential and
opportunity, and in this role I will seek to foster it,
encourage it and fight for it. Make no mistake, I will be
a committed and passionate voice for the community of
South-West Coast, and I look forward to broadening
and fostering this further and ensuring that all sectors
have my understanding and representation.
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I would not be standing here today without the support
of so many people. But first, I would not be standing
here at all without the support of the Liberal Party. To
thank all those who have encouraged and supported me
would be impossible. Rather than trying to thank them,
I will offer my most sincere commitment to work hard
as my way of saying thank you.
The great contribution of volunteer organisations, in
particular the Liberal Party, is to support representatives
like me to promote our values and be the voice for
delivering those values into policy outcomes for our
region and for Victoria.
The first person I want to name is my husband,
Glenn — always there for me as my steadying
influence. And in hard times, Glenn, I know I can
always rely on you. I thank my three sons and their
wives and partners for their support and assistance,
particularly during their youth. In a way, we all grew up
on the farm. Yes, they were younger than me, but it was
a business that we grew up with together. I thank my
daughter, who is beyond her years and already a
support and friend. I thank my sister Kate, my brothers,
my mother and my father, Jim — and express thanks in
memory of my deceased father, Tom, who probably
started all this and who, I know, still has a great
influence over me.
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Dwyer, Glenys and Bill Philpot, Paul Price, Kim
Fitzgerald, Joy and Geoff Howley, Louise Staley, Peter
Fisher, Ros Saunders, Anita Rank, Josh Morris and
Margaret Couttie.
I have been believed in, and that has given me the
courage to step up to roles that have challenged me, but
I did not back down, because of the support around me.
It is that same encouragement I have been given that I
will bring to this region in my role. I will be the voice
that believes in the people of the south-west to ensure
that our region gets its share of support and resources to
set foundations for the people of the south-west to grow
upon.
My strong agricultural experience does not limit my
understanding of the importance of the social,
economic and community fabric of our towns and cities
to the region. There is an intrinsic link between our
towns and the country, and I get this. Our hospitals,
schools and businesses in town all do well when the
country is doing well.

I have been fortunate in life to have been embraced by
many families, as I call them — first the dairy family
and then the Aboriginal community of Framlingham,
then the Nuffield family and now the Liberal family.
My Liberal Party members and supporters in
South-West Coast are outstanding individuals who
have got behind me and in every way possible assisted
me. There is no greater humility than to be supported as
I have been. I promise I will repay that support.

In the south-west our natural environment is our
greatest asset. Over the next 50 years the world has to
grow more food than we have grown in the last
500 years. The challenge is enormous, and in western
Victoria we can be a leader in producing quality
value-added products, sought after by the burgeoning
markets so close to our doorstep. Our towns in
South-West Coast will need to grow to support this
opportunity, and this is where we will need the
infrastructure to support our growth. We will need more
of our children job ready. Our educators will be integral
to our success. Our products will need to get to market
efficiently. We will need electricians, stainless steel
welders, information technology experts, robotics
specialists, accountants, agronomists and more.

Can I particularly thank the former Premier and
long-term member the Honourable Denis Napthine,
who has been an outstanding representative for our
region for more than one-quarter of a century. Denis
has encouraged and supported me, and I will endeavour
to do the job in a manner that respects and builds on his
legacy.

This opportunity will pass us by if we do not grasp it. It
will not land at our feet. We as a region need a policy
framework to embrace it. Australia produces only 1 per
cent of the world’s food needs. When you think of
niche, think that is what we are — a niche producer on
a county level. Niche is good, because quality is what
we have and value-adding is our opportunity.

There are many people I will thank in person, but
before I do, can I acknowledge the Liberal Party
volunteers who gave up their time for me. There is
something amazing about the contribution of
individuals with longstanding Liberal Party values who
are prepared to give their time in support of Western
democratic traditions. Today can I single out a few:
Leigh Allen and his electorate committee, Hazel and
Gordon McKinnon, Dan Tehan, David O’Connell, Jim

We are not alone in looking to seize this opportunity.
We will need innovation, education, collaboration,
agility and strength of character to maximise the
potential return, not just for us as farmers but for the
entire community that can prosper from the incredible
opportunity that is presented to us. There are plenty of
young minds wanting to succeed, and I will be an
advocate who ensures that South-West Coast people
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believe in themselves and have the right environment
around them for their businesses to flourish.
My challenge will be to compete and collaborate with
the metropolitan community.
Victoria is a global success story and has been for more
than 150 years. Gold, agriculture, manufacturing,
multiculturalism and innovation have defined our
success. Our challenge is to build on our strengths and
to be nimble to the opportunities, not to rest on our
laurels but to be proud and embrace our history whilst
pursuing the new potential and prosperity that the
south-west of Victoria will be a leader in. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 November; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — I am pleased to
resume my contribution to the debate on the State
Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015. I think
we had covered off the important issue of redefining
cattle to include bison in the Duties Act 2000. I think I
was just leaving off from the discussion of the
amendments to the Payroll Tax Act 2007 in relation to
updating definitions so that apprentices and trainees
who are engaged receive the benefit of the payroll tax
exemptions that are available to their employers. I
know that some members on the other side were getting
very excited about various facts being put on the table
in relation to jobs and job creation. We will see what
the situation is at 11.30 a.m. today when we find out
what the latest Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS)
labour force statistics are for Victoria and indeed for the
rest of the country.
Just to reiterate, in the period from December 2010 to
December 2014, the ABS said that Victoria produced
more new jobs than any other state in the country. Since
the change of government in December 2014, when the
Andrews government was sworn in — it is a matter of
disappointment and I take no delight in noting it —
Victoria has lost 7800 full-time jobs. This is in contrast
to New South Wales, where, under Premier Mike Baird
and his Liberal government and Liberal leadership, that
state has put on 84 000 new full-time jobs in the same
period. That tells you a lot about the difference in
policies. Mike Baird is not creating new public
holidays. Mike Baird is not wasting over $850 million
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to not build infrastructure. Mike Baird is actually
getting on with it and not just using the words as a
dumb slogan. The contrast there between results versus
spin could not be greater.
I turn now to other aspects of this bill. The bill seeks to
amend the Valuation of Land Act 1960. One of the
amendments is to permit the valuer-general to accept a
late nomination from a council to be a valuation
authority in its municipal district. I think this is a
sensible amendment. While we would encourage
councils to meet the time lines that are set down for
them to make a determination — whether they will
undertake their own valuations or whether they will
wish to have the valuer-general do it for them — there
may be certain circumstances in which a council may
be required to come to that decision later than the
legislation currently prescribes. In such circumstances
the opposition does not take issue with the
valuer-general having the discretion — and it should be
the valuer-general’s discretion — to accept a late
nomination from a municipal council in relation to the
nomination of a valuation authority.
There are also changes in this bill to change the return
date for general valuations from 30 June to 30 April.
The reason put forward by the government for this
change is that currently best practice requires that
councils must provide their general valuations by
30 April, but the law only requires them to provide
them by 30 June. Given that councils are now required
to bring down their budgets by 30 June, it would seem
to have some level of sense that if the budgets have to
be handed down by 30 June, then councils would need
to have the valuations in by a time prior to that. This is
given the effect that valuations have not just for land
tax purposes for the state government but also for the
rate base in relation to municipal councils. While this is
bringing forward the requirements on councils and
imposing an additional obligation on them to have
those general valuations returned two months earlier, in
the circumstances this does this not seem to be an
unreasonable proposition.
I do note and welcome the fact that the government is
not seeking to impose this new obligation on councils
for the biennial rates cycle commencing in 2016 and
that, rather, this will apply from the 2018 land valuation
cycle. We think it is appropriate, given that it is
shortening the time that councils will have, that
councils be given the opportunity to fully adjust to the
new timing requirements the government is seeking to
impose upon them and that they have that additional
two years in which to transition to the new legislative
requirements.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Thursday, 12 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

The bill also seeks to make amendments in relation to
supplementary valuations. There are a number of
effects of the proposal. Certainly one of the effects of
the proposal is to ensure that supplementary valuations
that have been undertaken can be passed on to the State
Revenue Office (SRO). My understanding is that it has
been the practice that supplementary valuations have
been passed on to the SRO for the purpose of assessing
the taxation obligations of the landholder and that that
has been the longstanding practice of the valuer-general
and the SRO. However, we were advised at the bill
briefing that there may be a technical flaw in that
practice in that, while general valuations are required to
be certified by the Minister for Planning,
supplementary valuations are not so required to be
certified, and it is that certification which provides the
legal basis for the transmission of those supplementary
valuations to the State Revenue Office.
In these circumstances it would seem that — while it
may be a technical oversight, where the practice
perhaps better reflects what people’s expectations
would be of the tax system, rather than the letter of the
law — the government, in this bill, is seeking to fix that
defect and to do so with retrospective effect in order to,
using the words of the explanatory memorandum,
‘validate supplementary valuations provided to’,
effectively, ‘the State Revenue Office relating to the
2012 valuation cycle and 2014 valuation cycle’. In
these circumstances it is hard to argue that any taxpayer
would be unfairly disadvantaged by these changes to
validate what has been a widely accepted practice of the
valuer-general and the State Revenue Office. On this
basis, the coalition parties do not demur.
The bill also seeks, in relation to supplementary
valuations, to enable them to be made in certain
additional circumstances. In circumstances where land
moves from being rateable to non-rateable there have
been some questions as to whether the current
legislation permits supplementary valuations to be
made. I think it is a fair principle that where land
changes in its legal character the taxation obligation
should reflect the new characterisation — so if land
moves from rateable to non-rateable, for example, then
a supplementary valuation in those circumstances is
appropriate so that the right level of taxation should be
paid. This may in some circumstances benefit
taxpayers, and in some circumstances it may benefit
entities that collect taxation or rates, but I think the
principle that land should be taxed in accordance with
its usage and in accordance with the relevant law is a
fair one. We believe that taxation law should reflect
modern practice rather than what may potentially have
happened historically, and again in these circumstances
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it is difficult to see that there could be any real concerns
raised in terms of the equity of such a move.
While this is in large respects a technical bill, I have
sought feedback from different interested stakeholders,
including council bodies, the property council,
accounting bodies, valuation bodies and general
industry bodies. As I think I indicated in my remarks
last night, I was not exactly knocked down in the rush
in terms of a response. I trust that all those
organisations that I had correspondence with are
diligent, and I therefore trust that if there are any major
concerns, they would be raised with me. I should note
that the Property Council of Australia did raise an issue
with me, but I have had discussions with it and have
subsequently been advised that its concerns have been
dealt with following a briefing with the State Revenue
Office. I commend the SRO for its willingness to work
and engage with stakeholders in relation to these sorts
of matters.
It is probably no surprise that taxpayers can get very
nervous whenever they see changes to tax law. They do
wonder what the intent is behind it, what the purpose of
it is, how it is going to affect them and whether it could
have an adverse impact on them, because taxation is
obviously one of those significant imposts that does
affect individuals and does affect businesses. So I think
it is important that the SRO and indeed the government
respond openly and transparently to concerns that are
raised by stakeholders when taxation amendments are
proposed. This is a good example of where concerns
were raised, by one stakeholder. From the bill briefing I
had — and I thank the Treasurer’s office for facilitating
that; it is always very helpful to make sure that
questions can be put and answered — my
understanding was that these concerns were not likely
to be borne out. It is pleasing that the SRO was able to
persuade the stakeholders that in fact their concerns
were misplaced, and that of course leads to everyone
having a lot more confidence in the provisions
proposed in the legislation.
This is not a bill that the opposition will oppose.
Obviously there are technical amendments involved,
and not having the benefit of having had all the advice
the government has had on these matters, and given that
it involves technical amendments, we believe that a
not-oppose position is perhaps more appropriate than
outright support. We certainly think the measures
contained in this bill do seem reasonable, proportionate
and equitable. On that basis the opposition does not
oppose the bill and expects it to be put into place and to
refine, reform and improve, in a very minor way,
Victoria’s taxation laws.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a brief contribution to the State Taxation Acts
Further Amendment Bill 2015. As the member for
Malvern has indicated, this bill is fairly technical in
nature and scope. It is about making sure that we
maintain best practice for our tax administration
system. It is very important that we do so because any
government or administration has to pay for the things
it promises. We are somewhat vulnerable as a state
because for the 2014–15 financial year, which is the
most recent financial year, total grants from the
commonwealth were equivalent to $24.584 billion, yet
state taxation was $18.274 billion, so we need to make
sure that we have a strong taxation system in place to
pay for the things that we promise.
Part of this is about making sure that we have the right
policy settings in place to ensure people are well
employed so that they can continue to support the
taxation system. The member for Malvern in his
contribution bandied around various figures. It is
interesting to note that at the time of the last election the
seasonally adjusted unemployment rate in Victoria was
6.7 per cent. The most recent figure in Victoria is now
6.2 per cent. The member for Malvern also talked about
a reduction in full-time jobs, but the reality is that the
number of unemployed Victorians at the time of the last
election was 208 444 people, and in September of this
year it was 194 206 people. The reality is that the
number of people who are unemployed has decreased
and the number of people who are gainfully employed
under this government has increased. This is borne out
in part by the fact that state final demand in this state
for the 2015 calendar year is predicted to be 2.6 per
cent, which is the highest in the nation. When the
member for Malvern was the Treasurer of this state the
unemployment rate increased from 5.7 per cent to
6.7 per cent. That is the record that he had when he was
Treasurer of this state. Bills like this are incredibly
important. We want to have the right settings in place to
make sure that we do not have a degradation of the
taxation amounts that the state receives as a
consequence of various policy changes.
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for the young and long-term unemployed of
$100 million over two years. I worked in a successful
small business for 15 years. If I was looking at trying to
employ someone, having a cash payment to employ
someone would be a welcome initiative. I note,
however, that the former government’s election
commitment in 2014 as part of its youth employment
strategy was to provide vouchers for up to
10 000 eligible participants per year. Having worked in
small business, if I had a choice between cash and a
voucher, I would take cash any day of the week. That is
the record of the member for Malvern.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
Mr PEARSON — When members on this side of
the house are in government we are very good at
growing the economy. We provide real growth and real
employment opportunities for our young people. The
member for Malvern was front and centre in the most
dysfunctional and useless government in Victorian
history. He did not have a cameo role; he was front and
centre. He should hang his head in shame for his
conduct and behaviour when he was Treasurer of the
state. Bills like this are important because through them
we make sure that we have a very strong taxation
system in place so that we can get on with the job of
delivering the things that we said we would deliver. I
commend the bill to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I welcome to the gallery
Steven Marshall, the Leader of the Liberal Party and
Leader of the Opposition in South Australia. Welcome
to the Victorian Parliament.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link

I note that the member for Malvern also indicated to the
house on 20 October that there were 98 784 full-time
jobs created over 15 months, and he claimed that that
happened under the coalition government. But it is
interesting to note that the actual time period was from
October 2009 to January 2011, so of those 15 months,
12 were when John Brumby was Premier of this state.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. In relation to scrapping the
east–west link, the Premier said on 15 April this year
that his government had capped the state’s liability to
$339 million, so I ask: why did he make this
unequivocal statement when he knew his government
had been incurring additional financial losses on top of
this $339 million figure?

The member for Malvern also made a number of
comments about the Back to Work initiative of this
government. I note in relation to the Back to Work
program that we are trying to make incentive payments

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very grateful to
the Leader of the Opposition for asking pretty much the
same question others were asking yesterday. I thought
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they got dispatched pretty well by my honourable
friend the Treasurer yesterday, but they are back for
more — who knew what and when and who said what
and when! Did those opposite, any of them, say in the
cabinet meeting, ‘Why did you sign the side letter?’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, I know the Premier has had now 30 seconds
in which he has not answered a simple question. Why
was he misleading Victorians on 15 April? Why did he
mislead Victorians? He knew the figure was incurring
more, why did he mislead Victorians?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr ANDREWS — As with so many things, the
Leader of the Opposition is completely wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition asked a question, the Premier should be
entitled to silence.
Mr ANDREWS — Every dollar you spend on this
project, you get 45 cents back. A dud. A dog; a dud and
a dog. That is what it was. And let us never forget that
those opposite — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is unable to
hear the Premier. The Premier to continue in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — There were some back in 2010
who said they would never build the east–west link.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance again, it was a simple question. Why did the
Premier make a statement that he knew was wrong? It
is a simple question. I ask you to bring him back to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier, to come
back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition
can make all the assertion he wants, he is simply
wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition,
Captain Integrity over there, who apparently has
not — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — No, no — the expert on all
matters. Captain Integrity:
The bond agreement, along with the swap arrangement, will
be managed by Treasury Corporation Victoria.

That is the media release. Apparently the Leader of the
Opposition, having supported this dog of a project and
the dodgy planning scheme that he approved
underneath it, would come into this place making
accusations and holding people to a standard, and he
has not even read the media release.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte and the member for Hawthorn!
Mr ANDREWS — I reject his assertion, and I most
certainly reject his approach to infrastructure, which is
to put forward dodgy business cases, to deceive the
people of Victoria and to invest in road projects that do
not stack up and in fact could make congestion worse.
We all, along with the people of Victoria, reject that
approach.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — The
Premier further told Victorians on 15 April that the
$339 million figure:
… settles the matter.
This terminates the project and terminates the relationship in
these terms and not a dollar more.

I ask the Premier: given what has come around in the
last two days, will he guarantee that not a dollar more is
to be paid?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again the assertions
and the allegations — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier to continue
in silence.
Mr ANDREWS — We are invited to take a lecture
by people who — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — They are all a little bit touchy
about this subject. Do you know why? Because they
backed up the truck and they paid everyone — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Opposition and
government members! The Premier will resume his
seat.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance again. There are no assertions — the
Premier’s words were: not a dollar more. I have asked a
question which was very clear: will he guarantee that
not a dollar more is to be paid? It is a simple question. I
ask you to bring him back to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will come
back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — Those opposite backed up the
truck, and they paid out everyone they possibly could.
They were afraid of the Victorian people because they
knew this project did not stack up. That is one reason
they are sitting over there.

Ministers statements: apprentice vehicle
registration concession
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am delighted to be
able to inform the house that we are delivering in full to
halve the registration costs for our tradie apprentices,
who are central to the competitiveness of our economy.
This was a key commitment we made at the election
last year, and true to our word and true to our bond, as
with all things, we are delivering in full to the people of
Victoria.
I can inform the house that eligible apprentices can
apply to have the cost cut in half when they renew their
vehicle registration next year. Those applications will
be open next week. We estimate some
20 000 apprentice plumbers, electricians, carpenters
and others who have a ute or a van or another vehicle
central to their training and their occupation will be
eligible for this saving — a saving that is up to around
$385 per year. That is a strong investment. It is money
back in their pockets, and it is looking after them so that
they can complete their training, get their ticket and be
part of a productive and innovative future in our state.
We have to acknowledge that apprentice wages are
quite low, and there are some who probably do not
think $385 is a great amount of money, but I know
from talking to many apprentices in the development of
this policy and in its delivery that that is a significant
investment.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS — And despite the arrogant
interjections from those opposite, it will be welcomed,
and it has been welcomed, by many apprentices across
our state. This of course comes alongside a massive
boost in funding for our TAFE sector repairing the
damage done by the former government in gutting
TAFE and compromising the future of so many young
people. This was an important promise to make, and it
is an important one to keep as well.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Yesterday in question time the Treasurer
said he had informed Victorians about the more than
$200 million in costs for the east–west link interest rate
swaps through a press release in April. Noting that the
only part of the press release relating to interest rate
swaps says, ‘All rates, fees, swaps and obligations
related to the credit facility will now be worked through
between the financiers and the state’, I ask the
Treasurer: which part of this press release disclosed to
Victorians that they would be up for a further
$217 million in costs?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. Every day that the member
for Malvern reminds Victorians of the hypocrisy and
the bastardry the former government inflicted on
Victorians is a day that gives us a great opportunity to
talk about what it did to Victorians.
In the April media release we highlighted the existence
of the swaps and the fact that those matters would need
to be worked through. At a press conference in April
with the Premier, the Premier in fact was asked about
the existence of the swaps, and he went to great lengths
to explain that these matters were being managed by
Treasury Corporation of Victoria (TCV). That is
exactly what we said in the June media release, which
reinforced that TCV was taking responsibility — that
the swap arrangements will be managed by TCV. That
gives members a clear idea that we are managing the
matter.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, on
a matter of relevance, the question related to where in
this press release the $217 million extra cost he has
lumbered Victorians with is disclosed. The Treasurer
has not turned his answer to that one iota.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, this is
all very unbecoming. You have got the member for
Malvern and the Leader of the Opposition both
showing off to the South Australian opposition
leader — —
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Pakula — It won’t be up to him, boys. It won’t
be up to him.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come back to making a point of order.
Mr Andrews interjected.
Mr Pakula — That’s right. He said, ‘Vote Labor’.
He had it right.
The Treasurer is answering the member for Malvern’s
question in great detail. He is not just going through the
media release but also referring to a press conference
that accompanied it, and for the member for Malvern to
talk about disclosure after his refusal to release the side
letter — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will resume his seat.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! Engaging with the
gallery is very disorderly. The Treasurer will continue.
There is no point of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for
Planning is warned.
Mr PALLAS — Nobody wants the Leader of the
Opposition’s job. He will be the last man standing. We
made it clear that these matters would be worked
through positively, diligently and openly. There were
no secret side letters with his government. It is all on
the public record. We take absolute pride in the fact that
as a government we honoured the promise that we
made to Victorians.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Malvern asked the question; he will stay silent.
Mr PALLAS — We are even able to work out how
budgets operate, unlike the member for Malvern, who
puffed his chest up yesterday and said they never
delivered a negative budget, but of course we now know
they delivered a deficit of $300 million-plus — —
An honourable member — The master chef from
Tarneit!
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Tarneit
is in the chair, and the Chair will not take responsibility
for the Treasurer.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now debating the issue, and I ask you to
bring him back to answering the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to the question.
Mr PALLAS — It has taken a very diligent effort
on the part of this government to extract itself from the
mess and the misleading behaviour of those opposite.
Victorians know what a quagmire it was. Victorians
voted for the action that this government has taken. We
of course have been entirely transparent. When those
opposite stand to give us a lecture about openness and
accountability, you have got to know that their
insufferable arrogance gives them not one shred of
introspection.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte should allow the member for Malvern to
ask a supplementary question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Minister for Police
is disorderly. I warn him.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given the Treasurer
yesterday told Neil Mitchell that the $217 million figure
‘might get worse’, what advice has he received from
Treasury as to how much worse it might get?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — The advice that I have
received from Treasury is that the actions of the
previous government have put the state of Victoria in
the position that it finds itself in. Might I say, the
member for Malvern is known as ‘Windscreen’
because he shatters all over Victorians. His
arrogance — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, this is a
very straightforward question about how much worse
the financial situation might get for Victorians.
Victorians are entitled to an answer rather than the
Treasurer debating the issue, and I ask you to bring him
back to answering it.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order, but the Treasurer will be more direct and use
the last 34 seconds to respond.
Mr PALLAS — We released the business case and
all the dodgy side letters that went on to show
Victorians exactly what they have been signed up to. I
am not going to explain to the member for Malvern
how swaps operate, but of course when you convert a
floating liability to a fixed liability the state of Victoria
ultimately has to acknowledge that they can go up and
they can go down. That is just a fact of economic
life — something that seems to have been lost on those
opposite.

Ministers statements: apprenticeships
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety) — I rise today to update the house on the work
this government is doing to deliver a pipeline of
apprentices for the suite of infrastructure projects the
Andrews Labor government is undertaking. I wish to
echo the sentiments of the Premier this morning — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
South Barwon.
Mr DONNELLAN — I inform the house that our
apprentices will be working on projects like the
CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway widening; the
Thompsons Road duplication; bridge strengthening for
freight, which I know is so popular over the other side;
the West Gate distributor, stage 1; the Chandler
Highway and many more.
While spending on infrastructure stalled for four years,
the construction industry suffered in Victoria. Victoria
was very much the land that time forgot. We stood still;
we were like a wasteland of Australian politics. This
government is supporting the skills of the next
generation of Victorian workers because there is so
much work to do. Unlike the other lot, we will not be
signing a dodgy side letter, we will not be investing in
returns in projects that deliver 45 cents for every
dollar — —
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, whereby the
minister should be advising the house of new
government initiatives, projects and achievements. The
minister is departing from that and debating his
statement. I ask you to bring him back to his ministerial
statement or sit him down.
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Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I urge
you to reject the point of order that has been raised,
because the minister very clearly spent most of the
previous minute referring to a whole range of initiatives
and new actions being undertaken by the minister in his
portfolio. In outlining those new actions, he is also
entitled to talk about things that have been rejected in
considering the new actions that the government is
taking, and it is entirely in the spirit of sessional order 7,
which of course those opposite opposed.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has heard
sufficient in the setting of a framework. I ask the
minister to come back to making a statement.
Mr DONNELLAN — We have a very strong
vision, a very strong intent to get on with the job after
four years of standing still. Whether it be requiring that
there be 10 per cent apprentices on every major project
or ensuring that up to 20 000 apprentices who are
undertaking construction apprenticeships have access to
a 50 per cent discount on their registration, we are
putting money back into their pockets.
We are not focused on one individual project, not like
the Good Government for Victoria report, which
highlighted the lack of vision of those on the other side,
that they could not move on and the serious concerns
that the Liberal Party got stuck on one project and could
not even deliver it after four years — four long years,
and it could not get the job done.

East–west link
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — My question is to the
Treasurer. The Treasury Corporation of Victoria annual
report reveals a cost of $217 million to 30 June in
relation to the guarantee for a $3 billion credit facility.
Given that the $217 million is a cost — that is, an
expense; that is, it is gone — I ask: how does the
Treasurer propose to use this money in the future as a
financial facility for other projects, as he said
yesterday?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Bass for his question. Might I say I thought his suit was
sharper than his question.
When the state acquires the capacity for a swap, we
also acquire the liability that attaches to it. In acquiring
that liability we will of course look to repurpose the
capacity for that facility into other appropriate projects.
There is no certainty where the swaps will ultimately
land in terms of variable pricing, but we know as an
absolute fact that this liability and all other liabilities
could have been avoided if those opposite had simply
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done what we had urged them to do before the last
election: accept the judgement of the people of
Victoria. Those opposite refused to accept that
judgement, so let us not be under any misapprehension:
any liability, any cost, is borne by them.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now debating the issue. If he has more to
say, he should say it in answer to the question and not
debate the subject.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer has
concluded his answer.
Supplementary question
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — I will take the Treasurer’s
answer to the previous question as unresponsive, so I
will make this question a bit simpler. Given that the
Treasurer’s initial reassurance that the financial risks on
the project will be ‘negligible’, despite it already
costing $217 million and the Treasurer now admitting
that it may in fact cost more, can the Treasurer inform
the house what his definition of ‘negligible’ is?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I have been asked to
give a definition of ‘negligible’: the member for Bass’s
contribution to public debate. How is that? That is a
good start!
The whole point of swaps is that they do in fact move
around based on the variable pricing in international
global interest rates. The original cost of the swaps, as
we said initially, was about $191 million. It has moved
to $217 million. It will move backward and forward. Of
course, it can be repurposed to an appropriate facility
should the state choose to apply it that way. But one
thing that we cannot apply to a useful purpose is those
opposite.

Ministers statements: east–west link
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to advise the
house of recent information that I have received from
my department which I think will come as a great
concern to all Victorians. We do know as a matter of
fact that under the previous government there was a
secret side letter that caused great grief and great cost to
the people of Victoria.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, which, as we have
covered before, relates to advising the house of new
government initiatives, projects and achievements. The
Treasurer indicated in opening his statement that he
was intending to provide further information. So far
that is all he has done. He needs to relate his remarks to
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new government initiatives, projects and achievements.
Simply providing information to the house does not
comply with sessional order 7.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been going for a little over 30 seconds,
and I have no doubt that he is about to provide the
house with information on a new government
initiative — and if the members opposite just clear out
their ears and wait, they will hear about it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I accept the advice given
by the Attorney-General on the point of order. The
Treasurer is about to provide new information on
government initiatives. The Treasurer will do that.
Mr PALLAS — I have received a brief from my
department that today advises me about a side
agreement — a secret side agreement — that was
struck between the previous government and the federal
government. This agreement was in regard to the
east–west link agreement and departed from the
national partnership agreement that the former Premier
signed. The advice I have received is that the east–west
link — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I renew
my point of order. The Treasurer has not commenced to
provide the house with information about new
government initiatives, projects and achievements. If he
wishes to inform the house about advice he has
received, he has numerous other opportunities to do so.
He needs to comply with sessional order 7, and I ask
you to bring him back to it.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I can
understand again — as we saw yesterday — those
members opposite wanting to gag debate on this critical
issue.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.
Ms Allan — However, the Treasurer was entirely in
accordance with sessional order 7. He was indeed
providing information to the house based on a briefing
he has received from his department that goes to how
he is making decisions around new government actions.
What more could the opposition want than the
Treasurer being forthcoming about advice he has
received from his own department? He is entirely in
accordance with sessional order 7, and I ask that you
rule it out of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has been warned. I will not warn him
again.
The Chair upholds the point of order as advanced by
the manager of opposition business. The Treasurer will
come back to his statement.
Mr PALLAS — This of course goes directly to the
liability that the state has in respect of its dealings with
agreements with the commonwealth. I advise the house
about the nature of a secret agreement struck with the
federal government. Of course we all know that this
agreement — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is defying your ruling. He needs to relate his
statement to new government initiatives, projects and
achievements, as you have ruled. He is not doing so. If
he fails to do so, I invite you to sit him down.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Speaker,
nothing could be more transparently relevant to
government business or indeed to the immediate
liabilities that the state has, in terms of its dealings with
the commonwealth and our management of them, than
this most recent advice that I have received. It could be
no more relevant than to have this highlighted.
The SPEAKER — Order! What is the point of
order?
Mr PALLAS — My response on the point of order
is that this is directly related to government business. It
is new information, and it requires a new initiative from
the government — that is, to publicly account to the
community for the dishonesty and secrecy that the
previous government put in place.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will now
indicate to the house a new government initiative,
project and/or achievement. I ask the Treasurer to do so
in the last remaining 35 seconds.
Mr PALLAS — I will be taking up with the federal
Treasurer the issue that this has created. That is the
initiative. The terms of this advice says that in relation
to infrastructure funding agreements — —
Ms Ryall — On a point of order, Speaker, I suggest
that taking up something with a federal member is not a
new initiative and never has been a new initiative.
Under sessional order 7 this is inappropriate and out of
order, and I ask you to rule it out of order.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Speaker, it is
not a new government initiative or business if the

Thursday, 12 November 2015

Leader of the Opposition seeks to have a conversation
with the Prime Minister. That is not government
business. But when the Treasurer of Victoria seeks to
take a matter up with the federal Treasurer, that is a
matter of government business, and it is a new
initiative.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair has heard
sufficiently on the point of order. The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.
Mr PALLAS — We know that there was a public
agreement that said that moneys would be returned to
the state of Victoria, but there was a secret agreement
described as unprecedented by my department that
sought to subvert the will of the people and return that
money to the commonwealth.
Questions and statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I am pleased to
acknowledge that we have with us today senators from
the French Senate, accompanied by Mr Cedric Prieto,
deputy head of mission at the French Embassy. On
behalf of the Premier and on behalf of the Leader of the
Opposition and the Parliament, welcome to the
Parliament of Victoria. Bienvenue à notre Parlement.
From the early days of exploration in the 18th century
through the shared sacrifices of two world wars and
facing global challenges of the 21st century, Australia
and France have enjoyed a strong and enduring
friendship. We welcome our colleagues from the
French Senate as our friends and wish them a very
successful visit to Victoria. Vive la France.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer was reading from a document at one stage,
and I ask that he produce that document including the
entire document of which it formed a part — for
example, if it were a Treasury brief, that he provide that
brief to the house.
The SPEAKER — Order! Was the Treasurer
reading from a document?
Mr Pallas — On the point of order, Speaker, I was
referring to my notes, but rest assured that as a
consequence of the fact that I was referring to my notes
I will not be delivering or providing this brief; however,
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I will be making it public. So the member can rest
assured that he will get to see it.

saved Victorians from his economic ignorance and the
fact that he was afraid to simply come clean.

The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.

Supplementary question

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer confirm to Melbourne
motorists sitting in traffic that $850 million is the
largest amount of money ever paid by any Australian
government, federal or state, to not build an
infrastructure project?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
and opposition members — that includes the member
for Eildon — will come to order. All members will
come to order.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. What is it about business
cases that those who are purported to be the advocates
for business hate and do not concern themselves with?
We, of course, would prefer not to have seen one dollar
wasted on this ridiculous boondoggle, but I will tell you
what: whatever cost it took to get us out of the
nonsense, the bastardry, that those opposite sought to
inflict on the people of Victoria for simply exercising
their democratic right is money well spent.
What would be bad money would be the $20 billion or
more to build a full east–west connection. We know
that it was only going to return 45 cents in every dollar.
What is it that those opposite do not get about a bad
business case?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer is entitled
to silence. I have warned numerous members on both
sides of the house. I will not warn them again. I will act
and use standing order 124 at the next opportunity if
necessary.
Mr PALLAS — We talked to the Victorian people,
the people who gave us a mandate not to proceed with
this road, and let me make this very clear: we as a
government are saving motorists the money they would
have had to pay in the tolls that were in the member for
Malvern’s business case — the secret tolls he intended
to impose upon every inner city freeway. We are saving
Victorians from the cut in growth in recurrent
expenditure down to 2.5 per cent that his business case
suggested would be necessary. That is what we did. We

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Can the Treasurer
now confirm that Labor governments have presided
over the most expensive project never built, the
east–west link, the most expensive project that does not
work, myki, and the most expensive project never used,
the desalination plant?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — This government has
presided over extracting and giving effect to the will of
the people of Victoria. Let us never forget that the hand
that signed the letter, the man who signed a secret side
deal, also struck a very secret agreement with the
federal government to keep the return of the money
secret. But we are getting on with the job. The
unemployment rate today is at 5.6 per cent, down from
6.3 per cent. Total employment is up 26 100. That is
today. That is what we are doing. Total unemployment
is down 22 100. That is what we are doing. The
participation rate remains stable at 64.5 per cent. That is
what real work is about, and that is what real results
deliver.

Ministers statements: ambulance services and
paramedics
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
provide the house with new information about two
significant government achievements — that is, the
improvement of ambulance response times and the
achievement of national registration of paramedics.
On 30 October Ambulance Victoria released its most
recent performance data. This is also part of our
government’s commitment to improve transparency.
This data shows some very promising signs in regard to
improving ambulance response times. The data shows
that 74.7 per cent of code 1 cases were responded to
within 15 minutes. This is a particularly significant
achievement given the very torrid flu season we have
all just experienced.
When we compare that quarter’s results to results of the
same time last year, it represents a 3 per cent
improvement in response times — that is, 30 seconds.
That is a significant achievement because every second
saves lives. Of course there is still more significant
work to be done, and our government is committed to
doing it, but I am particularly pleased that our hard
work is starting to show results.
In addition to this, we have also acquitted ourselves of a
significant election commitment, and that goes to the
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national registration of paramedics. Just last Friday at
the Council of Australian Governments health ministers
council I secured the agreement of all state and territory
health ministers to progress this important commitment.
This will ensure that paramedics are not just regulated
but registered as health professionals, like nurses and
doctors. This will provide an assurance to patients when
they are being treated by paramedics that they are
appropriately qualified.
This is all in stark contrast to the experience in the four
years the coalition were in government, a matter David
Kemp has canvassed quite well in his autopsy on the
performance of the previous government. We are
getting on with it, and we will continue to do so.

Sunbury municipality
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — My question is to
the Minister for Local Government. I refer to a letter of
7 November 2014 that was sent to the Sunbury
Residents Association by the now planning minister,
which states:
… the separation —
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Sunbury had said Labor supports Sunbury out of
Hume, so we just ask the minister: why has she not kept
her promise?
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order. The minister, to continue in silence.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Ferntree Gully
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124 the member for Ferntree Gully will withdraw
for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Ferntree Gully withdrew
from chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! It is Thursday, and our
international delegates might think that this happens
every day. In fact it is worse sometimes. C’est la vie in
the Victorian Parliament.

of Sunbury from Hume —
has been gazetted by the —

coalition —
government and the matter has been finalised.

Given such unequivocal words, why has the minister
broken her promise and scrapped the new council?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I thank the member for his question.
We are very proud that we kept our commitment to the
people of Sunbury to protect their interests and their
needs as ratepayers. We have done the responsible
thing. We have had a very decent, hard look at this
issue. We appointed transitional auditors of the highest
order to go in and have a look at the mess that was left
behind by those opposite, who in the dead of night put
an order through to allow a split to go ahead between
the City of Hume and the area of Sunbury which would
see a 14.5 per cent rate increase imposed on the people
of Sunbury.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance. It was a simple question to the minister — I
know she has difficulty with that — where a letter had
been sent saying that the separation has been gazetted,
the matter has been finalised, and the member for
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Sunbury municipality
Questions and statements resumed.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — The fact is there was no proper
process undertaken by the previous government to
actually consult the City of Hume. In fact the order was
made in the dead of night in the dying days of the
previous government, with no consultation with the
council and no open and transparent admission of what
the real cost would be to residents of Sunbury or that
their ongoing services would be under threat, let alone
the fact that there was no security given to the staff who
work within the City of Hume in the area of Sunbury.
There was a lot of dishonesty demonstrated by the
previous government — dishonesty. It was another
reckless decision taken by those opposite to ram
through a decision in the dying days of their
government. We did the responsible thing. We stood
up, we investigated and we made a very transparent
process available to everyone. The report has been
released, many people have been consulted and the
finding was that the 14 per cent was something that
came to the surface during that report, let alone the fact
that residents were not assured of certainty with their
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services ongoing. We went through the transparent
process, and we are proud of the decision we have
made. We are delivering for the residents of Sunbury.
Supplementary question
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — My
supplementary is also to the Minister for Local
Government. With the Australian Services Union
(ASU) vocally opposing the separation of Sunbury
from Hume, can the minister confirm that, with 67 per
cent of the people of Sunbury voting for separation, she
has put the wishes of the ASU ahead of the people of
Sunbury?
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I thank the member for his question.
This government took the responsible step of looking
into this matter that was messed up by the previous
government. We did a comprehensive review, with
former judge Frank Vincent, QC, undertaking that
work. Around 150 submissions were made through that
time, with numerous face-to-face meetings and plenty
of consultation with all of the stakeholders involved in
both the City of Hume and the city of Sunbury.
Lots of consultation was undertaken, lots of facts
revealed that those opposite failed to actually look
into — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance to the question that the member has asked,
and noting of course that the Premier has told this
chamber, ‘I won’t say one thing before and then do
another thing after it’ — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to making a point of order, or I
will sit him down.
Mr Guy — On relevance, Speaker, I ask you to
bring the minister back to the question, which was
simple: was the minister putting the ASU’s wishes
ahead of 67 per cent of the people of Sunbury?
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
minister is being directly relevant to the question that
was asked, the question which, by the way, failed to
mention that the ASU also opposes rate capping, which
completely undercuts the member’s question. The
minister is going through, chapter and verse, the actual
reasons why the decision was made, including the
secret 14.5 per cent rate rise.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
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Ms HUTCHINS — I am unsure why those opposite
want to see a 14.5 cent increase on the residents of
Sunbury and Hume with their rates. If that were to
proceed under the plans that the previous government
had, if we had not stepped in and done the responsible
thing, Sunbury residents would be suffering. We did an
independent investigation, and we have delivered.

Ministers statements: TAFE funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I rise to
inform the house of new information and progress to
repair the damage inflicted on our TAFE sector over
recent years. The crisis in our TAFEs has been twofold.
Firstly, the door had been left wide open to scores of
unscrupulous training operators, allowing shonks and
sharks to run rampant, creating an unprecedented cost
blowout. Rather than addressing the cost of the
problem — opportunistic and low-quality registered
training organisations — decisions were then made to
slash subsidies — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
and respond to regarding new government initiatives,
projects and achievements. The minister will conform
with sessional orders.
Mr MERLINO — The Andrews Labor
government, both when in opposition and over the last
11 months in government, reflected on the history of
massive cuts to TAFE, uncapped fees, campus closures
and walking out on TAFE, just like those opposite did
when they were in government. That is what every
member of the opposition is doing.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Warrandyte
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will withdraw from the house for a period
of half an hour under standing order 124.
Honourable member for Warrandyte withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and MINISTERS STATEMENTS
4376

ASSEMBLY

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: TAFE funding

Thursday, 12 November 2015

Deputy Premier will now resume his contribution on
new government initiatives.
Mr MERLINO — Labor will never betray
TAFE — never.

Questions and statements resumed.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is defying your ruling. He should either
comply with your ruling, or he should sit down.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, they
are a bit touchy about the state of our TAFE system in
Victoria. It is entirely relevant when talking about
TAFE to talk about the damage that has been inflicted
on the system, about the new initiatives and about how
this government is repairing the damage.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order made by the manager of opposition business.
Mr Walsh interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of The
Nationals. The minister will come back to a new
government initiative, project or achievement.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — We do
have a different approach. Just last week the Minister
for Training and Skills launched a world-leading
research centre focused on vocational education
pathways, a new initiative. The Department of
Education and Training annual report tabled this week
highlights the immediate action taken by this
government to strengthen and stabilise the skills and
training sector. But not all agree in the community.
Some say, ‘The previous government’s policy was
good policy — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has now gone back to defying your order and
debating the issue. I ask you to bring him back to
compliance with the two rulings you have now made.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, I
have outlined the context of the TAFE system. I have
outlined new initiatives that the government has
undertaken, and I have outlined new information where
the Liberals think it is good policy to cut TAFE —
where they say that it is a positive impact. Those are the
words of the Liberal Party — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier has
10 seconds to continue. The Deputy Premier was doing
well in providing information, but he was walking
away from conforming with a sessional order. The

Box Hill electorate
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (Question 6475) My
question is to the Minister for Education. I refer the
minister to the appalling events at Kerrimuir Primary
School, where children were allowed to play in
asbestos-contaminated soil, even after the school had
been alerted to the risk by a parent. I ask: what action
has the minister taken, and what further action does the
minister intend to take, to ensure that Kerrimuir parents
are given the full facts about what occurred and why,
that any health risk students may have suffered due to
this exposure to asbestos is fully assessed and parents
are fully informed of the results, that the situation at
Kerrimuir Primary School has been fully remedied and
that no further Victorian schoolchildren will be exposed
to buried asbestos or asbestos-contaminated soil, as the
children at Kerrimuir Primary School were?

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 6476) My
question is to the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing. There are more than 4.5 million Australians,
including over 20 000 people in north-eastern
Melbourne, who live with a disability. In light of the
agreement between the Victorian and commonwealth
governments to roll out the national disability insurance
scheme (NDIS), which will be a transformative
approach to providing support for Australians with a
disability, from July 2016, I ask the minister to inform
the house how my community will directly benefit
from the NDIS.

Euroa electorate
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — (Question 6477) On behalf of
the communities of Wandong and Heathcote Junction I
have invited the minister on a number of occasions to
meet with residents to hear their concerns about the
impacts of the Kilmore-Wallan bypass on the Wandong
township. Many within the community say they were
unaware that the bypass would impact on Wandong
until after the route was finalised. They are also bitterly
disappointed with a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the Legislative Council, Jaclyn Symes, who
promised a community meeting six months ago but
who has not been seen or heard from since. Last
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Thursday I attended a belated community consultation
session with VicRoads in Wandong. It was held
between 1.30 p.m. and 4.30 p.m., affording those who
work, which consists of most of the community, no
opportunity to voice their concerns. The minister has a
responsibility to front the community. I therefore ask
again that the minister meet with residents and give his
full consideration to their concerns.

Bentleigh electorate
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — (Question 6478) My
question is to the Minister for Families and Children.
Will the minister fund the upgrades of Brady Road
Kindergarten and Bentleigh West Kindergarten? Glen
Eira council has consulted with both kindergartens on
improvements that can be made to their facilities.
Following this consultation council proposes to
improve the outdoor play area at Bentleigh West
Kindergarten and to refurbish the playroom and
improve disability access at Brady Road Kindergarten.
These are two worthwhile projects that have strong
local support, and I ask the minister to ensure that they
are funded.

South Barwon electorate
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — (Question 6479)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport and is on behalf of Mr and Mrs Patterson of
Highton. Mr and Mrs Patterson have previously written
to the minister submitting concerns about recent
changes to certain Geelong bus routes, in particular the
replacement of the no. 16 bus. The minister responded
to the Pattersons, advising that a review of the bus
routes and associated services will be undertaken early
in the new year, six months after the introduction of the
changes.
However, permanent infrastructure is being installed
along the new route 43, being the construction of
concrete pads in readiness for bus shelters in Mount
Pleasant Road, Highton, even though a review is taking
place and this infrastructure may not be required. I ask
the minister: is the review of bus routes in Highton
genuine given the fact that new bus infrastructure is
already being installed?
Acting Speaker, I have photos of the new bus shelter
pads, which I would seek to make available.

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 6480)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs. I ask the minister for information
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as to the progress of the Andrews government’s
commitment to develop an Indian cultural precinct in
Victoria. It was great to see the Victorian government
undertake a thorough consultative process to determine
the best location in Victoria for an Indian cultural
precinct. The Indian community in the south-east is
long established and well respected, and it was fitting to
see Dandenong, the state’s multicultural capital,
identified as a potential location for this exciting
multicultural initiative. The consultation held in
Dandenong was very well attended, with well over
200 people attending. The session even had to be
postponed the first time to find a larger venue to
accommodate the significant interest. The Indian
community in Dandenong and the broader south-east is
particularly excited to hear feedback on the consultation
process. I ask the minister for information on the
outcomes of the consultation process and for details of
the next steps for determining the location for
Victoria’s Indian cultural precinct.

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (Question 6481)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. The information I seek is whether the
minister will ensure that personal case studies like that
of the Hederman family near Orbost will be taken into
consideration in an upcoming school bus route review
in the area. The family has a grade 1 student enrolled at
Orbost North Primary School. The student, even though
they have a school bus picking up other primary school
students in the area to attend Orbost Primary School, is
unable to travel on that bus due to Orbost North
Primary School not being serviced by buses. This is the
case even though the child’s family is in receipt of a
conveyance allowance, which is only payable if the
student is attending their nearest school. The
department’s own system shows that distances are
equal to either school, and this supports the case that
Orbost North Primary School should also be serviced
by the school bus.
Orbost North Primary School also believes an actual
road test to measure distance will show Orbost North
Primary School to be the closest school for the family.
It would take an extremely short bus route detour of
less than a minute to have this child and future
prospective students receive bus travel to Orbost North
Primary School.

Thomastown electorate
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) —
(Question 6482) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Local Government. I note that the first
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round of funding approvals for the Andrews Labor
government’s Interface Growth Fund was announced
recently, and the minister visited the Barry Road
Community Centre to announce that its funding was
successful. Members of Lalor Tennis Club are also
celebrating the funding they will receive to build a
decent clubhouse. Residents are so happy to finally
have a government that cares about them, and they
welcome the Andrews Labor government’s $4 million
going into the Thomastown electorate from this fund.
Could the minister provide details as to the benefits of
these projects and the project time lines?

Bass electorate
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — (Question 6483) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Families
and Children. I ask the minister whether the Andrew’s
Labor government will fund the Bass Valley Children’s
Centre at Corinella. In June this year I asked the
Minister for Families and Children to commit to
funding this important project. As the minister is aware,
Bass Coast Shire Council allocated $80 000 in its
current budget to undertake the design work for the
building. Since this time the board has been working
tirelessly with the council and the architects; the site
and the concept stage have both been locked in, and the
project is now entering the preliminary design phase.
The success of this project will depend solely on
whether funding for the building is supported by all
three levels of government. It is a project that also relies
on grants and on community fundraising, which has
already raised an impressive $70 000. I understand that
the chairperson of the Bass Valley Children’s Centre,
Christina Keeble, has written to the Minister for
Education, the Minister for Families and Children and a
member for Eastern Victoria Region in the Legislative
Council, but is yet to receive a response.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 6484) My question is to the Minister for
Health and concerns Casey Hospital. I ask the minister
to provide an update on the long-awaited and
much-needed upgrade of Casey Hospital — a very busy
hospital that cares for my constituents. The hospital was
built and expanded by previous Labor governments to
meet the needs of our growing community, the
members of which we acknowledge deserve the very
best of care. We have provided $106.3 million for the
significant expansion, which will allow the hospital to
treat over 12 000 more patients. I have met with many
local residents who are very excited about this project,
and I ask the minister to provide them with an update.
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STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Further Amendment Bill 2015. This bill primarily
amends three acts: the Duties Act 2000, the Payroll Tax
Act 2007 and the Valuation of Land Act 1960. The
shadow Treasurer in his contribution made some
significant points with respect to the way tax is
collected in this state and raised some issues with
regard to that, but on the whole this bill does not seem
to elicit a great deal of consternation from stakeholders
or otherwise.
With respect to the Duties Act, this bill seeks to update
the definition of ‘cattle’, as outlined in clause 3,
particularly with regard to bison. The current situation
is that duty is payable on the sale of certain animals
under the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994. That is
applicable to a number of different animals, being
goats, cattle, calves and sheep, amongst others. Duty is
then paid into compensation funds such as the Cattle
Compensation Fund, for example, and those funds are
then used for disease control and to compensate
livestock owners for losses caused by disease. The
definition of ‘cattle’ was previously amended and bison
was included in the Livestock Disease Control Act, so
essentially this is a consequential amendment to include
bison under the Duties Act.
I have been doing a little bit of research on bison and it
is an interesting subject. We probably have a couple of
aptly named members of Parliament here in respect of
the animal kingdom — the member for Gippsland East
and the member for Sunbury, being Bulls — but we are
talking about bison in this particular instance. It is
interesting to read some of the background on it. Across
Australia there are only 10 people or thereabouts who
actually farm bison, some particularly in the north of
the state. The member for Ovens Valley and the
member for Benambra, if they speak on this bill, might
even add to my contribution with respect to bison, but
some of the research shows that up in the King Valley
you can acquire American bison pies, and they are
supposed to be — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr NORTHE — I have not had one yet, but it is
very interesting. Bison meat is supposed to be very
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nutritious in comparison to other meat. Anyway, I will
move on from the bison.
The Payroll Tax Act will also be amended essentially to
reflect changes made to legislation governing registered
training organisations. The changes mean that the
definition of ‘new entrant’ will become obsolete in the
Payroll Tax Act. This bill simply updates the definition
of ‘new entrant’ to preserve the exemptions into the
future.
There are also amendments to the Valuation of Land
Act. These amendments primarily do five things.
Without going into all of the five, the changes include
the following. At the moment councils are required to
adopt their budgets by 30 June each year. This bill
brings forward the date by which biannual valuations
are submitted from 30 June to 30 April. As the shadow
Treasurer outlined in his contribution, 30 April is really
a best practice recommendation and this bill seeks to
impose that earlier reporting date as a requirement and
enshrine that in legislation. The bill also proposes to
allow the valuer-general, should the valuer-general
consider it appropriate to do so, to accept a late
nomination from a council as to who will undertake the
conduct of a general valuation. Another important
element is that under the bill supplementary valuations
will be able to be made in certain additional
circumstances — and quite rightly — such as where
land moves from being rateable to being non-rateable,
amongst other provisions.
In the minister’s second-reading speech a further
explanation of supplementary valuations is outlined. It
says:
Supplementary valuations are also made during each
valuation cycle to account for a variety of circumstances,
including new properties arising from subdivisions of land
and changes in the use or status of existing properties. These
valuations are used for assessing council rates, land tax and
fire services property levy. The amendments to the Valuation
of Land Act make improvements to the valuation process and
provide the legislative certainty to existing administrative
practices.

It is interesting that valuations refer to council rates,
which are the subject of other legislation in this place,
land tax and the fire services property levy, which I
want to dwell on a little bit further. As the shadow
Treasurer said in his contribution, one of the concerns
the opposition has raised is about integrity and faith in
governments when they make commitments and
promises and then they do not eventuate. In an
interview with the then Leader of the Opposition, now
the Premier, on Channel 7 news the night before the
election, Peter Mitchell asked, ‘Do you promise
Victorians here tonight that you will not increase taxes
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or introduce any new taxes?’. The response of the now
Premier was, ‘I make that promise, Peter …’. But when
you look at it in reality and go back and assess that
statement, unfortunately what has actually happened is
a far different proposition.
The reality is that in the first budget handed down by
this government we see with stamp duty a 3 per cent
foreign surcharge in addition to any other stamp duty
payable; we have with land tax the introduction of the
foreign surcharge, which is 0.5 per cent in addition to
any other land tax payable; and that fees and fines are
supposedly indexed — up 2.75 per cent. When you
correlate that to CPI, CPI to March of this year was
actually only 1 per cent, so there is a significant
difference. But one of the things we certainly take
exception to and umbrage with, as do many residents
and property owners across Victoria, is the fire services
property levy, which on a general average has risen by
7.2 per cent — in stark contrast to what the Premier
said prior to the election.
In my own electorate — and I have raised this in
Parliament previously — people have come into my
office after receiving their rates notices to show that, in
some cases, they have incurred a 12 per cent or 13 per
cent increase in the fire services levy. That is simply not
good enough. It is a broken promise and commitment
by the Premier that he made prior to the election.
The fire services property levy is an important tax
reform that I am proud the coalition undertook while it
was in government. It has certainly been a policy of the
Liberal-Nationals coalition for quite some time.
Unfortunately during the 2000s, under the watch of the
Bracks and Brumby governments, there was not an
appetite by Labor to introduce those reforms. We had
the nonsensical situation where the fire services levy, if
you like, was applicable to insurance premiums. The
reality was that some home owners did not have
property insurance, some were underinsured, and some
were overinsured. It was simply an unfair tax system.
Applying the fire services levy against property was a
massive tax reform, but it was the right reform to
undertake. Importantly, what sometimes gets forgotten
is the fact that if you were a concession card holder you
did not get any rebate from the levy that was applicable
to your insurance premium. Under the proposals the
coalition had in place there was a $20 million
concession scheme that certainly supported pensioners
and veterans with respect to that. It was supported by
many different entities and certainly many tax reform
analysts and professionals, and was certainly supported
by the Victorian Farmers Federation amongst others, so
it was a significant tax reform that saw a vast
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improvement. It was a fairer one for all Victorians,
particularly regional Victorians.
In summary, there is not a lot of contention with the
bill. These are a lot of technical amendments that do not
seem to derive any consternation from stakeholders.
The shadow Treasurer, likewise, has summed up some
of the concerns with the bill in his contribution.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the State Taxation Acts
Further Amendment Bill 2015. As we have heard, this
bill makes amendments to update and clarify taxation
and land valuation laws. It amends the Duties Act 2000
to include bison in the definition of cattle for the
purposes of livestock duty. It updates the definition of
‘new entrant’ for the purpose of payroll tax exemptions
for wages paid to apprentices and trainees, which will
allow far more apprentices and trainees to be employed
in this important sector. There are also a series of other
amendments to the Valuation of Land Act 1960. This is
a bit of a cleaning-up bill because of past inadvertent
omissions or oversights.
In making a brief contribution I want to briefly pick up
on the impertinent and shameless contribution by the
member for Malvern on this bill. He criticised the
stamp duty in the government’s Back to Work scheme.
This was pretty audacious given that when he was
Treasurer he championed a very similar scheme.
However, true to form, he championed it two days after
the then Labor opposition — now government —
introduced the scheme, so it was not even his original
idea.
Nonetheless we are not leaving things to chance by
only having one fix in our bag of policies. We have a
whole range of them, including the Future Industries
Fund, the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel, the
level crossing removal program and the first-ever
10-year rolling stock program for 50 per cent
manufacturing content in Victoria. Here is a novel one:
not inflicting significant cuts to the public service. All
of these policies together with a genuine commitment
to create jobs will do just that. No government can
control the exact number of jobs in this state or any
other jurisdiction, but a government can control the
work it does to try to achieve a good outcome, and that
is what we are doing. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is my pleasure to
rise to make a brief contribution on this bill. Taxation is
a very interesting topic. There has been a lot written
about taxation throughout history. Very often people
begin their contributions by quoting Louis XIV’s

Thursday, 12 November 2015

finance minister Jean Baptiste Colbert’s famous
declaration that:
The art of taxation consists in so plucking the goose as to
obtain the largest possible amount of feathers with the
smallest possible amount of hissing.

There is always a need to take great care in passing any
bill that deals with taxation. As previous speakers have
said, it is easy to create suspicion and distrust in
members of the public when you are dealing with
taxation, because it creates such an impost on them. It is
important that we keep the confidence of the people.
Unfortunately the current government made promises
prior to the last election that there would be no
increases in tax, and it has set out since the election to
break those promises. This includes stamp duty of 3 per
cent in addition to any other stamp duty payable; a land
tax foreign surcharge of 0.5 per cent in addition to any
other land tax payable; and the indexation of fees and
fines up by 2.75 per cent. They were supposed to be
increased by the CPI, but CPI is only 1 per cent. The
fire services levy, as we know, is up 7.2 per cent and
has been as high as 12 per cent in some quarters.
As I say, it is important that when promises and
commitments are made those promises and
commitments are kept. This is particularly so in matters
where it is important that we keep the confidence of the
community, and taxation is one of those matters. With
that short contribution, I will allow time for other
speakers to make their contributions.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to also
make a brief contribution in relation to the State
Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015. Others
have covered off on the details of the bill, so in my very
brief contribution I want to cover some more up-to-date
matters in relation to state taxation and the state budget.
What we have seen in the last couple of days, in
question time particularly, has been an extraordinary
exhibition of deceit against the Victorian people,
particularly as reflected in the comments made by the
Treasurer regarding the east–west link. There is a litany
of hypocrisy coming from this government, such as in
relation to east–west link compensation costs. Back in
2014 the then Leader of the Opposition said that the
contracts were not worth the paper they were written on
and that there would be no compensation payable. The
Treasurer and the Premier said on 15 April 2015 that
the Labor government had incurred costs of just $1.
Later in that press release they said that the state’s
liabilities were capped at the $339 million that had been
paid out by the previous government. We can see how
far from the truth that was with the latest bout of
compensation payable for the incoming Labor
government’s scrapping of this project, which is a
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further $217 million, bringing the overall total cost of
ripping up the contract to in the vicinity of
$857 million.
There are a range of other issues, particularly in relation
to the budget surplus. I spoke about this in this place the
other day. Despite the fact that the state figures have
allegedly returned a surplus, the Auditor-General has
qualified those accounts, quite correctly, which has
turned the Labor government’s so-called surplus into a
deficit of $286 million. That is within the first
12 months of Labor coming to government. That is a
big shock for all Victorians, and it does not augur well
at all for the future of the state budget.
We also had the big promise by the Labor Party when it
came to government that it would create
100 000 full-time jobs within two years. With
14 months to go the Premier is a mere 95 571 jobs
short. What we are seeing here is a raft of
mismanagement, financial incompetence and deception
foisted on the Victorian people. It is a shameful
situation. Labor has put us into a deficit position with
the state budget in its first year of operation. It is the
first budget deficit in more than 20 years, and it does
not augur well for us as Victorian taxpayers. Having a
qualified auditor opinion on a matter such as this is
quite extraordinary. In simple terms the fact that you
can be given money to build an asset and then decide
not to build that asset but keep the money and book it as
income is an extraordinary piece of accounting
behaviour. That is why the Auditor-General has quite
rightly chosen to qualify the accounts in the way he has.
There have been a whole lot of defences put up by the
Treasurer and the Premier in relation to that.
Ms Asher interjected.
Mr ANGUS — As the member for Brighton
correctly says, it is just a lot of nonsense. What we saw
today, particularly in question time in relation to the
substantive issue of the interest liability — the
$217 million shown in the accounts tabled yesterday —
was just a lot of gobbledygook that showed basically, in
my opinion, a complete and utter lack of understanding
as to what was going on with that instrument. It is very
disappointing for all of us as Victorian taxpayers.
It is very disappointing for the broader community
because decisions like this have implications, and they
certainly hurt residents in my electorate of Forest Hill
because they ultimately increase the cost of government
and increase the financial impost upon ordinary
households. I think we are in for a very rocky ride here.
The State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015
has to do certain things. Others have eloquently spoken
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about that, so I will not revisit it, but I am looking at it
from the macro point of view and expressing very
clearly my concerns about where we are going
financially here in Victoria.
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Other
members have outlined the relevant sections of this bill.
I am briefly going to mention just some of the aspects
of it. The payroll tax changes in relation to exemptions
for apprentices and trainees highlight this issue of jobs,
where the government has completely failed on its
so-called jobs package and its target of 100 000 new
full-time jobs. It has in fact gone backwards in the
11 months the government has been here. We have
seen others this week, and there has been plenty of
debate in this place, about the east–west link — an
$850 million cost for a road that will not be built — and
about the Auditor-General’s office belling the cat last
week on the so-called surplus, which is in fact a deficit.
The coalition is not opposing this bill, but in the interest
of time I will leave it at that.
I take this opportunity, though, to say with respect to
time that it is very disappointing indeed — I would
suggest that it is a disgrace — that the government has
been managing its business program like this. I suspect
that on the difficult issue of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015,
which we will be debating later this afternoon, I will not
have a chance to speak. It is an absolute disgrace that
the Leader of the Government has not been able to
manage the program to ensure that MPs have the
opportunity to represent their electorates and to speak
particularly on matters that are difficult and on matters
of conscience to explain to their constituency why they
are voting a certain way. That is a disgrace, and the
government should not be allowed to treat the
Parliament with this contempt. It is absolutely
disrespectful.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Minister for Finance).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (SAFE ACCESS ZONES)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 October; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I rise as the lead speaker
for the coalition parties on this bill. I speak as lead
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speaker at short notice as our intended lead speaker was
not available. I intend to, first of all, outline to the house
in general terms the circumstances around this bill
before proceeding to give my own views in relation to
it. This is, as I do not need to inform the house, a bill
that is highly contentious and goes to an issue that has
been the subject of controversy for many years. It is a
bill on which I expect many members of this house
have different deeply held views. The Liberal Party and
The Nationals intend to allow our members to have a
free vote on this issue and to decide based on their
personal beliefs and using their individual skills,
judgement and expertise as members of Parliament on
the appropriate way they will vote.
The minister has set out the reasons for this bill in her
second-reading speech. She told the house that it is:
… designed to support women’s reproductive health choices
by ensuring that all women can access health services that
provide abortions without fear, intimidation, harassment or
obstruction.

I think it is fair to say that all members of this house
would believe that people should not be subjected to
harassment, intimidation or besetting, and the issue at
stake is whether or not this bill follows appropriate
means to achieve this objective.
A range of material has been made available to
members from those who hold different views in
relation to the legislation, and I will touch on some of
that factual material. A research note issued by the
parliamentary library provides a range of information
on exclusion zones, and it is available for members to
refer to. It refers in particular to a court action brought
by the Fertility Control Clinic against the City of
Melbourne and points out that in March last year:
… the Fertility Control Clinic sought a writ of mandamus
against the Melbourne City Council for failing to do anything
about the nuisance caused by the protesters.

The research note highlights that His Honour Justice
McDonald concluded that:
… prima facie, such conduct —

as was alleged in the proceedings —
is a private nuisance by reason of impeding the clinic’s
enjoyment of its property and a public nuisance by reason of
the elements of annoyance, inconvenience or hurt to members
of the public.

He referred to the duty of the council under the Public
Health and Wellbeing Act 2008 to remedy, as far as
reasonably possible, all nuisances existing in its
municipal district, provided that, under section 58(1),
such nuisances must be, or must be liable to be,
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dangerous to health or offensive. The research note
states:
Justice McDonald found that it was within the council’s
jurisdiction to ‘erroneously conclude that the conduct [of the
protesters] was neither offensive nor dangerous to health’.

A large part of the debate around this bill relates to the
size of the exclusion zone that is proposed by it. A
number of listings have been compiled about
international practice in relation to exclusion zones or
buffer zones, and according to the information I have
been provided with British Columbia, for example, has
introduced a 10-metre fixed buffer zone around a
doctor’s office, a 50-metre fixed buffer zone around a
hospital or clinic and a 160-metre fixed buffer zone
around an abortion provider or clinic worker’s home.
Calgary has introduced a fixed buffer zone which
requires protesters to remain across the street. Toronto
has introduced a 25-foot fixed buffer zone around a
doctor’s office, a 60-foot fixed buffer zone around two
particular clinics and a 30-foot, or about 9-metre, buffer
zone around another clinic.
There have been a range of laws also in the United
States, including a 100-foot fixed and 8-foot floating
zone in Colorado; legislation for a 35-foot fixed buffer
zone in Massachusetts, to which I will return later on; a
36-foot, 11-metre, buffer zone in Montana; and a range
of other buffer zones in other jurisdictions. In Australia
there is a precedent for a 150-metre buffer zone in
Tasmania, and I understand that the ACT is also
proposing to introduce legislation.
One of the arguments that has been raised — and again
I will come back to this later on — is whether or not the
legislation that is currently before this house is likely to
transgress the implied freedom of political
communication under the commonwealth constitution.
The Australian Christian Lobby has circulated to a
number of members legal advice that states that there is
a strong argument that the prohibition of
communication within 150 metres will offend the
implied freedom of political communication and will in
certain cases be found unconstitutional and invalid by
the High Court.
Those are some of the contextual and factual matters
relating to this bill before the house. As I say, it is a
matter that deals with a highly contentious subject on
which different members will reach different
conclusions after giving their own individual attention
to the facts and the issues concerned and to the views
and values that they hold. As I indicated earlier,
members on this side of the house will be exercising a
free vote, and individual members on this side will be
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expressing such views as they think fit, so I now turn to
express my own views in relation to this legislation.
In my view all members of this house should support
laws and enforcement that protect Victorians against
besetting and harassment, and all members of this
house should support free speech, including the free
exchange of ideas and arguments. The problem with
this legislation is that the 150-metre exclusion zone in
this bill goes way beyond anything that in my view is
reasonable to protect against besetting or harassment. It
is not a zone of safe access; it is a zone of censorship of
ideas that its proponents do not like.
It is unfortunately part of a deplorable worldwide trend
of seeking to prevent and prohibit the expression of any
ideas that others do not like, as is increasingly being
identified by commentators around the world as a grave
and growing threat to freedom of thought, debate and
ideas in the Western world, as highlighted for example
by social psychologist Jonathan Haidt in his recent
compelling article in The Atlantic magazine titled ‘The
coddling of the American mind’. The ban in this bill
does not depend on whether what is communicated is
respectful or is confronting; all are equally banned if it
is reasonably likely that some recipients may take
objection to them.
The US Supreme Court in its unanimous conclusion in
the McCullen case ruled that a 35-foot, or 10-metre,
exclusion zone is unconstitutional as an unjustified
restriction on free speech. Indeed in the United States
any subject-specific ban on free speech, like the ban in
this bill, is automatically unconstitutional. We should
not regard the US Supreme Court as the font of all
wisdom, but the Supreme Court’s unanimous
conclusion and the reasoning of the plurality in this case
is instructive. I quote:
Petitioners wish to converse with their fellow citizens about
an important subject on the public streets and sidewalks —
sites that have hosted discussions about the issues of the day
throughout history. Respondents assert undeniably significant
interests in maintaining public safety on those same streets
and sidewalks, as well as in preserving access to adjacent
healthcare facilities. But here the commonwealth —

that is, the commonwealth of Massachusetts —
has pursued those interests by the extreme step of closing a
substantial portion of a traditional public forum to all
speakers. It has done so without seriously addressing the
problem through alternatives that leave the forum open for its
time-honoured purposes.

As the US Supreme Court also points out, what
restrictions like this involve is banning the
communication of ideas and information that actually
change minds. Again I quote:
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McCullen and the other petitioners consider it essential to
maintain a caring demeanour, a calm tone of voice, and direct
eye contact during these exchanges. Such interactions,
petitioners believe, are a much more effective means of
dissuading women from having abortions than
confrontational methods such as shouting or brandishing
signs, which in petitioners’ view tend only to antagonise their
intended audience. In unrefuted testimony, petitioners say
they have collectively persuaded hundreds of women to forgo
abortions.

In Victoria those who gather outside abortion clinics
say their conversations have led to dozens of women
changing their minds and dozens of happy young
children being alive today who otherwise would not be.
The stifling of free speech involved in this bill would be
equally repressive regardless of its subject matter, but it
is important not to normalise what can go on in
abortion clinics under Victorian law. Victoria has some
of the most extreme abortion laws in the world,
allowing doctors to kill children up to the moment of
birth and allowing doctors to be coerced by law into
being complicit in that killing. Those who support the
regime that enables that killing are desperate to exclude
any viewpoint that could give rise to the slightest seed
of doubt about the legitimacy of the regime they have
created. They do not even want to admit that those
attending for abortions could have the slightest
legitimate reason to doubt the correctness of their
decision and could be open to changing their minds
when presented with alternative points of view or
informed about alternative options.
But the facts speak for themselves. People can and do
change their minds when exposed to alternative points
of view — points of view not expressed through
harassment, abuse or intimidation, but points of view
expressed with caring and compassion, as the US
Supreme Court has observed. It has been argued that
those who protest outside abortion clinics frequently
engage in harassing conduct and that the current law is
inadequate. However, neither of these propositions has
actually been tested in the courts.
As I referred to earlier, in the Melbourne Fertility
Control Clinic case the clinic chose to sue Melbourne
City Council (MCC) rather than the Helpers of God’s
Precious Infants. If the Fertility Control Clinic had
brought its proceedings against the Helpers rather than
against the council, all of the evidence could have been
properly made public, findings of fact could have been
made and rulings could have been given about how the
law applies to the facts as established. If the Helpers
were engaged in a public nuisance, an injunction could
have been given; however, none of this occurred
because they were not actually sued in that case.
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Furthermore, again as I referred to earlier, the judge in
the MCC case actually ruled that the MCC had
probably misapplied the law in not enforcing its
by-laws, but he would nonetheless not force them to
apply those by-laws differently. Had the case been
brought against the Helpers, there would have been a
clear ruling as to how the law applied. In fact His
Honour reaffirmed that the law as to what is allowed
and not allowed in the public exercise of free speech is
actually clear and well established.
The Dollar Sweets and Animal Liberation cases in
Victoria have for many years made clear that
harassment, besetting and obstruction are already
breaches of the law and can be restrained by injunction.
Indeed a cynic would think that the abortion clinic
chose not to sue the Helpers because they could not
substantiate their accusations against the Helpers or
because their lawyers did not want to be seen
supporting laws that restrict what can be done at pickets
and blockades.
In deciding whether you agree with any ban like this,
you need to apply the test to causes you support as well
as to causes you oppose. Do those opposite who
support this legislation think it appropriate that there
should be a ban on discussing any industrial relations
matters within 150 metres of a construction site? The
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
certainly caused great distress to the Grocon Emporium
workers, who just wanted to go to their workplace,
calling them scabs and threatening them and their
future in the industry.
If you support a 150-metre ban here, why should you
not support a ban in that context as well? The test of the
legitimacy and the reasonableness of this legislation
depends on whether you can apply it equally to causes
you agree with as to causes you oppose. Those opposite
who want to shut down free speech on this one topic are
those who repealed move-on laws that gave police the
power to act on the spot against anyone who harassed
or threatened others.
It is said that this law is necessary to give certainty to
police. However, there are two fundamental flaws with
that argument. Firstly, such an argument gives no
justification for a massive 150-metre censorship zone.
That is the distance of seven or eight large house block
frontages or more than seven cricket pitches. Police
would have greater certainty and enforceability with a 5
to 10-metre zone than a 150-metre zone. Claims of the
need for certainty to justify this bill are simply an
excuse for shutting down viewpoints that proponents
disagree with. Secondly, this bill does not provide
certainty for police. Indeed it does the opposite. It
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requires police to make judgements about every
communication within 150 metres of an abortion clinic
against a test of whether it is reasonably likely to cause
anxiety or distress. Some communications would fall
within that prohibition; some communications would
not. This legislation is expecting, on a controversial
issue such as this, individual police officers to reach a
view and apply the law impartially and objectively.
To make matters worse, the bill will force individual
judges and magistrates to form views on this highly
controversial issue in which personal views differ
widely and with guidance given to them by this
Parliament — that is, the words that the bill is
proposing to put on the statute book — that is
legitimately open to a broad range of interpretations in
different ways by different people. It is unfair to put
that burden on the judiciary, and even more
importantly, it is unfair to all Victorian citizens — those
who might want to attract the benefit of its protections
and those who might want to convey ideas. It is unfair
to everyone to create a bill with such uncertainty and
therefore such lack of authority in terms of protections
and such lack of clarity in terms of what people’s
remaining rights of free expression may be.
If the objective of the proponents of the bill were truly
to provide certainty and to allow safe passage into
premises, having a 150-metre exclusion zone that goes
massively beyond anything reasonably necessary is
simply inviting the legislation to be ruled
unconstitutional by the High Court, in breach of what
the High Court considers is an implied constitutional
restriction on the capacity of parliaments to legislate to
restrict free speech on matters relating to public policy.
For those who may have doubts in this area, I simply
invite them to read recent High Court judgements, such
as the pastors’ case in Adelaide and the Monis case
involving abusive communications through the post, to
get their own assessment of the High Court’s reasoning
and form their own judgements as to what the High
Court is likely to rule in relation to this legislation.
Winston Churchill once said that some people’s idea of
free speech is that they are free to say what they like but
if anyone says anything back that is an outrage. If we
are to remain a truly free, open and creative society, we
must be willing to allow the communication of ideas
and information that we may disagree with. This has
been one of the hardest and yet most important lessons
of history for humanity to learn, and we must not allow
that lesson to be lost.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I welcome this bill. In
doing so, I first want to acknowledge the Minister for
Health for the work she has done, in cooperation with
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Fiona Patten, a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, and for bringing this bill so
speedily to the house. I also acknowledge the staff of
the Fertility Control Clinic in East Melbourne, who
have over decades now endured daily harassment as
they go about their work providing much-needed lawful
medical services to women in this state.
The reasons for the introduction of this bill have been
widely canvassed, firstly and importantly, by the
minister in the second-reading speech, and also in the
media with opinion pieces by the minister, Fiona
Patten, and Emily Howie and Susie Allanson. The
recent Supreme Court decision in relation to the
nuisance provisions of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act 2008 highlighted a deficiency in our current laws.
Victoria Police does not possess adequate powers to
prevent women from being harassed and intimidated in
this situation. It is for this reason that this bill has been
brought, as I said, so speedily to this place.
Let us be clear about the intention of this bill. It is to
ensure that women in Victoria are able to access lawful
medical procedures without fear, intimidation or
harassment. Women also have a right to access these
services without having their privacy compromised. I
want to acknowledge that this bill is about the
balancing of rights. Members on this side of the house
hold dear the traditions of the labour movement, which
have always included the right to protest and to express
political opinions. However, those rights at all times
must be tempered when they cause significant harm.
There is no doubt that significant harm is caused to the
patients and staff at abortion clinics who are subject to
intimidation and harassment in the course of accessing
and providing lawful medical services.
Regarding the details of this bill, I want to be clear that
in addition to prohibiting behaviour that besets,
harasses, intimidates and impedes patients and staff
accessing abortion services, the bill also prohibits
communication in relation to abortion that is reasonably
likely to cause distress or anxiety to someone accessing
an abortion provider. This provision is drafted carefully
to balance the rights of people to freedom of political
communication with the rights of women to privacy
and dignity whilst accessing — once again I reiterate —
a lawful medical procedure that is through an abortion
provider. The only type of behaviour that will be
prohibited under this provision is that which causes
harm to people. That is the only type of behaviour that
is being prohibited: that which causes harm to people. It
is not a blanket ban, and it is one that ultimately the
courts will make a judgement on. The courts will
determine the types of behaviours reasonably likely to
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be distressing or to cause anxiety to someone seeking to
access an abortion provider.
I want to put on the record my views on this matter. I
have no doubt whatsoever that silent prayer vigils,
silent protests and the display of signs and posters that
are designed to humiliate, embarrass, frighten and
disturb women are indeed actions reasonably likely to
cause distress and anxiety and should be found to be
prohibited. I think this behaviour is carried out at
abortion premises with the sole intent of dissuading
women from accessing abortions. It is the overt and
stated purpose of the Helpers of God’s Precious Infants,
who maintain a six-days-a-week presence outside the
East Melbourne Fertility Control Clinic. It is behaviour
that is intimidating and distressing, and it is behaviour
that belittles women. It belittles women and their
capacity to make decisions about their own lives and to
determine and control their fertility. Women are
perfectly capable beings who are able to make these
decisions by themselves. Prayer vigils and silent
protests are designed to communicate to women that
what they have chosen to do is something they should
be ashamed of. They are designed to try to dissuade and
humiliate women.
The impact of protest activity, even when it is an
individual who silently holds a sign, must also be
understood within the context of these women’s
personal circumstances. Many women are already
feeling distressed, anxious and fearful — as we all often
are when attending any medical procedure. To
encounter a protester holding a sign condemning
abortions when women are attempting to access this or
any other service, or indeed when they are leaving the
clinic, is likely to heighten these feelings of anxiety and
distress.
Finally, in commending the bill to the house, I would
like to acknowledge my sisters here in the Labor Party
who will be speaking in support of this bill and also the
legal team from Maurice Blackburn Lawyers and the
Human Rights Law Centre (HRLC) for its work in the
Supreme Court case. In doing so I acknowledge my
friend of over 30 years, Therese McCarthy. I would
also like to acknowledge Emily Howie from the HRLC
for her advocacy, Rita Butera from Women’s Health
Victoria, Lynne Jordan from Family Planning Victoria
and Susie Allanson and her team from the East
Melbourne Fertility Control Clinic for their bravery and
for standing up for women’s rights to control their
fertility in this state.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to make a
contribution on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015. As has
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already been talked about, the bill defines ‘safe access
zones’ as an area within a radius of 150 metres from
premises at which abortions are provided and identifies
forms of behaviour prescribed as prohibited within the
safe access zones. Section 185B defines those
prohibited behaviours as besetting, harassing,
intimidating, interfering with, threatening, hindering,
obstruction or impeding a person accessing or leaving
premises, communicating on abortion in a way that is
reasonably likely to cause distress or anxiety,
interfering with or impeding a footpath without
reasonable excuse, and recording, without reasonable
excuse, a person accessing or leaving the premises.
I put on the record that, given that this side of the house
has a free vote, I will be supporting the bill. I believe
this bill is not about whether abortion should or should
not be carried out — that is a totally separate debate.
This is about people’s rights to go about lawful practice
here in Victoria and, as the purpose defines, not to be
threatened, not to be intimidated and not to feel that
they have someone else’s views being forced on them.
Something I have done a number of times, and I did it
long before this bill came in, is walk along Wellington
Parade to view firsthand these issues. I must admit that
as I walk there I do not think the behaviour by those
people on the sidewalk is appropriate for me as a
normal person accessing the footpath compared to
people who may want to go in or out of the clinic. Not
everyone who goes into that clinic is necessarily going
into that clinic for an abortion.
Ms Thomas — It’s true: it’s a fertility clinic.
Mr WALSH — It is a fertility clinic, as someone
said by interjection. It is about women’s health. We
have put a lot of effort into the community not only
with women’s health but with men’s health as well.
Would men feel inclined to go to a men’s health clinic
if they were being demonstrated against for going in
and out of that? This is about someone not forcing their
views on someone else.
In relation to a number of bills in this place people seem
to believe that their views are the right views and the
views everyone should have. I must admit when we
debated the Adoption Amendment (Adoption By
Same-Sex Couples) Bill 2015 a couple of weeks ago,
my opposition to that was around clause 17 of the bill
and those views being forced on another organisation to
have to do something that was in that bill. This is about
people having the rights to go about their lawful ways
here in Victoria and not have someone else’s views
forced on them.
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Again, I think there are some people here who have
very select views on this. There were the move-on laws
under the previous government.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. to 2.02 p.m.
Mr WALSH — When we adjourned for lunch I had
just started to talk about the fact that on this bill and
others some people seem to have views that it is fine to
have rights to go about your business peacefully on an
issue like this but it is not on others. I was mentioning
the fact that under the previous government we had the
move-on laws, which have now been repealed, but
those move-on laws were in some ways similar to this
in that people had the right to go to work and not be
intimidated by particular unions who were picketing a
particular business site.
I think that very much comes to the issue of the
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union here
in Victoria and the freedom of association. In my view
what we have talked about with this bill equally applies
to someone who wants to work on a building site who
does not necessarily want to be part of a union. I think
they have the right to go and work on that building site
and not be intimidated by people covered in tattoos,
with a fluoro shirt, threatening them with the fact that
they should be part of the union on that particular site.
What is good for the goose is good for the gander, in
that you cannot have it both ways. You actually need
the rights to go about your lawful business in whatever
form that may be.
With this particular bill I think it is very much about
that. This is about people’s rights — in this case
particularly women’s — to enter certain premises
without being intimidated, bullied or threatened or
having accusations made about their own personal
business. On that, I will be supporting the bill.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I am pleased to
rise in support of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015. This
amendment bill will provide safe access zones around
premises where abortions are provided and is designed
quite simply to support women’s reproductive health
choices and safeguard a woman’s freedom to access a
lawful medical procedure without the fear of
harassment or undue obstruction and intimidation.
More specifically, the bill provides for a safe access
zone of 150 metres around the medical premises where
abortions are provided and prohibits a person
interfering, threatening or impeding another person
accessing or leaving these premises. I will acknowledge
from the outset that there are strong views held on both
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sides of this issue, and I know this topic causes great
angst for anti-abortion groups. In recent days I have
received some correspondence from people associated
with these groups — overwhelmingly men, I might
add. When they have written to me most have been
quite respectful in putting forward their views, which is
their right; however, others have been unnecessarily
aggressive — aggressive towards me while attempting
to claim that their activities at abortion clinics are not
aggressive or intimidating. I find that quite ironic.
One perspective put to me, and one I wholeheartedly
reject, is the notion that protesters who engage in often
quite confronting behaviour are ‘sidewalk counsellors’.
My only comment on that is: I would like to see the
qualifications of those purporting to be any such thing.
My view on this issue is really quite straightforward,
and I will keep my comments brief. I support this
bill — unapologetically, I might add.
This bill does not impact on the right of any Victorian
to have their say on the matter of abortion in any
number of appropriate forums. These views can still be
voiced freely and debated — indeed we quite regularly
see a handful of anti-abortion protesters at the gates of
Parliament during sitting weeks — and people retain
their right to lobby the government. But individual
rights must always be balanced, and what we are doing
through this legislation is balancing the individual right
of free speech, the right of protest, against the right of a
woman to undergo a lawful medical procedure without
harassment and intimidation. I think this bill strikes a
fair balance. People are free to protest and lobby the
government on the issue of abortion. They are free to
raise their opinion in a range of forums, but it is
inappropriate to do that in a harassing or an intimidating
way as women who have made a decision enter clinics.
I would also like to add that none of us should ever
presume to know or judge the reasons why a woman
may seek to terminate a pregnancy. We should not
presume to know and certainly should not judge
somebody else’s circumstances. I think it is fair to say
that the decision to terminate a pregnancy is a serious
decision and one that is not typically taken lightly, and
we should be respectful of that and respectful of the
difficulty of that decision and the reasons that may lead
to it.
I would also like to contradict the claims that some
anti-abortion protesters have made to me — that
incidents of intimidation by protesters are rare. They are
not. A study in 2011 showed that at one Victorian clinic
85 per cent of women reported seeing protesters outside
the clinic and 20 per cent actually had someone attempt
to block their entry into the clinic. This figure is
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significant, and despite abortion being decriminalised
the targeting of abortion clinics remains.
This bill will also protect the safety and wellbeing of
employees and staff who work at these premises or
access them as part of their work. Workers should be
able to complete their duties and responsibilities
without being continually harassed. Staff who work at
these clinics can be employed in a number of different
roles. The medical clinics that perform abortions also
conduct up to six other procedures on site, which has
been pointed out by other speakers.
There is clear public support for this bill. In 2013
Newspoll surveyed Victorians and found that over
80 per cent of those surveyed supported safe access
zones around abortion clinics. This bill will help ensure
that women and staff accessing medical facilities that
provide abortions can do so safely and with their
privacy and dignity maintained, and most of all it will
ensure that respect is maintained for the lawful decision
of a woman to do whatever she chooses to do with her
own body.
I am proud that it is women on this side of the chamber
who are leading this debate, which cannot be said of
those opposing it; but I am also somewhat disturbed by
some of the arguments put forward by the member for
Box Hill in his contribution, which were quite frankly
offensive. They had an extremely patriarchal overtone,
and they were extremely offensive to me as a woman
and I am sure to my female colleagues on this side of
the house as well. I commend this bill to the house in
no uncertain terms.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I am pleased to
confirm that every single one of the Greens in this place
and in the other place will be supporting this bill. I will
keep my contribution brief, given the agenda that we
have today and given the substantial contributions that
were made to the debate in the Legislative Council
earlier this year.
I am really pleased about this bill because safe access
zones are one of the areas of great unfinished business
in the area of abortion law reform in this state. Despite
what some people, including some MPs in this place,
might believe, everyone in our community has a right
to access lawful health services without interference
and in a manner that protects their safety, their
wellbeing, their privacy and of course their dignity.
Having an abortion was at long last recognised as a
lawful health service in 2008 — much too late, in my
opinion — and it follows that women, staff and others
who access abortion clinics should be protected from
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being harassed or intimidated when they access what is
a lawful health service.

I believe this is a really sensible balance, and it is one
the Greens wholeheartedly support.

The Greens of course wanted safe access zones to be
included in the Abortion Law Reform Bill 2008 when it
came to the Parliament back in 2008. That was the
approach that was taken in Tasmania in its 2013
legislation that decriminalised abortion. Unfortunately
it did not happen in the Victorian law, but I am so
pleased we are actually addressing this important topic
now. One of the reasons I am particularly happy to be
voting in favour of this bill is that the East Melbourne
fertility clinic is within my electorate of Melbourne, and
it is the conduct of some people outside this clinic that
has unfortunately given rise to the need for this
legislation.

Like the Abortion Law Reform Act 2008, this bill
really is a triumph of years of tremendous effort by
many people. I want to thank some of them today. The
staff of the East Melbourne clinic, some of whom are in
the chamber today, I believe, have been tremendous,
not just for their work over many years but also for their
resilience and determination to see the law reformed
and for the work they do for women every single day.
The women’s and human rights groups that have
pushed for this reform should also be commended for
their advocacy on this matter over many years.

This bill is a good one because it protects and balances
competing rights and does so in what is a really
common-sense, practical but sensitive way. Women
accessing abortion clinics as patients, their support
people, staff who work at these clinics and indeed
everyone else who needs to access the clinics for a
legitimate purpose will have their right to privacy and
freedom of movement protected, and that is of utmost
importance.
A woman’s decision to have an abortion is an intensely
personal one. It is one that is taken for myriad
reasons — reasons which we do not have the right to
judge. In many cases it may be one of the most
significant decisions that woman may make, and being
harassed or intimidated while going through this
personal process can be really distressing and cause
significant harm. No doubt there will be some people
who still want to protest against a woman’s right to
have an abortion, and I could not disagree with these
people more strongly, because I fundamentally believe
in the rights of women to decide what happens to their
body and to make their own medical decisions based on
their own personal reasons, but we all recognise the
absolutely essential importance of freedom of
expression, freedom of assembly and the right to
protest, so this bill will continue to protect the rights of
anyone to protest against Victoria’s abortion laws if
they choose to do so — just not within 150 metres of an
abortion clinic, and of course they do not have the right
to harass or intimidate a woman accessing lawful health
services or to try to prevent her from accessing such
services.
This bill says that within safe access zones the rights of
women and workers to privacy, freedom of movement
and access to lawful health services without being
harassed must take precedence over the rights of
anyone else to protest against abortion within that zone.

On this particular issue we have seen the best of
cross-party negotiation and cooperation. The Sex Party
should be commended for its role in helping put this
reform onto the agenda this year, and the government
should be commended for the way it has responded. To
those in the opposition who are voting for the bill I say
thank you; it is great that the coalition has been granted
a conscience vote on this issue. Obviously personally I
feel disappointed that not all coalition members are
voting for women’s rights to access lawful medical
services, but that is their prerogative. It just goes to
show that when we work together across party lines on
really important issues that affect people’s lives we can
make Victoria a better place. I wholeheartedly
commend the bill and commend it to the house.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am pleased to
speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing (Safe Access
Zones) Bill 2015. This bill ensures that women can act
on decisions about their own body without harassment
by creating a safe access zone around premises where
abortions are provided.
In Australia everyone has a right to their own opinion,
including an opinion about abortion, and I have been
very clear about my opinion within my local
community. I will quote from my article in the Courier
of 6 December 2013:
… I believe it is a woman’s right to determine what happens
to her body. I never want to see us go back to the threats to
women’s health and even their lives from ‘backyard’
abortions.

As I said, every person is entitled to their own opinion,
but the abuse and harassment of women who seek
abortions in Victoria must end.
The Minister for Health recently wrote:
The appropriate place to express …

opinions against abortion —
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is outside the Parliament and directed at legislators, such as
myself, who are elected to make decisions about Victoria’s
laws with respect to abortion.

I agree wholeheartedly with this. There is no place for
causing distress to a woman who seeks a legal medical
procedure, none at all. People can protest against
abortion outside Parliament, and they can even come
and protest outside my office in Ballarat, which is at
17 Lydiard Street North, on the ground floor, so they
would not even have to worry about stairs.
The continuing harassment, abuse and targeting of
women who are simply acting on a decision about their
own body needs to end. There has been disgusting
behaviour outside the East Melbourne Fertility Control
Clinic. Women have been harassed when entering or
leaving the clinic, protesters have tried to block their
entrance to the clinic and protesters have made
offensive, frightening and misleading statements to
patients and staff. I have seen this firsthand. This kind
of disgusting behaviour also occurs outside other clinics
in Victoria.
My message to those who want to protest and to harass
women seeking abortions is very simple: leave them
alone; do not arrogantly place the exercise of your own
right to free speech above the right of women to seek a
legal medical procedure without being set upon and
abused; and do not set the exercise of your own
conscience above the right of others to exercise theirs.
Those people could come to my office and set up a
permanent protest out the front if they like, but with the
passage of this bill they will not be able to continue the
harassment of women who seek abortions.
I thank a number of people for their efforts in relation to
this legislation. I do not think we would be debating a
bill like this without the work of Candy Broad, a former
member of the other place. Candy deserves much of the
credit for the legalisation of abortion in Victoria. I am
certain there would have been action to curtail the
harassment of women outside abortion clinics, but the
effort of Fiona Patten, the Sex Party MLC, has hastened
change, so I thank Fiona. I also want to thank the
Minister for Health. Her commitment to empowering
women will continue to make Victoria a better and
fairer state.
I will finish by acknowledging all the staff who work at
fertility control clinics. I also acknowledge all the
women who have accessed that service. Let us hope
that in the future women can access that service without
harassment and in safety.
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015
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provides safe access zones within 150 metres of
premises where abortions, and indeed other services,
are carried out, where prohibited behaviour is not
permitted. The definition of prohibited behaviour is set
out very clearly in new section 185B of the bill, and
includes ‘besetting, harassing, intimidating, interfering
with, threatening, hindering, obstructing or impeding’,
and also refers to attempts to communicate with people
in a way that is ‘reasonably likely to cause distress or
anxiety’. The bill also introduces an offence of
publishing or distributing a recording of a person
accessing a women’s health clinic. That is set out in
new section 185E and with some limited exceptions.
I am prepared to debate the issue of 150 metres. I note
in the second-reading speech the minister said it was
based on consultation, but leaving aside that detail, this
bill has my complete support. The reason for the bill is
set out very clearly in the second-reading speech — that
is, that women accessing abortion clinics, staff and
members of the public who happen to be in the vicinity
have for years been subjected to vile campaigns by
anti-abortion protesters. These protests have gone on
for about 20 years and involve harassment and
intimidation. People who are anti abortion have every
right to hold that view, but in my opinion these protests
are aimed at stopping women getting access to abortion
clinics. I think taking photos of women on their way
into and out of those clinics is despicable. These
demonstrations primarily take place at the Fertility
Control Clinic in East Melbourne, but other institutions
are also the subject of these vile demonstrations.
I note with interest the arguments of those who oppose
this bill. The first argument they put up is about free
speech, but free speech is not an absolute right in our
society. For example, the instance of defamation laws
shows that in our society free speech is not absolute. I
believe the motivation for these demonstrations is the
intimidation of women who access these services. It is
almost as if the people who are against abortion wish to
impose their views on the women who access these
services.
The second argument put up by opponents of this bill is
that we all have a right to protest. I believe people in
Victoria should have a right to peaceful protest that
does not block people from going about their lawful
daily business. There are laws regulating protests in
Victoria. If members want to look at the parliamentary
research note that was issued, they will see there is the
Parliamentary Precincts Act 2001, whereby
demonstrations are limited in the parliamentary
precinct, and under certain circumstances people can be
asked to leave. In addition, the Victorian Sustainable
Forests (Timber) and Wildlife Amendment Act 2014
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sets up timber harvesting safety zones. The right to
protest is already limited under law in the state of
Victoria.
In terms of my own position, I am opposed to protests
which obstruct people who are going about their daily
business. For example, I oppose these protests outside
abortion clinics with the aim of intimidating. I oppose
union blockades, because they obstruct people from
access to their own workplaces or obstruct people from
going about their daily business. I oppose protests
against logging that stop people from earning an
income and doing their job. I oppose protests that shut
down Melbourne, for example, as we have seen twice
in recent times on the corner of Flinders Street and
Swanston Street. From my personal philosophical
perspective, I oppose protests that impede people from
going about their daily business.
I support the right to protest. I guess I am one of the
very few train travellers in this Parliament now, and I
walk past the anti-abortion protesters every day that
Parliament sits. Those protesters simply hold up their
placards and do not impede my access to my
workplace. I support that right, but I note that they are
protesting outside a Parliament and not outside an
abortion clinic. I have a long history of opposition to
some of the tactics of the Right to Life Association in
Victoria. I gather that this group has morphed into the
Helpers of God’s Precious Infants. It is members of
these groups who are now perpetrating the current
behaviour. For the record, I have been talking about
Right to Life tactics since 1980. As a Young Liberal, I
moved a motion at the Liberal Party state council,
which was passed, I might add — —
Mr Wynne — You would’ve just been a baby.
Ms ASHER — I was not a baby. My motion urged
all Liberal Party members not to fill out the Right to
Life questionnaires, not because I did not think they had
a right to ask questions but because there was an
incident at the 1979 state election where data was
distorted by the Right to Life Association, and incorrect
material was published in newspapers.
For the record, an article in the Age of 30 June 1980
states:
A Young Liberal executive member, Ms Louise Asher, said
the movement condemned the ‘improper tactics and methods
used by the Right to Life Association’.

The article goes on to say:
Ms Asher said the Young Liberals generally supported the
right of lobby groups to obtain information from politicians.
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‘But the Right to Life Association has forfeited its right to do
so by questionable manipulation of material’, she said.

For the Parliament’s amusement, I will also quote from
an article which appeared in the Sun News-Pictorial of
Tuesday, 1 April 1980 — it was April Fools’ Day — in
which Margaret Tighe responded:
The Right to Life Association yesterday launched a strong
counterattack on the Young Liberals.
The Right to Life president, Mrs Margaret Tighe, compared
the Young Liberals to Russian communists.

I must say I have never before been called a
communist, and I have never been called a communist
since. I was under the impression, and I still am now,
that I am a woman in favour of women’s rights. In this
instance I am in favour of women accessing abortion
clinics without the harassment and intimidation of the
group that has sprung from the Right to Life
Association. I have written many letters on this issue to
the Age over the years, and it is no surprise to me that
the tactics switched in the 1990s from intimidation of
MPs, which no-one could care less about, to
intimidation of women, which does bother me
enormously.
Of course this is about a balance, and I do agree with
the government’s statement of compatibility with the
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006
where the government justifies this limit on:
… freedom of expression and peaceful assembly … to protect
the rights and interests of persons accessing or working in
premises in which lawful abortion services are provided.

I conclude by referring to an article in the Age, scarcely
my favourite newspaper, on 10 November, written by
Susie Allanson and Emily Howie, which states:
Of course, anti-abortionists have a right to share their views,
but human rights law requires a balance between the
legitimate rights of free speech and protest, and women’s
rights to privacy, dignity and safe access to their doctor.
Currently, that balance is skewed.
Women’s privacy, dignity and safety are subordinated to the
liberties of extremists to push their views on the captive
audience of clinic patients and staff.

I agree wholeheartedly with that assessment. It is my
belief that those demonstrating outside abortion clinics
are zealots. They are entitled to their views, but they are
not entitled to harass and intimidate women.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
make a brief contribution and lend my voice in support
of this particularly important piece of legislation, which
will bring to an end the, frankly, repugnant and
disgraceful behaviour of people who seek to intimidate
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and harass women who are seeking to access legally
available medical supports. It is in that context that I
think this Parliament must send a very clear message to
the broader community that whilst people do have a
democratic right in this country to protest and to lend
their voices to particular causes, they do not have the
right to harass women, particularly at what are often the
most vulnerable times in their lives.
It is in that context that when people are standing
outside of these medical clinics, particularly the one in
East Melbourne, seeking to put their views in an
aggressive and intimidating way, the Parliament ought
to say, ‘That is utterly unacceptable’. To put in place
this 150-metre perimeter around the clinic is, I think, a
sensible and balanced approach. Ultimately I believe
that as a civil society, yes, you have to balance the
rights of people to express their views, but you certainly
do not have a right to impede women who seek to
access legally available medical services. It is simply
not negotiable.
I applaud the work of Fiona Patten, a member for
Northern Metropolitan Region in the other house, who
kicked off this bill. It was adopted by the government
and refined and modified by my colleague the Minister
for Health to make a better bill. Certainly Fiona has
worked very closely with us in the formulation of this
bill. Ultimately when we work in such a cooperative
way across the Parliament, we have the sort of
cooperation that we have seen today. I acknowledge the
contribution from the member for Brighton, who has
been unambiguous in this debate on a number of
occasions when we have had these sorts of bills come
into the Parliament. This is a good bill because it
protects the rights of women. I applaud the bill.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to have
the opportunity to make some brief comments on the
bill before the house. I think it is important that I do, as
the Liberal Party has determined that members will
have a free vote. While this bill is about access, it is
also inextricably about the issue of abortion. Back in
2008 I was very pleased to support the Abortion Law
Reform Act 2008, and my support for that act remains
unchanged. At the time I expressed my concerns with
regard to what is now section 8 of that act, and my
reservations about that section of the act also remain
unchanged.
In terms of the bill before the house, we are talking
about two issues: firstly, freedom of speech, and
secondly, the opportunity to go about your business
unhindered, regardless of what that business is. Echoing
the comments of the member for Brighton, my view
certainly is that freedom of speech is not an unlimited
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right; there are bounds to it. I do not believe that this
bill extends those bounds to an appreciable extent. The
opportunity to protest and express views remains
unhindered by this bill. It simply means you cannot do
it in a particular area. The bill does ensure that women
who are often at one of the most vulnerable and
challenging times of their lives will be able to seek
access to services and support without having to run the
gauntlet of protest and intimidation. For those reasons I
will be very pleased to vote in support of this bill.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for Women) — I am
pleased to speak wholeheartedly in support of the
Public Health and Wellbeing (Safe Access Zones) Bill
2015 before the house. This is a very important bill for
the women of our state. As the Minister for Women I
well understand that every single day in just about
every field of endeavour women struggle to achieve
equal outcomes compared to men. The most tragic
outcome for women are the rates of violence and sexual
violence committed against them, often at the hands of
the one person who is supposed to care for them, and
often in the place they are supposed to be safest — their
home.
As the Minister for Women, I also understand the
terrible double standards that women face because of
gender inequality and sex discrimination. These double
standards start at a very young age and continue
throughout a woman’s life. The truth is that we all have
a role to play in turning this around. But for a start we
need to be fair dinkum about the positions we take and
address our own unconscious bias that drives many of
these poor outcomes for women.
Take today’s debate as a case in point. The safe access
bill ensures that women in Victoria have safe access to
health services to terminate unwanted pregnancies,
without being harassed and intimidated by protestors.
The bill ensures that women have freedom of choice to
make reproductive health decisions without
interference. In short, the bill seeks to balance out
competing rights — the right to access medical services
and the right to protest. As we all know, the right to
protest does not trump every other right and, most
importantly, nobody has the right to harass and intimate
women — ever. Yet this is what is happening every day
just a few kilometres from here.
When it comes to restricting the right to protest we
know members opposite have had some experience of
this. The member for Murray Plains was reminded by
the member for Brighton, I think, of his 2013
amendments to the Sustainable Forests (Timber) Act
2004 that ensured that there was a 150-metre harvesting
safety zone between forestry workers and
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environmental activists. During his second-reading
speech the then minister argued that the amendments
were necessary to ensure protest activities ‘do not put
anyone’s safety at risk or break the law’.
Protests outside the Fertility Control Clinic in East
Melbourne have for very many years been a matter of
great distress, risk and harm to women, but they have
also been the site of heinous crime. We must never
forget that lethal force was used by one disgruntled
protestor, with a gun being fired and clinic security
guard Steve Rogers being killed in 2001. While many
protest sites may have been marked by violence and
tussles between police and protestors, only one has
been the site of a murder. Yet this is the one protest site
some members opposite are struggling now to lawfully
limit protest rights at. Why do that when in so many
other instances Liberal Party members have in the past
fallen over themselves to limit protest rights? Instead
what we have heard from some is a recasting of this bill
as being about something other than a balance of rights,
hence the conscience vote.
To be clear, the right to access terminations in this state
has been made lawful — entirely lawful. What this bill
does is make it clear that it is unlawful to harass and
intimidate women seeking those medical services, full
stop. Recasting this debate in any other way only serves
those who wish to turn a blind eye to the harassment
and intimidation that women face. But why is it that the
once proud rights-based Liberal Party is now so
influenced by the conservative right in this state? Why
is it that the freedom of choice, the freedom of a
woman to choose, is championed by so few in the
Liberal Party these days? The member for Brighton
was a very strong voice in this place when the debate
around decriminalising abortion was conducted in this
house. I remember sitting with the member for
Brighton during part of that debate and talking about
the generational changes that were taking place within
the ranks of her party.
The truth is that the Liberal Party was actually founded
in large part by very strong women. The party has for
decades had an affirmative action requirement for many
of its administrative positions, but not for Parliament. I
agree they have not gone that far, and in my view there
are electoral consequences of that, but traditionally the
Liberals in this state have been regarded as a party that
did listen to the voices of women. So what has
happened since? The Liberal rights-based tradition has
been diminished. In my view all members opposite
should be able to mount an argument in keeping with
this tradition, and in this instance not require women to
pay the price for this failure.
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In concluding, I congratulate Fiona Patten, a member
for Northern Metropolitan Region in the other place
representing the Australian Sex Party. The safe access
bill provides the right balance between the freedom of
women to safely access services and the right to protest.
She has made a significant contribution for women in
bringing this bill before the Parliament. It is worth
noting also that as a minor party member she has done
more in nine months than any of the Greens MPs, who
have been in this Parliament for nine years. I salute
Fiona. Working collaboratively with her has been a
pleasure and serves as a lesson to the Greens party
members in particular.
I also congratulate the Minister for Health, who has
brought this bill to the house. We share a passion, as so
very many members of this house do, for advancing the
cause of women in this state. We know — and as my
other portfolio responsibility of preventing family
violence informs me — that if we fail to do just that, we
will see terrible consequences for women right across
this state.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access
Zones) Bill 2015. I have to say that I am not really sure
why the Minister for Women felt she had to lecture
Liberal Party members on our values. At least we have
them. I suppose it is yet another audition for the
leadership of the Labor Party. I cannot really give
another reason for it.
I rise today to support this bill. I have to say that the
150 metres is longer than I would have chosen but that
is not enough to cause me to not support the bill. The
reason I support this bill is because safe access reform
is needed. The current law is not doing what we want it
to do. The fact that there have been no successful
prosecutions despite the harassment and the ongoing
protests outside these clinics for 20 years tells me that
the law is broken. When a law is broken, we need to
stand up and fix it. That is what this bill does, so I will
be voting in favour of the bill.
I must say that it is a bit of a shame that the Summary
Offences Amendment (Move-On Laws) Act 2015 took
away the option to use those laws to do what this bill
does. As I said during debate on the bill, the exclusion
orders in the move-on laws had the option to be used
for this purpose. Given that all other laws are
inadequate, it is a shame that they were not given the
chance to be used for that purpose. It would have given
us another way to address this matter. The government
chose not to go down the path of including the
exclusion orders.
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I am somewhat concerned that this bill will not achieve
its objectives. I am supporting the bill, and I very much
hope that it does achieve its objectives. Those
objectives are to allow women in this state to access the
lawful abortion services provided. I raise a flag about
what concerns me. In new section 185B(1),
paragraph (b) of the definition of prohibited behaviour
provides:
subject to subsection (2) —

which is about staff —
communicating by any means in relation to abortions in a
manner that is able to be seen or heard by a person accessing,
attempting to access or leaving premises at which abortions
are provided and is reasonably likely to cause distress or
anxiety …

The bill creates an objective test. It means that the
police will then have to apply that test. They will judge
whether behaviour is reasonably likely to cause distress
or anxiety. It is likely that that provision of this law will
then be tested by those who currently protest at the
clinic. So I am not sure that the construction of the bill,
by creating that as an out, is actually going to move us
to exactly where we want to be.
I think that the structure of the bill, by having a very
large exclusion zone — 150 metres — but then
allowing this test to be brought in, which will be tested
by the courts, takes us back to the situation where one
of the issues was that women who go and have an
abortion do not then want to go through the court
process to complain about the harassment they
received. So we are still left with the situation where the
police will need a witness to prove that the action was
‘reasonably likely to cause distress or anxiety’. I am
genuinely concerned that this bill leaves open a
continuation of what we have seen already. I
understand that is not the intent. I support the intent of
the bill. I really want it to mean that women can access
abortion, but I am not sure that the government has got
this right. I really hope I am wrong.
I do hope that prosecutions are brought — I actually
hope that the protesters hear the will of the Parliament
and do not turn up anymore, but I might be a bit too
naive in believing that they will not be turning up.
Assuming they do turn up and they do seek to test the
law and test the limits of what we are doing here today,
I think we will come back to this possibility that the
police will have to go through a series of steps that will
end up with this being tested in court, and that may not
be an easy thing to pull off.
With that caveat, which as I say is not enough to knock
out my support for this bill, and nor is the 150-metre
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restriction zone — even though I think it is a bit on the
high side — I think it is important that we try to do this
thing. I think women need to be able to access abortion
in this state without being harassed and without people
coming up to them and trying to change their mind with
offensive photos, offensive language and very close
personal contact. That is not protesting — that is
harassment. We have to say no to that, and for that
reason I support this bill.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I am
pleased to make a brief contribution to debate on the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access
Zone) Bill 2015 this afternoon. I begin by referring to
an article in the Age with the headline ‘Safe access to
abortion clinics must be granted’ by Susie Allanson and
Emily Howie. They said:
This week the Victorian Parliament should seize the
opportunity to end more than two decades of daily
harassment of women. For too long, women attending
abortion clinics have run the gauntlet of intimidation and
harassment just to see their doctor.

This is effectively what this is about — women
accessing medical treatment. They should be able to do
that without harassment and without any form of
intimidation. I would like to commend the Minister for
Health for bringing this very carefully drafted and
balanced bill before the Parliament, and I also applaud
the work of Fiona Patten in the upper house for
progressing this bill through the Parliament.
As I have said, this bill has very clear objectives. It is
about the right of women to access legal medical
treatment safely and privately without being hindered,
harassed or intimidated. I find it a little bit difficult to
accept when we hear at this time in this Parliament
people who should be representative of the community
talking in a very belittling way about the capacity of
any woman to make this decision for herself. Any
woman has the capacity to make a decision about what
she can do with her body. I would like to say that the
decision to have an abortion, I imagine, is not an easy
decision. It is a difficult decision. Many women who
make that decision seek the advice of experienced and
professional counsellors, the views of their husbands
and families and the advice of their girlfriends when
they come to making that decision. They do not need
‘conversations with people on the way’, I think it was
called, to having that treatment. They do not need
spiritual counselling, as one email to me referred to it.
And they do not need helpers along the way either. This
is a difficult decision, and every woman can make this
decision for herself. But also this is not what happens. I
refer to the Supreme Court decision, which says that
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this is what women experience when they go to the
clinic in East Melbourne:
jostling and striking people passing the area and entering the
clinic;
making offensive, frightening and misleading statements to
patients and staff;
engaging in loud singing, praying and shouting, clearly
audible in the clinic;
intimidating and harassing patients of the clinic, with the
effect of deterring patients from attending the clinic; and
causing significant injury to the personal comfort of staff
members, patients and others.

And we read in the Age last week of a staff member
who deliberately takes a different route home every
night so that people do not follow her to her home. This
is harassment; this is intimidation; this is bullying of the
worst kind.
I would just like to address the issue of the 150-metre
safe access zone, if I may. The reason why the decision
has been made for 150 metres is that a safe access zone
of less than 150 metres would not adequately protect
patients and staff accessing or leaving premises which
provide abortions. The health services have reported
that anti-abortion protesters identify from a significant
distance women who are likely to be approaching a
health service to have an abortion. This is on the basis
of the body language of the woman, the fact that she
may look lost and be taking stock of her surrounds —
she is preparing herself for a significant event and a
significant treatment. Health services state that once a
potential patient is identified, anti-abortion protesters
will subsequently walk up and intercept the woman in
the car park abutting abortion clinics, when she is
alighting from tram stops or cars or when she is parking
and walking to a clinic from neighbouring streets.
These women are being hunted down because they
want to go and have a medical treatment.
Health services have stated that for these very important
reasons of safety a safe access zone of less than
150 metres would mean that these patients would
continue to be subjected to harassment, intimidation
and in some cases — in a lot of cases — verbal abuse.
It is for this reason that consultations have taken place
to make sure that this bill is a good bill and that it is a
balanced bill that will protect women, and the perimeter
of 150 metres and beyond will hopefully protect
patients and staff accessing and leaving premises that
provide abortions as well as the rights of the individuals
to express their views and beliefs outside that safe zone.
If you have a view on this issue, there are plenty of
forums in which to express that view, but do not

Thursday, 12 November 2015

intimidate, do not harass, women on their way to
receiving legal medical treatment.
I will finish on the basis of the Age editorial headed
‘Women should not be bullied over abortion’. It
finishes — and I think it is a nice way of putting it:
Our wives, sisters, daughters, mothers, lovers and all deserve
the best care and security that this state can provide when they
most need it.

I commend the bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I rise today with great
pride to speak in support of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015.
In my opinion this bill is about addressing violence and
intimidation against women. When we look at the
newspaper on a regular basis and we see that there has
been another attack on a woman — another rape,
another domestic violence situation — which has
resulted in serious injury or death of the woman, we
have to go back to every single cause and what may
lead to that. Whenever people condone behaviour in the
community where it is okay to call a woman names, to
intimidate them and to make them feel a much smaller
person in the community, then we must take a stand,
and that is why I will be supporting this bill. I note that
The Nationals and the coalition have agreed to take this
to a free vote today.
The main provisions of this bill and its intent are to
define a safe access zone as an area within a radius of
150 metres from the premises at which abortions are
provided and the forms of behaviour to be prescribed as
prohibited within a safe access zone. The prohibited
behaviour is clearly outlined in the bill. It includes:
besetting, harassing, intimidating, interfering with,
threatening, hindering, obstructing or impeding a
person accessing or leaving a premises; communicating
on abortions in a way that is reasonably likely to cause
distress or anxiety; interfering with or impeding a
footpath without reasonable excuse; and recording
without reasonable excuse a person accessing or
leaving premises.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank people
within my electorate who have contacted my office
about this bill. It covered the full spectrum of people
who are strongly anti-abortion. In my opinion this bill is
not about abortion from a clinical perspective. It does
not increase the ability of women to access an abortion
and it does not decrease the ability of women to access
an abortion, in strict clinical terms, so in my opinion
this is not about abortion. There are also people who
have raised issues around freedom of speech. Certainly
everybody has a right to share their views, but it is how
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you share those views that is of key importance. I will
go through that a little later on.

through to get to that point. That is where I think it is
wrong.

Probably most compelling were the women who
contacted me to share their stories — very personal
stories — about accessing the East Melbourne fertility
clinic. It may not have been to access abortion services,
although some women did contact me to share their
experience, and I really do thank them for that and
respect their anonymity. I appreciate them opening up
to me and sharing their stories. Theirs may have been
an abortion that took place many years ago, but they
shared their own feelings of obviously being conflicted.
An abortion is not something that any woman would
take on lightly. It is not something that you flippantly
cast your mind to. These women are in a position where
they have made a very difficult decision. They have
accessed appropriate information sources and
counselling and spoken to their friends and support
networks and clinical professionals about whether they
would go through with this and what other options are
available to them so they were making an informed
decision to access a legal medical service. But they talk
about how they are blocked from even entering a
premises.

I spoke to one of the doctors in the clinic, and he told
me stories that people are telling women who are on
their way into the clinic that they are murderers.
Imagine walking along, on your way to access a legal
medical service, and having somebody, all along the
way, tagging behind you and calling you a murderer.
That is not acceptable in any workplace. It is not
acceptable in the schoolyard. It is called bullying and
harassment and intimidation, and we must take a stand
against that. It is not freedom of speech if you do that; it
is certainly something that we should be taking a stand
on and stamping out from our community.

In preparation for the debate on this bill I made a
medical appointment to go to the fertility clinic to see it,
as somebody who could perhaps be going in for any
service at a medical clinic. I dressed down in my
civilian clothing and entered. It was an interesting
experience. To, firstly, have somebody standing in the
gate next to a security guard and blocking your
passageway into the premises is just not something you
want to see. I am a very thick-skinned woman and
someone who has comments made to me on a daily
basis because I am a politician. I have thick skin and I
have pointy elbows. But when you are walking into this
foreign place, a clinical environment, where you are
making a very difficult emotional decision, it is not a
good start to the process to have somebody blocking
your pathway. That person then leant across so they
were within a couple of centimetres of me — they were
right in my ear and in my personal zone — and told me
to protect my unborn child. That was the message I got,
and given that I was not pregnant, I was very impressed
with their ability to determine that. Perhaps we can
bring that test into the pathology sector. I am not sure it
would be rebatable on the Medicare benefits scheme.
To have that message given to you, as somebody who
is not going in for an abortion, is just wrong. The
intention there is not about counselling a woman, as has
been purported. The intention is to intimidate a woman
so they do not have an abortion, disrespecting any of
the decision-making processes they may have gone

There are other horrific stories. A couple pulled up in a
car with their kids in the back seat, and one of the
protesters put their head in the window to the back seat
of the car while they were unloading their children and
said, ‘Your mummy is going to kill your little brother
or sister today’. To tell that to small children is
absolutely abhorrent, and the fact that our existing laws
cannot address that means that we need to bring new
laws into place so we can appropriately prosecute and
stamp out this sort of behaviour.
Perhaps we need to increase funding for counselling
services for women, and I would strongly support that. I
know there are women who have had an abortion who
are still dealing with the psychological trauma of that.
For any women out there who have gone through those
sorts of processes, particularly in the past when there
was less medical responsibility around those sorts of
psychological supports for women, I would strongly
encourage them to seek some support.
In closing, I speak very strongly in support of this bill.
We must all take a stand against violence against
women. We must not condone name-calling,
intimidation and harassment of women. We must
protect the rights of women to access legal medical
services. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise in support of this bill.
This bill is not about difference of view or opinion. It is
not about censorship. It is about attempted coercion. It
is about a woman’s unfettered and free access to health
services for health treatment. It is about women having
the right to feel free in their movement and in their
decisions. At the clinic in East Melbourne those
gathered outside can vary in number from 3 to 100. I
can only imagine the horror and the fear of any woman
walking through that gauntlet, and I thank the member
for Lowan for telling me of her experience in doing
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that. Being confronted with that gaze — and I am sure
that gaze is judgemental — must be absolutely awful.
In 2013 the East Melbourne clinic submitted a letter to
the courts. The letter says:
We have been provided with a research paper, surveys, as
well as several statements of both patients and people
accompanying patients to the clinic. They indicate that the
protesters routinely make comments to the patients and those
accompanying them, display posters and use props, try to
hand pamphlets and other material to patients and those
accompanying them and try to block the entry to the clinic.
The research paper, survey and statements indicate that the
activities of the protesters make patients and people
accompanying patients to feel high levels of psychological
distress, including feeling uncomfortable, annoyed and hurt.

It is important to recognise that hurt. Women are going
to this clinic for a whole variety of reasons. They are
going to this clinic for very good reasons, and they are
going to this clinic for reasons they have thought very
deeply about. For them to be obstructed, for them to be
judged, for them to be bullied on their entrance into that
clinic is absolutely wrong. I am glad that we are putting
forward legislation that will help to prevent that.
For me a very important part of this bill is to ‘protect
the safety and wellbeing and respect the privacy and
dignity’ of people accessing the services at premises at
which abortions are provided and employees of such
premises. This is exactly right. It is about respecting the
privacy and dignity of people who are going about
fulfilling their rights as members of this state to seek the
health care that they need. They absolutely have the
right and they absolutely should have the respect and
receive the privacy that they deserve when they are
going about obtaining health care.
It has been said in this house before that everybody has
the right to protest — and they do, and I agree. I say to
the protesters: come and stand out at the front of my
office. Come and stand in front of this Parliament.
Protest to the lawmakers. Do not protest to the women
and their friends who are going about their day-to-day
business, who are getting the treatment that they need,
that they want and that they have thought very, very
deeply about. Actions that involve eyeballing rather
than a direct gaze, filming, taking photos and
sometimes distributing these photos and films is not
respecting the privacy and dignity of those using the
services. Such actions are used solely to intimidate and
to coerce. They are not there to support.
I would like to quote my friend Dale Wakefield, who is
currently CEO of a women’s refuge. She says:
I used to walk past them every morning on my way to
Epworth. I saw them completely harassing women entering
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the building. I used to intervene by yelling at them … usually
that was enough to get the women to the door without too
much harassment as they turned on me.

This is not good enough. We should not have
bystanders needing to be decoys so that women can go
and access the health care they need. We need to ensure
that the citizens of this state have their dignity and
privacy respected. Women have the right to access the
health care they need without fear, without intimidation
and without bullying. There is no prevention of ideas,
thought or political movement in this bill. Women are
instead being protected and their choices are being
protected.
The member for Box Hill spoke of a direct gaze; I call
it eyeballing, I call it intimidation, and I call it coercion.
What right do people have to attempt to dissuade
women from seeking the medical support that they
need? They do not have that right. Those women have
the right to access a free and open space, and they have
the right to do it without being encumbered. This is
indeed harassment.
I thank the Minister for Health and I thank Fiona
Patten, a member for Northern Metropolitan Region in
the Council representing the Australian Sex Party, for
putting forward this bill and for their deep consideration
of and thought on this issue. I thank those who work in
and around the clinics for allowing that service to be
available to women and for providing a good and
conscientious and thoughtful service. I ask those who
currently stand in front of those clinics to devote their
time to children in foster care, to food share, to clinics
offering support to women needing fertility advice and
to not stand in front of those clinics in an attempt to
dissuade women from their choices.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to speak on the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access
Zones) 2015. I say at the outset that I will be voting in
favour of it, but in saying that I found it quite difficult
to come to that decision for a number of reasons. I have
been concerned about the bill and its implications for
free speech. My initial response was that it is an
ill-conceived piece of legislation that seeks to deal with
an important issue in a very hurried manner and without
due consideration for some of the fundamental issues
that are at stake. There are a number of ways in which
the purposes of this bill could have been achieved,
significantly without necessarily encroaching on the
right to freedom of speech.
Women in Victoria are legally able to obtain an
abortion within the confines of the law, and that was
settled in this state in I think 2008, so it is not the issue
at stake here. Women should be able to attend for
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medical services in a free manner without the sort of
harassment that has been described here today. The
legislation that is before us today includes words like
‘besetting’, ‘harassing’, ‘intimidating’, ‘interfering
with’, ‘threatening’, ‘hindering’, ‘obstructing’ or
‘impeding’ a person by any means. We are all pretty
clear that it is that sort of behaviour that should be
prohibited by law, and indeed a lot of those things are
already prohibited by law. One of the problems we
have had in relation to this is the fact that the law is not
being enforced, and that is an issue across a number of
areas but perhaps not the discussion for today.

are giving up something valuable and that it is really
important that we do know this is so. It is this tension
between those rights and the rights of women to access
these health services that have really troubled me. I read
the Supreme Court case which described the behaviour
of these protesters who are outside the clinic. A lot of
the evidence was contained in a letter from the clinic to
the court. Of course none of this evidence was tested,
but I was very impressed to hear the member for
Lowan giving firsthand evidence of her experience. I
have now heard it firsthand, and this nevertheless is
second-hand.

In Australia we do not have a Bill of Rights. Freedom
of speech is constrained and limited. Was it not the
purpose of the government in repealing the move-on
laws in the Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on
Laws)Act 2015 earlier this year to give people the right
to freedom of speech — the right to demonstrate, and
the right to gather together to express their views?
Those in favour of the legislation were quick to point
out how important it was to repeal the move-on laws to
protect those rights. Indeed in his second-reading
speech the Attorney-General stated about these laws:

Some of the examples state that the protesters stand
outside the clinic every day and have done so for more
than 20 years from Monday to Saturday. Often they
number up to 12 people. They approach women
apparently coming to the clinic, imposing their
presence even when they are clearly unwelcome,
harassing women entering or leaving the clinic,
engaging in arguments with women and passers-by and
attempting to block their entry to the clinic, blocking
the footpath outside the clinic and entering the laneway
that runs alongside the clinic to follow patients or stand
and pray or sing and shout outside the windows of the
consulting rooms. I could go on, but I do not think I
need to; we have heard enough of this already today.
These are the concerns I have. It is because of the
fundamental right women have to make these decisions
to access health services that they should not be
harassed in this way, which is why I think we perhaps
need a law to deal with it.

The powers go too far given they can be made in
circumstances where a person committed no crimes at all.
They impose limitations on the Victorian public’s freedom of
movement, the right to peaceful assembly and the freedom of
association.

Other speeches were in similar terms.
In a world where we are extremely regulated, where we
are monitored closely all the time, and in public places
as well, where we are tracked simply by virtue of the
fact that we have a mobile phone, our freedoms are
being encroached upon enormously and for many
reasons, and I think we should be very careful when we
come to take any step that further limits our rights to
those freedoms. As a community we have lost sight of
the fact that we are giving up much of our own privacy
and our own freedoms every time we put information
into our phones or our computers, we make purchases
on the internet, or we use Facebook or Twitter. We are
giving away private information about ourselves that
other people use. Our information can be sold and
passed on to anyone anywhere else in the world. When
we are walking around the city we know that we are on
CCTV. In Shepparton, a country town, the CBD is
monitored by CCTV in a way that means you can focus
up very closely right onto the face of a person and there
you have it: you know who they are.

There are other laws in this state that similarly cover
situations where there is an exclusion zone in existence,
and to some extent that has also influenced me. The
Parliamentary Precincts Act 2001 sets out a distinct
geographic area around the Parliament where people
cannot demonstrate. The Safety on Public Land Act
2004 allows for an area of state forest to be declared a
public safety zone for the maintenance of public safety.
This seems to have been done to prevent demonstrators
from coming into forest areas and impeding logging. In
the wildlife regulations we have restrictions and
exclusion zones around people who might be
demonstrating against, say, duck shooting. I think if we
can have those sorts of exclusions in that sort of
legislation, in the situation we have here, where women
are seeking to access fundamental and really important
medical treatment, I have come to the conclusion that it
is simply appropriate that the same thing should
happen.

If we limit our rights to express our views publicly: to
march and to demonstrate in a free and open manner in
accordance with the law, then we need to know that we

I am also influenced by the fact that it is only
150 metres. People can still demonstrate and say what
they want. They can stand outside on Macarthur Street
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at the back of Parliament House. I see them each
morning as I drive into Parliament. We are not entirely
depriving people of their right to demonstrate; we are
just placing some limitations on it. I suppose I have
struggled with this to some extent, but the
overwhelming concern for me is that women to have
the right to access these clinics. However, I still urge
everyone to think long and hard about how quickly we
give away the rights we have. That is a really important
issue for us all. I support the bill.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — It is an
understatement to say that I am extremely proud to be
able to speak in support of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015.
At the outset I acknowledge and commend Fiona Patten
in the other place for her incredible and persistent work
in bringing forward an earlier version of this bill. I also
thank the Minister for Health for her tremendous work
on this bill. Firstly, to the member for Box Hill: let us
call out what he was saying. This is not a debate about
freedom of speech; this is a debate about the patriarchal
society we live in: a binary system in which men have
dominated and have exerted superiority and control
over women and their capacity to act autonomously,
particularly when it comes to their bodies.
The current situation Victorian women face when
attempting to access an abortion is unacceptable within
a human rights framework. Women in Victoria have the
right to obtain a legal medical service with respect and
dignity, yet every day in Victoria the rights of
anti-abortion protesters are being privileged over the
rights of women who are trying to access these
services. Protesters outside abortion clinics are violating
women’s human rights six days a week, 52 weeks a
year.
We have heard from many members today, and I want
to focus on one aspect of this: the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities and the implied freedom of
political communication in Australia. The charter
protects the rights of individuals — like the rights of
women who are seeking to access legal medical
services. The charter does not protect the rights of
organisations, entities or groups, like the Helpers of
God’s Precious Infants. Charter rights are not absolute.
Nothing in the charter gives a person, private entity or
public entity a right to limit or destroy the human rights
of any person. One set of rights, such as freedom of
expression or freedom of religion, cannot be used to
nullify another person’s rights, such as the rights of
women to be free from all forms of discrimination and
violence or to access legal medical services.
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I turn now to the implied freedom of political
communication, which has also been raised as an issue
in this debate. As we know, this implied freedom was
recognised in the High Court case Lange v. Australian
Broadcasting Corporation. This freedom constrains a
state from interfering with a citizen’s freedom to
communicate political matters. Any law which seeks to
constrain that freedom will be invalid if it is not a
reasonably appropriate and proportionate limitation on
the implied freedom of political communication. I, for
one, certainly believe in the freedom of political
communication. I find it difficult, however, to see how
a communication directed at individual women as they
seek to enter a legal medical centre can possibly be seen
as contributing to any kind of public or political debate
in Victoria.
I also add that the first amendment of the United States
constitution gives people the right to freedom of
speech, but the US Supreme Court found that it does
not include a right to preach to a captive or unwilling
audience. Even leaving that aside, people should be in
no doubt that the access zones and the prohibition of
certain behaviour carried out by anti-abortion protesters
as set out in this bill are more than a reasonably
appropriate and proportionate limitation on any
freedom of political communication.
Attempting to access an abortion service is a uniquely
female experience. It is women who are bearing the
brunt of anti-abortion protesters and their intimidation,
harassment and violence. It is women who are the
targets of anti-abortion protesters. Under the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women, women have a legal
right to access medical services. A lack of access to
medical services is therefore discriminatory and
contrary to the United Nations convention.
Also, when protesters harass, intimidate and obstruct
women accessing abortion clinics they are subjecting
these women to violence, discrimination and coercion.
This is also contrary to the rights of women to be free
from all forms of violence and discrimination. In
violation of a woman’s right to privacy, these
protesters, who specifically target individual women as
they access abortion clinics, are also effectively
interfering in that woman’s reproductive
decision-making process as well as her bodily
autonomy and her physical and psychological integrity
and wellbeing.
This violence and discrimination against women must
stop. This includes verbal protests as well as silent
vigils, because we all know, just as violence against
women is not limited to physical violence, so too
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communications are not limited to verbal
communications. They can include pictures, banners
and, yes, even silent vigils and prayers. Whatever
communication is used, the motivation is the same and
the effect is the same. All these forms of
communication by protesters outside abortion clinics
constitute a violation of the rights of women. This bill
upholds the rights of women. This bill legislates to stop
the unacceptable violation of women’s human rights by
anti-abortion protesters. This bill says no to violence
against women.
Keeping places free from violence and discrimination is
a legitimate, responsible, significant and proper purpose
for this government, so I am extremely proud to be part
of the Andrews Labor government, which has put
equality back on the agenda, which has said equality is
not negotiable and which is going to promote the rights
of women. Women in Victoria have the right to obtain
a legal medical service with respect and dignity. A
human rights framework unequivocally requires that
women have the right to access health services such as
abortion free from harassment, intimidation and
obstruction, and I commend this bill.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I rise today to speak on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe
Access Zones) Bill 2015. The twofold purposes of this
bill are noted in clause 1 as, firstly, to provide for safe
access zones around premises at which abortions are
provided and, secondly, to prohibit publication and
distribution of certain recordings. This bill raises a
number of fundamental and very important issues that I
will briefly address in my contribution.
The brevity of my contribution is due to this debate
only being brought on on a Thursday and a lack of time
being allowed for this debate by the government. The
government is happy for a lot of time to be set aside for
bills with less social and other long-term consequences,
whereas it appears determined to truncate debate on
matters with vital social consequences. I also note that
earlier today the member for Box Hill made a very
comprehensive and articulate contribution that I urge
others to read.
Clause 5 of the bill includes a definition of ‘prohibited
behaviour’, which in new section 185B(1)(a) is noted as
meaning ‘besetting, harassing, intimidating, interfering
with, threatening, hindering, obstructing or impeding
that person by any means’. New paragraph (1)(b) deals
with communicating in a way that is ‘likely to cause
distress or anxiety’. When asked about how this would
be determined or measured, government representatives
at the bill briefing conceded that this would most likely
be ultimately determined by a judge in a court case.
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This raises a significant concern where there will be an
unelected judge determining key aspects of this
legislation. When further questioned about the details of
the possible offences arising from the bill, government
representatives were again unable to answer the
questions in relation to specific behaviours within the
exclusion zone, such as praying, singing hymns, saying
the rosary et cetera. Again, determinations in relation to
this will most likely be left to the courts.
I do not disagree with the law as it currently stands,
whereby one person cannot harass, intimidate, obstruct,
impede et cetera another person going about their
lawful business. The current law provides protection for
all Victorians in this regard, regardless of the purpose
of their lawful business, and this law is, in my opinion,
totally appropriate. I do not disagree with the argument
that people attending for the purpose of abortion
services should be able to attend peacefully and without
harassment, intimidation et cetera. However, I also
support the argument that a person with an alternative
view about abortion should be able to respectfully offer
some support and assistance to a person attending such
premises and have their free speech reasonably
protected.
Clause 5 of the bill also defines the safe access zone as
‘an area within a radius of 150 metres from premises at
which abortions are provided’. This is the length of
three Olympic-sized swimming pools — an
extraordinary and, in my view, completely excessive
distance. Measured from a single point, this amounts to
some 70 686 square metres or 7.1 hectares. It will apply
to all people and buildings within that area, which will
inevitably include private property. The government
has been unable to answer many questions about the
serious and wideranging implications of this bill. For
example, if a mobile polling booth is present at a
hospital that conducts abortions, will a candidate
handing out how-to-vote material espousing
anti-abortion views be breaching the law?
One of the key questions for me is: what has actually
happened in the last 20 or so years? I asked the
government representatives during the bill briefing how
many protestors have been charged with harassment,
assault, intimidation or other offences in the last
20 years or so, and the advice was that there have been
none. Like most reasonable people, if there had been a
documented and proven problem that needed to be
solved, I would have been open to seeing how this
could be addressed. However, this does not appear to
me to be the case.
As part of my preparation for this contribution I
attended the site of the clinic in East Melbourne to
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inconspicuously observe for myself what was actually
going on. In the time I was there I saw a handful of
people spread out on the gutter edge of the footpath but
did not see any behaviour that I would consider to be
harassment, intimidation or similar. I mainly saw an
older lady approach some pedestrians and in some
cases offer a brochure of some sort. I saw some brief
engagement at times, with the majority of pedestrians
basically ignoring the people and continuing on. Thus
the fundamental question I have is: what is the purpose
of this legislation? In my opinion it is solely designed to
silence law-abiding members of the community who
have a different view to the current government on a
particular issue — in this case, abortion.

harassment? They are forms of abuse, and they are
abuse against women because it is the women who go
to the clinics to seek medical treatment who are being
harassed, intimidated and bullied. They are being
abused.

I have also viewed footage that shows the protesters
outside the East Melbourne facility being spat upon and
verbally and physically assaulted whilst conducting
their silent protest. I have read the stories from
numerous women, now mothers, who have met, in
some cases, members of the Helpers of God’s Precious
Infants. Their testimonies of the assistance provided by
this group and the care and compassion shown towards
them during an extremely difficult time in their lives are
compelling.

In order to foster a secure environment for women to
receive legal medical treatment, it is imperative that we
as a society demonstrate a willingness to preserve the
bodily autonomy of women free from coercion. Right
now, at a time when violence against women is so
alarmingly high, when we are talking everywhere about
family violence and the threats against women and
when every week two women get murdered in this
country, the law must reflect the value of a woman’s
right to self-determination in all aspects of her life.

In conclusion I note that I have been contacted by
numerous residents in my electorate of Forest Hill as
well as many other Victorians about this bill. They have
expressed some or all of the concerns that I have raised
in my contribution and urged me to vote against this
bill. They saw amongst other things the fundamental
right of freedom of speech as the most important right
to be considered in this debate. For this reason and the
other reasons I have outlined in my contribution, I do
not support the bill.

This legislation is about addressing this abuse. It will
create 150-metre zones around Victorian health
services that provide abortions, and in these zones the
bill prohibits besetting, harassing, intimidating,
interfering with, hindering or obstructing people
accessing the clinic. In other words, it is about
preventing abuse. The bill also prohibits recording
people accessing the clinic or communicating about
abortions in that zone in a manner that is reasonably
likely to cause distress or anxiety.

Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It is a pleasure
to rise and speak on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015. I thank the
many men and women on both sides of this house
today who have spoken in favour of this bill. It is
heartening to know that there are many progressive
thinkers in this Parliament. Sadly the member for Forest
Hill is not one of them; for his information, this bill is
to protect women. I have to shake my head at the weak
arguments being put forward against the passing of this
legislation.

Why is this necessary? It is because, as I said, this
sustained abuse has continued for too long in broad
daylight in our modern society — and even right now
as we have a royal commission that is spotlighting
family violence against women. In short, the law at the
moment does not adequately protect against this abuse.

It is quite simple: my body, my choice; her body, her
choice. When weighing up the balance around freedom
of speech and freedom of assembly, we expect both of
those things in a democratic society — there is no
doubt about that at all — but what about women’s
freedom of movement and women’s freedom from
violence? What are intimidation, bullying and

Verbal and emotional abuse comes along with that
intimidation and bullying when a woman is about to
enter a clinic for a termination that is often an
emotional and mentally straining exercise. This abuse,
particularly in Melbourne at the East Melbourne clinic,
has been going on for too long. For over 20 years there
has been abuse against women who are going about
their daily business and making their health choices.

Intimidation and pestering of women when they go into
clinics to have terminations — abortions — can have
lasting ramifications far beyond the simple annoyance
of being harassed as they enter these clinics. These
implications can take the form of mental health issues
that can be severe and in the very worst cases they can
result in suicide, something that no-one wants to have
happen, and women going on to have post-traumatic
stress. These are things that we need to prevent, and this
bill goes a long way towards doing that.
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I support this bill because, as I think many members
here have experienced during the course of
campaigning, I have received some pretty horrific
emails, some pretty horrific letters and some pretty
horrific abuse as well as threats and intimidation from
anti-abortionists. I do not like to be bullied and I do not
like to be abused, so I have not responded to the many
emails I have received from anti-abortionists about this
bill — most of them not from my electorate, I have to
say — because I felt it was important that they see for
themselves that when I stand here today and speak on
this bill my views are very clear. I will not be bullied. I
will not be intimidated. I will not be harassed. It is my
body; it is my choice. It is her body; it is her choice. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker, for the opportunity to rise to speak on the
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access
Zones) Bill 2015. I congratulate Fiona Patten in the
other place for her work on this bill. The purpose of this
bill is to provide a safe access zone of 150 metres
around premises at which abortions are provided so as
to protect the safety and wellbeing and respect the
privacy and dignity of people accessing these services,
including employees and others. Importantly, it
introduces the objective test of communication that has
a reasonable likelihood of causing distress or anxiety.
Most importantly, the bill does not seek to
unreasonably or unnecessarily restrict the doctrine of
freedom of political communication. I welcome this
bill, and it has my full support.
Let me start by outlining what this bill is not about.
This bill is not about free speech. People are able to
speak their minds wherever and however they choose,
providing it does not impinge on the freedoms and
rights of others. Free speech comes with
responsibilities. With social media, ordinary media and
personal protest there is ample opportunity for all
Victorians to voice their own views.
This bill is not about abortion. Currently abortion is
legal in Victoria. Despite a person’s personal view on
this subject, people choosing abortion are not breaking
the law in Victoria. This bill is not about unfairly
denying a person’s ability to distribute paraphernalia or
provide counselling or advice to persons entering an
abortion clinic. This is possibly the biggest nonsense I
have heard leading into this debate. How would
anybody in their right mind think that a person entering
an abortion clinic would be seeking the views of or
counselling from protesters outside the clinic?
This bill is purely and simply about providing safe
access to an abortion clinic without fear of intimidation,
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physical or emotional abuse or interference from
protesters. For obvious reasons, most people entering
these clinics are women. Most are doing so under great
stress, are particularly vulnerable and can be suffering
emotional trauma. Protesters who seek to intimidate or
interfere with their access to these clinics are cowards.
These cowards seek to ply their trade when a person is
at their most fragile. Further, I personally believe these
actions are targeted at these women for just that
reason — because they are women. It is another
example of how people seek to intimidate, change or
influence a woman’s behaviour, her actions and her
thoughts. I ask this question: would there be the same
level of protest or the same actions used by these
protesters if it were a man entering a clinic for an
abortion? In my view, certainly not.
There are times as members of Parliament when we get
to do what is right for no other reason than that it is
simply the right thing to do. Supporting this bill and
providing safe access to women entering abortion
clinics is the right thing to do, and I am proud to do so.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I am proud to be
able to stand here and support the bill before the house.
I pay tribute to the Minister for Health and to Fiona
Patten in the other place for ensuring that this bill did
get to Parliament, is being debated and hopefully will
pass this Parliament swiftly and be put in place for
women who have experienced harassment at those
fertility clinics — for that is what they are; they are
fertility clinics. Let us be very clear about this: they deal
with all aspects of fertility, and it is a woman’s right to
choose to obtain any and all of the services that they
provide.
This is not a bill about abortion. We are not relitigating
the bill of 2008. I was proud to be in this Parliament in
2008 and support that bill as it went through the
Parliament, but that is not what this is about. This is
about a woman’s right to move freely, unencumbered
and not to be harassed or bullied, as she goes about her
business, whatever it may be, and more importantly to
get the health services that she may need at any given
time. That is what this bill is about.
There are a couple of things I will put on the record to
make very clear. We have heard reference to the
move-on legislation and that it would have covered
these protesters. It did not cover them. It was never
used — not once was it used — and nor could it be
effective. The reason it could not be effective was that
the directions were only valid for a period of 24 hours
or less. These protesters have been protesting in front of
these clinics on and off for 40 years — 40 years! — and
consistently for 25.
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Like the member for Lowan, who I thought made an
absolutely brilliant contribution today, and along with
lots of members in this house, I too have gone to the
clinic in East Melbourne. I have been on a number of
occasions to see how people conduct their practices of
harassing women as they go to seek medical advice and
medical services. I have actually taken a couple of
friends over the years, accompanied and supported
them, as they themselves made the very difficult
decision to have an abortion. I know what that
harassment is like firsthand. No-one would think that I
am a wilting flower over here. I am strong — I might
be small, but I am capable of standing up for myself
and standing up for my friends — but I was certainly
intimidated. I did not like the tactics of having people’s
faces up against mine, of having things thrust into my
hand and of being told that I was evil. These are not the
things that we expect women in the 21st century to
experience. In fact we would not allow it to happen in
the parliamentary precinct, we would not allow it to
happen in the workplace and we certainly should not let
it happen near health services for women. We certainly
should not let that happen.
I want to talk about the 150-metre rule, because I know
others have mentioned it. This following and this
ongoing harassment of women is not counselling. If I
want counselling, I will seek counselling from a
professional. I will go and see them where they provide
those services, I will expect it to be private, and I will
expect it to be confidential. That is not what these
people do. They bully, they harass and they demean
women, and in the 21st century we are not having it
anymore. It is not going to continue. I am pleased that
this legislation will ensure that.
The penalties, I hope, will be the very things that will
keep these people away, because the penalties are
severe — a fine of up to $18 000 and up to 12 months
jail if they breach them. On the objective test it will be
for police to determine and not for the woman who
might be intimidated to have to deal with. The police
will make the objective test as to whether or not it may
be intimidatory, not the women who are going into the
clinic. That protects those women as well.
I also want to take this opportunity to thank all those
who have worked with women for those 40 years to
provide them with the services they needed when they
needed them and who often put themselves at personal
risk. They have supported them not just in the
procedure but also to feel that they can cope with the
decisions that they make and at every step along the
way. I want to thank them for that, because I know it
has been a really hard ride for all those people who
have provided those services. To those who have been
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campaigning for this to occur for a long period of time,
to have had the legislation in 2008 and to now ensure
that those women will be safe when they go into
fertility clinics to get the medical services they require,
this is the last piece of legislation we need to secure this
for women. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I would like to say
from the outset that I absolutely deplore bullying,
harassment, intimidation and abuse anywhere, whether
it be outside abortion clinics or whether it be outside
construction sites, whether it be within organisations,
the family unit or anywhere. I absolutely deplore any
form of abuse.
My concern about the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015 relates to
that tension and that fine line between free speech and
abuse that many have talked about in this house. In
recent years we have seen what I would say is some of
the most disgraceful behaviour at the front of some of
our construction sites. I was most concerned in the last
term when I saw the sheet — the ‘scab sheet’, it was
called — that had the faces of construction workers
from Emporium Melbourne on it with a
double-barrelled shotgun for all to see. That
information was circulated. My concern too is with the
Premier’s own faction, where there have been
balaclava-clad protesters punching horses and picketing
and applying intimidation, harassment and appalling
abuse to people.
Ms Thomson — That’s not what this bill’s about.
Ms RYALL — Some of the stories I have heard
today about what happens in front of abortion clinics
seem to indicate a similar nature of harassment, abuse
and appalling behaviour. I hear someone opposite
saying, ‘That’s not what it’s about’. As far as I am
concerned, we do not characterise one kind of
harassment as being different from another when they
are both harassment or abusive behaviours. I get
concerned about psychological health and wellbeing
and fear for people’s lives when any form of
harassment, intimidation or abuse occurs. I also get
concerned when some men stand shoulder to shoulder
with other men who bully, abuse, harass and intimidate
and say that that is acceptable behaviour and choose not
to say that it is unacceptable.
It is unfortunate that harassment occurs. It is
unfortunate that those who have attended abortion
clinics or those in the vicinity of offices around those
clinics who have walked past have felt that harassment
has occurred, intimidation has occurred and bullying
has occurred. I deplore it in any way, shape or form.
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What I do support is free speech, peaceful protests and
protests that do not intimidate others, that do not bully
others and that do not harass others. The safety of
others is paramount, and it includes not just their
physical safety but their psychological safety as well.
Harassment, bullying and intimidation have no place in
our society full stop.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I will make a very
brief contribution on the Public Health and Wellbeing
Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015. This
debate has been a very measured and considered affair.
While I have not been here for the entire debate, I want
to acknowledge some of the contributions. I thought
that the members for Dandenong and Wendouree on
this side of the house made some really thoughtful and
very good contributions. I also acknowledge the
contributions made by the members for Lowan and
Brighton. I thought both were very measured, heartfelt
and sincere. This bill is an important piece of
legislation. It is the measure of a modern, progressive,
inclusive and respectful society.
As many members know, I am very fortunate and
blessed to have five children. I was equally fortunate to
have met my wife when she was 18 and had just started
at university. Thankfully, my wife did not fall pregnant
until she was 30, though subsequently I realised I
would only have to take off my pants and look at my
wife twice and she would fall pregnant. I raise that from
the point of view that I was very lucky we never, ever
had to go through a termination together. I cannot
imagine what it would have been like had my wife and
I had to go through something like that when we were
very young and at another time.
This bill is an important piece of legislation. I did not
mean to trivialise my contribution by that earlier
remark; it is important legislation. I am pleased that is
something we never had to experience when we were
younger. I am also pleased that through this legislation
it is something no-one else will have to experience.
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — I know that time is short,
so I will be as quick as I possibly can be. It is my
pleasure to rise to speak on the Public Health and
Wellbeing Amendment (Safe Access Zones) Bill 2015,
and quite frankly this is the most vexing piece of
legislation I have had to deal with in the year since I
was elected.
People have the right within political discourse to
offend others. It is a fundamental part of a robust
democracy, but protesters engaged in collective
political action do not have the right to harass anyone
else going about their legal business. It is for this reason
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that I will be supporting this piece of legislation.
Largely, the reason why I am supporting this bill is that
my sister worked as an accountant in a building
abutting the clinic in Wellington Street, East
Melbourne. She has very kindly written me an email
detailing the behaviour of anti-abortion protesters
which I will read to the house, which informs my views
on this subject:
Five years ago my place of work was situated in Wellington
Parade, East Melbourne. I was in my mid-20s at the time.
Each morning I had to walk past the demonstrators outside
the clinic. The demonstrators would gather around me
shouting and showing me disgusting pictures. As soon as they
realised I was not trying to enter the clinic they would leave
me alone. But I had to endure this on a regular basis.
On one day my mother was dropping me off —

that is my mother as well —
at work, and I was staying the night at a friend’s, so I had a
bag with me. Unfortunately the only free park on the street
was just outside the clinic. As soon as the car pulled up and
saw a young female about to get out, they surrounded the
door and then continued to follow me, barely letting me walk
down the street. This was while they continued to shout
disgusting things and show me absolutely abhorrent photos.
I should have the right to walk down a street without being
harassed; this is not a peaceful protest.

I have also got an email here, which I will not read
aloud, from the managing partner of Sayers Partners,
accountants, at 112 Wellington Parade, East
Melbourne, who makes it very clear that it is highly
detrimental to his business having protesters waving
around ghastly photos, intimidating clients and
generally making the area that should be for small
business an area that resembles a protest field, and that
is totally unacceptable.
I am a proud Liberal in the tradition that wants to see
greater freedom in society, and it concerns me greatly
that I am essentially supporting a curtailing of
fundamental freedoms for a certain group of people
with a differing opinion to the mainstream. However, in
this instance I am convinced the public good is best
served by ensuring that areas abutting abortion clinics
are orderly and, in the Burkean tradition of our party,
that protests are well ordered, organised and most
importantly do not impinge upon the rights of others
going about their lawful business.
I would like to add that I think a 150-metre exclusion
zone around abortion clinics is excessive and
unnecessary, but I am convinced that with the
reasonable person test built into this legislation some
form of peaceful protest that the reasonable man would
accept around clinics is still potentially permissible.
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That reassures me that the conflicting rights that we
have to deal with here in this instance are being
appropriately managed, and for this reason it is my
pleasure to support this bill.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr EREN (Minister
for Tourism and Major Events).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 October; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Opposition amendment circulated by Mr WALSH
(Murray Plains) under standing orders.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I will make the
lead speaker contribution on the Fisheries Amendment
Bill 2015. As is set out in the bill, the purpose of this
bill is to phase out net fishing in Corio Bay by 2018 and
in Port Phillip Bay by 2022, compensate the 43 existing
commercial licence-holders and provide a limited
non-net commercial fishery in Port Phillip Bay of up to
8 licence-holders from 2022 onwards.
In starting my contribution I say success has many
parents, and given that this is a proposal — —
Mr Eren — And failure is an orphan.
Mr WALSH — And failure is an orphan, as the
minister interjects across the table, but I suppose in this
case, given that the coalition put a policy out about this
in a similar format early in the election campaign and
the Labor Party copied that near the end of the election
campaign, there has been a general ownership of this
particular policy for quite some period of time.
From the coalition’s point of view, our Better Bays plan
was a more holistic view on what could be done for
Port Phillip Bay rather than just the buyout of the
licences, as is proposed in this legislation, because that
Better Bays plan also encompassed the concept of
better erosion control around the bay, better litter
control around the bay, better control of marine pests in
the bay and better control of stormwater going into the
bay, with the subsequent pollution that goes with it.
The Better Bays plan was also a package that included
upgrades and improvements to fishing platforms and
piers, particularly Mordialloc Pier. I am reminded of the
story, when we went down to announce that, of Rex
Hunt. Rex got quite emotional, as he does sometimes
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about that particular pier, because that was the place his
father first took him to go fishing when he was a young
child. The plan was also about new and upgraded bike
paths around the bay and also money for infrastructure
and the operation of surf lifesaving clubs as well, so it
was a far more holistic program than just the buyout we
are now talking about here today.
Target One Million, as I said, is only one part of this
particular program and the buyout by the now Labor
government, because if you do not upgrade the
associated infrastructure, you actually put more
pressure on the recreational fishing infrastructure. It is
going to be a lot harder to get a parking spot; it is going
to be a lot harder to get a launching slot, particularly for
those people coming back in after a number of hours
out in the bay fishing; it is going to be a lot harder to
actually get their boat back on their trailer when they
want to. We know that for those people who have
visited those launching places around the bay, when
there is a long queue of people coming in off the water
and they are tired and have been out in the weather,
they just want to get their boat on their trailer and go
home, and that creates some tensions at times around
that particular area.
As I started off by saying, success has many parents. It
would be interesting to know whether Labor would
have done it at all if it had not been for the coalition
putting this policy forward. I notice the minister at the
table smiling about this. I believe the coalition actually
led the Labor Party to do this particular policy.
Mr Eren — Except you didn’t do it.
Mr WALSH — We did not get the opportunity to
do it. Port Phillip Bay, as has been said by a lot of
people, is a recreational fishing mecca here in Victoria.
It attracts a lot of people not only from outside
Melbourne and the rest of Victoria but also from
interstate and overseas to actually go and fish in Port
Phillip Bay. I noticed recently there was an economic
report put out about the value of recreational fishing
here in Victoria. It coincides with this particular debate.
I suppose as an inlander it is important to know that that
recreational fishing economic report includes
recreational fishing right across Victoria, not just for the
bay, because it is a huge industry wherever you go.
Coming back to the bay, there has been a lot said about
the pastime of recreational fishing and the joy for
children — and for adults, for that matter — when they
catch their first fish. I suppose one of the pleasures I
had as the former minister with responsibility for
fishing was actually to go out snapper fishing with
Trevor Hogan from Patterson River a couple of years
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ago, something I had never done. I had never been out
on the bay fishing. I am one of those people who
openly admit that they actually like to see land when
they are out on the water; I do not want to get too far
from land. But it was an opportunity to go out with
Trevor and some of the people from VRFish to do
some snapper fishing. It was a real thrill to catch my
first snapper. We both caught a couple of fish each and
took them home that night and cooked them with the
instructions that Trevor gave us, and it was a
magnificent piece of fish, so I understand the thrill that
people get out of going recreational fishing.
I think one of the myths about fishing is that it is not a
sport or recreation for women. I know there are a lot of
people who always talk about the guys going fishing.
There are a lot of women who go fishing, and we
should make sure that we put on the record in this place
that it is not a gender-specific pastime. A lot of women
love going out fishing, both with their partner and
probably most likely without their partner and with
someone else they can enjoy that with. It is a recreation
for the whole family, and as has been spoken about by a
lot of people, it is important that young people get the
opportunity to do it. Quite often, particularly if they
have a positive experience the first couple of times they
go out fishing, they are — with no pun intended —
hooked for life because of the thrill they get out of
doing that and will get out of it into the future.
There is a substantial industry that sits behind
recreational fishing. We have talked about the
economic activity report. That effectively says that the
combined direct and indirect output of the industry is
about $7 billion, and it employs something like
34 000 people. Those people who have gone along to
the boat show over a number of years would have an
appreciation of how recreational fishing crafts have
improved over time. If you go back in time to a little
silver aluminium tinny with 5, 10 or 15-horsepower
output on the back, you see that boats have come a long
way since then.
Mr Brooks — Not mine!
Mr WALSH — That’s up to you. You need to buy
a better one. You need to go to the boat show, Colin;
there were some great boats down there. I am sure there
is a person who would love to sell you a better boat in
the future, but there are some very good boats there
now and a whole range of rods and tackle and
everything that sits behind that. So there is a very big
industry that sits behind that.
The thing to remember in discussing this legislation is
that there are those 43 licensed commercial fishermen
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who have been fishing in the bay, some of them for
several generations. With this particular legislation it is
important to bear in mind that some of those people
believe they are substantial losers out of this particular
initiative that is being put forward. I would like to thank
particularly Seafood Industry Victoria (SIV) for the
detailed information it has sent through about its views
on the compensation package and how it is going to
work, particularly the fact that SIV does not believe the
compensation package is adequate. It does not believe it
is as generous as the Western Port buyout that
happened a number of years ago. When I met with SIV
a number of weeks ago in the consultation on this bill,
at that stage it was going to write to the minister and see
that particular issue out. I do not know if it has actually
written to the minister about the fact that it does not
believe that the compensation package is adequate, but
it said it was going to do that.
The other issue, comparing it with the Western Port
buyout, is the fact of a tax ruling around how the
payments were going to be treated from a tax point of
view. As I understand it, a class tax ruling for the
Western Port commercial fishermen meant that they
clearly knew how the tax was going to be treated on
their payments — when they get their payouts, they
lose a substantial amount of it in tax.
One matter that arose during our bill briefing which
was not clear to me is about the allocation of the eight
longline licences that will remain after 2022. The
question that I raised at the bill briefing was that the
process for how those licence-holders will get a licence
is prescribed, but it does not impose a time frame on it.
During the bill briefing opposition members were
informed verbally that the licence-holders would be
notified before 1 April 2016. Our advisers took it on
notice that that issue would be clarified and put on the
record during the debate in this house. I think it is
important for those people who will be affected that the
process be set out in the bill as to how they can apply
for a longline licence. In making their decisions about
when and how they surrender their licences, it is
important that those people know when they are going
to be informed of whether, if they choose to apply, they
will be one of the eight licence-holders who will be
given a longline licence into the future.
There is a lot that could be said about this bill.
Unfortunately the way the business program has
evolved this week — with a lot of bills and the short
day yesterday — not everyone will have a chance to
speak on bills, which we saw happen with the previous
bill, debate on which has been adjourned. A number of
speakers on this side of the house have not had the
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opportunity to speak, and I have put my truncated
version of my contribution to the debate on the record.
In closing, I will speak to the amendment that I have
had circulated in my name, which is:
Clause 5, page 3, line 31, omit “2018” and insert “2017”.

That is to do with the time of cessation of netting in
Corio Bay. The feedback that I have had from the
Friends of Corio Bay Action Group is that they believe
that the government is using the ceasing of netting in
2018 as an election stunt running up to that year’s
election. They believe it would be better to move the
date away from the election cycle and have proposed
2017 instead of 2018. I think that is reasonable, which
is obviously why I have circulated my amendment.
When I started my contribution I said that success has
many parents, and there has been bipartisan support for
this particular program. I would like to think that there
would be support from the Labor Party in the other
place for my amendment to bring forward the cessation
of netting in Corio Bay from 2018 to 2017. If there is
no support in the upper house for that amendment, that
would say to me that this is all about a political stunt
and not about trying to do the right thing by the
fishermen in Corio Bay. It will be interesting, and it
will be a test for the Labor Party in the upper house to
see if government members support that amendment,
because if they do not, that would send a very clear
signal, particularly to the Friends of Corio Bay, that the
government is not serious about this piece of
legislation.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I am pleased to make
a contribution to the debate on the Fisheries
Amendment Bill 2015. Fishing is one of Victoria’s
most popular recreational pursuit, with some
700 000 recreational fishers in the state, many of whom
would call it a sport.
As Parliamentary Secretary for the Environment I well
know the various waterways and options that people
have for both ocean fishing and inland fishing across
Victoria. Recreational fishing contributes something
like $3 billion to Victoria’s social and economic
wellbeing and is particularly popular in regional
Victoria. The government’s Target One Million plan,
the largest injection of funds into fisheries in something
like three decades, will help sustain and grow the
recreational fishing industry. It will also encourage
more families and individuals to get involved, and I
think those people will have a greater appreciation of
and will become advocates for our natural environment.

Thursday, 12 November 2015

This government has chosen to grow our recreational
fishing industry, so our election commitment
recognised the need to remove commercial netting
licences from Port Phillip Bay by 31 March 2022. We
recognised that people’s livelihoods would be affected,
and that compensation is part of the government’s
policy under a seven-year strategy that includes the
removal of netting and increased catch rates and size
for the recreational fishing sector. I am pleased that the
bill includes a phase-out of commercial fishing in Corio
Bay from 1 April 2018, and the government has upped
its compensation package from $20 million during the
election period to a commitment of some $27 million.
During our time in opposition I was pleased to play a
role in some of the consultations and policy
development work with VRFish and several other
stakeholders on behalf of the Premier, the then
opposition leader, and in conjunction with the member
for Bendigo East in her shadow ministerial
responsibilities. I commend the bill to the house. I also
believe that, again, this legislation was an election
commitment that was affirmed by the people of
Victoria almost one year ago. It will provide great
benefits for the hundreds and thousands of recreational
fishers across Victoria. It is a timely decision, one that
has been affirmed at the ballot box by the people of
Victoria, and I look forward to its passage through this
place.
Debate interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
take this opportunity to acknowledge a former member
for Gippsland East, Mr Craig Ingram, who has joined
us in the chamber. No doubt he has an interest in
proceedings.

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Fisheries Amendment
Bill 2015. At the outset I say that both the Labor Party
and the Liberal Party went to the last state election
supporting the proposition that is put forward in this
bill. In my contribution I will put the views of the
commercial sector on the record. This bill has vexed me
because I have a personal history in the commercial
fishing sector. My father was one of the first to fish for
scallops in Port Phillip Bay — he held one of the

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Thursday, 12 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

84 licenses that were taken away on 1 April 1997.
Fisheries licences just happen to be issued on April
Fools’ Day — they cover the period from 1 April to
31 March. My father’s scallop fishing licence was taken
away, and now the same thing is happening with
commercial netting in Port Phillip Bay.
Obviously my family has a very long history in the
commercial sector with netting. The main type of net in
contention was the beach seine or scraper net, which is
effectively shot away from the beach and then hauled
back towards the beach, with the lead lines being drawn
along the sand. That was probably the net that was most
in contention. The mesh net, or gillnet, was probably
the least contentious of the nets. It was not as obvious
and obviously the nets were more discriminatory.
Commercial fishermen have certainly indicated to me
that they felt that they could have continued to coexist
with the recreational fishermen, and that they were
more than happy to look at multiple options to facilitate
that. I have spoken to fishermen. Most of the fishermen
are on the Bellarine Peninsula, and I certainly had a
very lengthy conversation in the last few weeks with
Dennis White of White Fisheries in Drysdale.
He indicated to me that the commercial sector was
more than happy to look at the closure of the inner
harbour of Corio Bay, which is effectively from the tip
of Point Henry due north to Point Lilias — that is, to
close that and allow no fishing whatsoever in there.
They were happy to look at not working on weekends
and public holidays. They were happy to look at not
working even in the Christmas period, from Christmas
into the New Year and even some of January. That is
when the holiday-makers particularly are out there
fishing the most; they were even happy to look at
fishing three days a week, which is what the scallop
fishermen used to do.
On a roster they would fish three days a week; they
would not fish on weekends. It was a similar system to
that, and if the three days of the week you were
permitted to fish happened to have bad weather, then it
was just bad luck that week and you would not have
fished.
I firmly believe that, through their practices, a couple of
commercial fishermen have ruined it for the whole
industry, in particular through their practice of using
beach seine nets. In the bad old days they used to just
haul a beach seine net right up onto the beach then pick
through it in very shallow water, and a lot of bycatch
and other fish were killed in that process. Now
fishermen will do that in their waders in a deeper bit of
water closer to the shore, and they will use more hoop
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nets to take the fish out. Obviously bycatch is not killed
in that process. People are now doing it well, but
unfortunately a couple of complete idiots have spoilt it
for the whole industry.
Some of the other issues that the commercial sector has
raised with me include the inability now of a large
section of the community to access fresh fish from Port
Phillip Bay — younger people, older people and even
disabled people. Not everyone can go out and catch a
fish. It is unfortunate that a lot of people will continue
to miss out. One thing I think this bill lacks
completely — and the commercial sector has
highlighted this to me — is the premium species of fish
in Port Phillip Bay, being King George whiting,
southern calamari and snapper, particularly smaller
snapper such as baby snapper and mid-sized snapper up
to, say, 1 or 2 kilos. The problem that will potentially
be created now is a massive black market in these fish. I
am certainly not implying that all recreational
fishermen go out and sell their catch, but I know that
some do. They would knock on my door when I used to
have the shop, and I would tell them, ‘Go forth. I’m not
interested. I only want to deal with licensed fishermen’.
Are there increased penalties proposed for, in effect,
poaching or exceeding bag limits? Are there increased
penalties for selling your fish? Obviously when you sell
your fish as a recreational fisherman, you are breaking
fisheries laws, you are breaking tax laws and you are
breaking health laws. Are they being considered?
Perhaps these issues could be asked about in the
committee stage of debate in the Legislative Council. I
would implore recreational fishing groups to make sure
that their members are not tempted to do this; to get out
there on the front foot and remind recreational
fishermen that this is not going to be a free-for-all to go
and do as they like. There will be incentive to do it, if
you look at the price of King George whiting
particularly and the fact that a lot of the King George
whiting is caught in Port Phillip Bay.
One other thing I think we need to look at is longline. I
think there would be eight longline licences left, but
longline only targets, in effect, large snapper and
gummy shark — they are the two main species. You
might get some rockling or young flathead caught as a
bycatch. You might get some black ling caught as a
bycatch. In the warmer months, and this is the main
reason they do not use a longline in the summer
months, you catch a lot of skate and stingrays as
bycatch, which really have very little or no commercial
value.
I certainly believe we should investigate non-netting
commercial licences that would allow fishermen to

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
4408

ASSEMBLY

work with a rod and reel or even a gig so we could get
southern calamari in the spring and we could get a
continued supply of King George whiting into the
marketplace as a premier table fish, and even those
smaller snapper — baby snapper and mid-sized
snapper. The longline only targets those bigger fish.
That would be a method perhaps to look at in the
future.
I certainly believe we should have a category of licence
that is a commercial licence, and that is another thing
that could be asked about in the committee stage in the
Council. It is not netting, so the issues raised by
recreational fishermen with the netting being banned
would not be a problem. That would allow some fish to
come to market to satisfy some demand. It is never
going to satisfy the same level of demand that the nets
could, but at least it would provide some method of
getting those fish to market. If you look at a longline
hook, it does not fit in a King George whiting’s mouth,
I can tell you. It is quite a large hook. That is one thing I
would certainly be wanting to see investigated.
As I said earlier, this bill has certainly vexed me,
having come from the industry. It is sad to see the
fishermen go, but I understand the commitment that
was made by both parties, and I accept it. The election
was held, and the Labor Party won the election, but on
our side we also made a similar commitment. We now
need to look at alternative methods. I think a
rod-and-reel fishery, a gig fishery, that would allow
commercial harvest would complement very well the
dive fishery for scallops and the aquaculture that is
going on in Port Phillip Bay. I think all of these things
would be complemented very nicely if that method of
fishing were in place.
The black market also needs to be addressed. I really do
see that becoming a potential problem. I firmly believe
the vast majority of recreational fishermen do the right
thing, but the temptation and the incentive will now be
there for fishermen to go out and do that. That is the
problem I see. They will have their 70-year-old next
door neighbour who has eaten King George whiting all
their life, and unless they give that fish away out of the
kindness of their heart, that neighbour will still be
looking for fish. With those comments, I will finish my
contribution.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I too wish to speak on this very important
bill before the house, the Fisheries Amendment Bill
2015. As a local Geelong member who saw many
hundreds of people go into town halls and sporting
clubs to lobby for recreational fishing to be protected
going forward, but also as the Minister for Sport and a

Thursday, 12 November 2015

dad — I went fishing with my father, I have taken my
kids fishing, and I hope to take my grandkids fishing
one day — I am aware on a number of fronts that this
bill is important to many people.
As has been alluded to before, there are over
720 000 recreational fishers out there, and that is
important on a number of fronts. It is not only
physically good for you to be out and about, active and
getting some fresh air, but it is also psychologically
very good for you. Fishing has gone a long way to
ensuring that many community members keep sane, to
a certain extent. Sometimes when you do not catch fish
for a long time it does stress you out, I must admit, but
having said that, it is certainly a very relaxing
recreational activity. We also know it is estimated that
some $2.3 billion of activity through recreational
fishing grows our economy in a number of different
ways. It is important on a number of levels.
When you think about the contribution that fishing
makes to general society, it is important to make these
policy decisions based on some facts as well. There are
two sides to the argument, and I must admit that the
commercial fishing side put a lot of good cases
forward, as did the recreational fishing groups. And of
course, as governments do from time to time, we have
to balance our decision-making process and come up
with a policy.
I do not think you can make everyone happy all of the
time, but you try to find a balance. To that end, I
recognise some of the comments that have been made
in relation to commercial fishing and how it impacts on
businesses. There are some 43 commercial licences that
will be affected — and it is those people’s livelihood.
We certainly understand that. As a government we are
compassionate towards that. I remember that when I
was first elected to Parliament, not to this place but to
the other place, back in 2002 we made another very
important decision — to stop logging in the Otways.
That affected some people who worked in that industry
at the time, but you fast-forward some 12 or 13 years
and many tens of thousands of jobs have been created
as a result of tourism and other activities going on out
there. From time to time governments must make some
very tough decisions.
Like then, again we are providing a package for the
commercial fishing industry, and we are providing
some $27 million to compensate affected
licence-holders. We are also honouring a Labor
government commitment to offer a clear and fair exit
strategy for licence-holders. This will provide proper
recognition of individual investment and loss of income
to licensees. We will offer compensation payments in
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the first year from $350 000 up to $1.6 million
depending on catch histories. We just want to make
sure that we are fair with the industry. We understand
the importance of recreational fishing and how good it
is for our future and of course for our state. That is why
we are providing a package to the affected parties.

bay, and we enjoy that tremendously. It brings many
millions of people to our foreshores, and we just want
to make sure that going forward into the future we
attract people not only from other parts of Victoria but
also from interstate and internationally to come and do
some fishing in Corio Bay.

I want to point out in relation to the level of activity in
the economy that tourism is worth about $21 billion to
our economy, and some 206 000 jobs are associated
with it. We have had a bumper year this year,
particularly with visitations, not only through intrastate
tourism that occurs through Victorians visiting other
parts of Victoria but interstate tourism is also rising, as
is international tourism. We need to make sure that we
have lots of different offerings for all those various
interested parties, and we need to know why they want
to come to Victoria. One of those reasons is of course
because it is a great place to live, work and raise a
family. That is going back a while — that is a slogan
from the past. But also, in relation to making sure that
we have the offerings in place, we have to provide
some fishing alternatives by building the stock and
having ample fish.

It is a very important bill before the house. It will add
value to our economy in Geelong and broader Victoria.
It will also mean that going forward many generations
will be able to enjoy fishing as a recreation with their
families. To that end, I commend the bill to the house.

Going back about a year and a half ago when these
discussions were happening, a few mates and I went on
a chartered fishing trip for the day, and it was a great
day. It was fantastic, but unfortunately we did not catch
that many fish through the day. It was not because of
my lack of expertise in fishing, and it was consistent
with the rest of the group. They did not catch any fish
either. I think that through the day I caught about four
fish, which apparently is very low.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr EREN — Yes, it was about that big. I admit that
at that time it really did convince me that there was a
depletion in stocks and that did worry me a bit. The
chartered boats depend on the tourism dollar — and of
course that is an industry itself — and they too were
very concerned about the lack of fish in the bay. In
making our determination that was part of it as well.
The removal of netting in Port Phillip Bay is an
important issue to my electorate of Lara. As a local
member I have been contacted by constituents at my
electorate office asking for a ban on netting in Corio
Bay. By doing this, the constituents expect increased
catch rates and size of fish for the recreational fishing
sector and reduced spatial competition. And what a
beautiful bay we have, I must admit. As a local member
I can say it is probably the best looking bay. In terms of
its health as well, it is quite good considering there is a
lot of industry around Geelong. We have a very healthy

Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I rise to speak on
the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015. The Greens will be
moving a reasoned amendment to this bill today, and I
will outline our reasons for doing so. My reasoned
amendment asks for Parliament to suspend debate on
this bill until after the outcome of a study on the effects
of commercial and recreational fishing has been
completed. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place the words ‘this house refuses to read
this bill a second time until the outcome of the Fisheries
Research and Development Corporation funded project “The
social drivers and implications of conducting an ecological
risk assessment of both recreational and commercial
fishing — a case study from Port Phillip Bay” is available.’

This is a research project costing $185 000, and the
Fisheries Research and Development Corporation is
co-funded by the Australian government and fishing
interests, both commercial and recreational. The project
is currently being finalised. I understand it will be
published early next year, possibly in February. If the
government and opposition are committed to
evidence-based policy, I see no reason why we cannot
delay this bill until after the results of the study are
known.
I was pretty disappointed to learn that recreational
fishers and the Victorian government pulled out of this
process because of the election promise to shut down
commercial netting. This to me indicates that the
Victorian government has ulterior motives for shutting
down commercial netting in the bay — such as wanting
to pander to recreational fishers in marginal seats,
perhaps — and is not actually interested in what the
science says about our fisheries and whether it is
actually a good idea or not to shut down commercial
netting. I hope sincerely that this is not the case and that
the government votes to delay the bill until after the
study is finished.
The objectives of the study are fivefold: firstly, to
understand the full range of issues underpinning
resource sharing by commercial, recreational and other
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stakeholders in Port Phillip Bay fisheries; secondly, to
develop a framework for assessing the social and
ecological issues in Port Phillip Bay fisheries; thirdly,
to undertake a qualitative ecological risk assessment of
the Port Phillip Bay fishery, including both the
commercial and recreational sectors; fourthly, to
identify the most significant ecological risks to the
ecologically sustainable development of fisheries in
Port Phillip Bay; and lastly, to make recommendations
for improved cross-sectoral management of Port Phillip
Bay fisheries. With this bill the government is planning
to essentially shut down commercial netting in Port
Phillip Bay, but it is doing so before it sees the results
of this important study.
Now I understand that it looks pretty strange for a
Green to stand up here and say that we should continue
commercial netting, but the fact is that we in the Greens
make our policy decisions based on science and based
on evidence. Environment groups are telling us that
these fisheries are actually sustainable and shutting
them down would be counterproductive to protecting
the environment. The Greens, and environment groups,
believe that we should all get all our food, including
fish, from the most local and sustainable source
possible. Both the Australian Conservation Foundation
(ACF) and Australia’s Sustainable Seafood Guide —
which is endorsed by Greenpeace — list fisheries in
Port Phillip Bay as sustainable. I do not understand why
we would want to shut down a sustainable seafood
source if it meant people will then get their fish from
unsustainable sources that are not local. That is not the
outcome we would like to see.
Surely everyone in this place should be encouraging
local sustainable farming and fishing instead of
encouraging people to get mass-produced food from
unsustainable sources that come from a long way away.
I know that it is very rare for an environment group to
endorse a commercial product, and even rarer for the
Greens to get up and say that the government is doing a
good job at managing a natural resource, so when we
do, members should know that we have thought long
and hard about it and have looked at the science and at
the evidence.
The Australian Conservation Foundation’s sustainable
Australian seafood assessment program recommends
Port Phillip Bay fish. I have spoken to the researcher
who oversaw this project, and he confirmed that
shutting down commercial netting does not stack up on
environmental grounds. Australia’s Sustainable
Seafood Guide, which is published by the Australian
Marine Conservation Society, also lists Port Phillip Bay
fish as sustainable, and this guide is endorsed by
Greenpeace.
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Snapper caught commercially in Port Phillip Bay is the
only commercially available snapper that is endorsed
by a third party. ACF has also assessed silver trevally,
southern calamari and King George whiting from the
bay as sustainable. Eminent scientists are coming out in
public saying that the best available research that we
have shows the fishery is socially, environmentally and
economically sustainable. If new evidence comes to
light that shows that this is not the case, I would be
more than happy to change my position, but we do need
more evidence. That is the reason for my reasoned
amendment. I say, ‘Let’s go out and get some more
evidence rather than making policy on the fly’.
In addition, my office has talked to Dr Tanya King,
who is a senior lecturer at Deakin University and the
lead author of a recent paper on the mental health of
commercial fishers and their families. She has alerted
the government to the urgent need for a social impact
assessment. She has also called for counselling for
licence-holders and their families.
Mr Nardella — A social impact assessment on
fish — on fish!
Ms SANDELL — The member for Melton seems
to think we need a social impact study on fish, which is
quite strange; we actually need it on fishers. Dr King’s
paper notes ‘high levels of fisher depression, anxiety,
self-harm, risk-taking and suicide’.
The government has not presented any evidence to
back up its claim that the environment is endangered by
commercial netting or even that recreational fishing is
harmed by commercial netting. There is actually no
evidence that recreational fishers will benefit from this
bill, so it seems like it is really something done to win
votes. I do have grave concerns about the government’s
motives for introducing this bill. If they are not based
on science and evidence around the environment or
around the recreational fishing catch, what are they
based on? What are the government’s motives based
on? Are they based on politics? Has it promised
recreational fishers the world in exchange for votes in
certain marginal seats? Or has it made a deal with the
Shooters and Fishers Party in return for preferences?
The government’s Target One Million election promise
set a target of increasing recreational fishing to
1 million Victorians and promised no new marine parks
of Victoria. It is pretty concerning to me that the
government does not want to protect our fish and
marine environments but instead is pursuing policies to
increase the number of fish being taken out of the
environment by recreational fishers. Now of course I
understand that people like to go fishing — my family

FISHERIES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Thursday, 12 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

included — but we need to make sure we are managing
our fisheries in a way that is based on science and a
way that is sustainable, not in a way that is based on
knee-jerk reactions or what will play best in marginal
seats.
If we allow recreational or commercial fishing to go
unmonitored and increase it, as this government is
doing with recreational fishing, without knowing the
impacts, we will not only be doing the environment
damage but we will be being short-sighted because it
means our kids and our grandkids will not be able to
enjoy fishing in the same way that people do today.
The Minister for Tourism and Major Events got up and
talked about his one experience out in Port Phillip
Bay — and, based on that one experience, he seems to
think that fish stocks are going down. That was based
on one anecdote. That seems to be the extent of his
evidence and seems to be the extent of the evidence this
bill is based on. I think his one experience of not being
able to catch enough fish in Port Phillip Bay says more
about his ability with fishing than about the stocks in
Port Phillip Bay.
We cannot be allowed to squander a resource today
merely for a few votes in marginal seats. We should be
managing our resources in a way that is sustainable and
a way that allows them to exist into the future. I
sincerely hope this government is not selling out the
environment and is not selling out our industry in order
to retain a couple of marginal seats. I would love it to
prove me wrong, and it can do that by delaying this bill
until the study I have referred to is complete.
In the government’s Target One Million promise it also
promised to undertake a statewide recreational catch
survey. There has not been a substantial survey of
recreational fishing in the bay since 2000–2001, so data
about recreational fishing are well out of date. It would
make sense to me to undertake a recreational catch
survey before taking the drastic measure of shutting
down an entire industry of commercial netting. This is
just one more reason why the government should vote
for the Greens’ reasoned amendment and delay this bill
until we have proper scientific information about what
is happening in the bay and what is happening to our
fisheries. The Greens’ reasoned amendment is simple
and it is sensible. It asks the government to wait at least
until the Fisheries Research and Development
Corporation project is completed early next year. It is a
very sensible proposition. I hope everyone in the house
will be able to support it.
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — Today I rise to
support the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015. This bill
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implements an Andrews government election
commitment to remove all commercial netting in Port
Phillip and Corio bays by 31 March 2022 and intends to
develop and encourage recreational fishing in the bay.
Corio Bay will be closed to netting by 1 April 2018.
Port Phillip Bay will be given back to the people of
Victoria for them to enjoy and engage in a healthy,
family-friendly recreational fishing experience. I have
to say I grew up fishing in Port Phillip Bay with my
dad, and it was one of my most treasured pastimes, both
because I love the thrill of reeling something in but also
because it gave me one-on-one time with my dad, who
was — and still is — the most interesting and
knowledgeable man I know.
I understand that I am not alone in my love of fishing.
Victoria is home to some 750 000 recreational fishers.
When I was primary school aged and out fishing with
my dad I remember pulling out some really
decent-sized flathead, but these days you are lucky to
pull out something of legal size. I know many anglers
believe commercial netting is responsible in some part
for this, and I hope the changes being made through this
bill will go some way to restoring our bay to what it
once was, giving families something to be excited about
as they cast their lines in.
We have heard about Labor’s Target One Million plan
that aims to raise the number of recreational fishers to
1 million. But increasing the number of recreational
anglers is only part of the plan. We envisage improving
fishing access and facilities through our better fishing
facilities grants program, and we want to encourage
membership in recreational fishing clubs, increase fish
stock and establish school education and fishing
programs. We hope many more Victorians will have a
go at fishing. It is fun, it is healthy and sometimes it is
heartbreakingly frustrating — most of the time, in my
experience.
Fishing does not have to be an expensive pursuit. Just
as I did when I was a kid, my nephews love to sit on the
end of the pier with their rods, waiting for a tug on the
line. They have never known the bay as I remember it,
so sadly their fishing experience has mainly involved
fending off unwanted toadies and pulling in baby
flathead that have to be promptly thrown back. It is a
summer highlight for them, and it is something the
whole family can be involved in. It is an accessible
activity too — you do not need to be an athlete, and
everyone can do it. Basic skills can be learnt and honed,
and many of life’s lessons can also be learnt along the
way: patience, disappointment, hope, sometimes prayer
and success. It is an exercise in dealing with all life
throws at you, or perhaps I have just read too much
Hemingway. The benefits are many and varied: the
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opportunity to engage with family and friends, become
more aware of our environment and our responsibility
to that environment, and also recognise firsthand the
need to protect our sometimes fragile natural resources.

recreational fishers and the competition for what
sometimes are more scarce fish. But we see fish stocks
come and go — there is a cycle about it. The secret of
what we need to do in the bay is to keep it sustainable.

The way of the recreational fisher is to throw back the
undersized or unwanted, preferably with as little harm
to the creature as possible. In contrast, commercial
fishers are unable to control their bycatch — that is,
undersized or unwanted marine life that is caught in
nets, along with the targeted species they are looking
for. These are disposed of at the end of the day —
thrown away, often just left to die. By removing netting
in Port Phillip Bay we will no longer be reading stories
about wildlife, such as penguins et cetera, being trapped
in these nets.

It is also a large part of my local economy. Rye, where I
live, has the second-busiest boat ramp in the state, but
there are massive flow-on effects to bait shops and
other shops that sell fishing equipment. It is a specific
industry in itself, but it is also part of the broader
tourism industry, which is the largest business in the
electorate. More than $1 billion a year comes into my
electorate through tourism. It is an integral part of
Nepean, and it is a very important recreational pastime
for people who live on the Peninsula and, as I said,
visitors as well.

Environmental benefits to Port Phillip Bay through the
banning of netting will also be significant. Commercial
netting catches just about everything, from undersized
fish — which, as I have said, would usually be thrown
back by a recreational fisher — to penguins, birds,
dolphins, you name it. Marine life may be substantially
endangered as small school fish are harvested along
with targeted species.

Coincidentally, I held a fishing forum a few weeks ago,
and there was a range of speakers. The forum was not
about this legislation; it was something that I had
organised anyway. This legislation came up as a topic,
and the fishers who were there were very supportive of
it.

This government is putting a significant injection of
funds into fisheries — the largest injection we have
seen for about 30 years. Currently it is estimated that
recreational fishing contributes somewhere in the
vicinity of $2.3 billion to the social and economic
benefit of Victorians, particularly in rural and regional
Victoria. Growing this recreational activity will also
provide substantial benefits to the people of Victoria in
terms of both health and economics.
I am very proud to be part of government that is
actively encouraging the uptake of such a
family-friendly activity, and I am proud that in doing so
we are also preserving the health of the bay and her
wildlife. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — I rise to support the bill
and support the amendment put by the Leader of The
Nationals. I am the member for Nepean, and
recreational fishing is a huge pastime in my electorate,
not only for the residents — many of whom are retired
and like to go fishing — but also for the massive
number of visitors who come down to my electorate to
go fishing right throughout the year, whether it be
fishing off the pier, ocean fishing or fishing in Western
Port Bay or Port Phillip, all of which provide different
fishing experiences. It is an area that attracts a lot of
recreational fishing, and this is a huge issue in my
electorate. I have been fishing down there for 30 years,
and I have seen a massive increase in the number of

One concern that has been raised with me by some
local restaurateurs is that what makes them different
from other restaurants is that they offer fish from the
bay that has been caught by professional fishers, which
they can then sell off the plate in their restaurants. It is
not the only thing they sell — they also source fish
from other places — and these changes are not going to
mean the end of their restaurants, but it is an obvious
concern that they have raised with me, and I certainly
understand their concerns.
As we encourage more recreational fishers through this
bill it is very important that recreational fishing is kept
sustainable as well. I know this bill is about having
sustainable fish stocks in the bay, but recreational
fishing now has more people fishing and it also needs
to be sustainable. There are also people who poach and
take bag limits to the absolute limit. They might have
five people out on the boat and only one of them is
fishing, but they could bring in 50 fish. There is lots of
anecdotal information about recreational fishers who
are selling fish to local restaurants that they have caught
as amateurs. There are people skirting around the rules.
We have to continue to monitor recreational fishing and
the issue of bag limits. Most reasonable recreational
fishers say to me that they want the fish stocks there.
They want their pastime to be sustainable, and they say
that if there need to be changes to bag limits or any
other regulations, they are open to these as long as they
are based on evidence and fact.
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It is important that the government in bringing in this
legislation also continues to support and even enhance
the enforcement of the current regulations to ensure that
those who are recreational fishing are doing it the right
way — that they are keeping to the laws and
regulations — so that the fishing stocks remain
sustainable in Port Phillip Bay.
As I said, there were some concerns about this
legislation in my electorate, but overall and by a large
margin the benefits that this bill will bring to the
electorate of Nepean make it worth supporting.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
speak on the Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015. I note
that the Minister for Agriculture is in the gallery for this
great moment. This is a fantastic piece of legislation
that continues the tradition of great Labor governments
in this state caring for the environment. It reminded me
of a similar piece of legislation from June 2002 that was
introduced by a former member for Bundoora and
former Minister for Environment and Conservation, the
Honourable Sherryl Garbutt. Sherryl introduced the
legislation for the marine national parks, which for the
first time in the world created an entire system of highly
protected marine national parks at the same time —
13 marine national parks and 11 marine sanctuaries.
This is a great continuation of that tradition. The current
minister is continuing to carry on the proud tradition of
her predecessors by championing legislation that proves
Labor’s outstanding environmental credentials in a way
that does not jeopardise industry.
I must say that the member for Melbourne, as is often
her wont, and similarly the member for Prahran, came
in, did their set pieces and then left the chamber. I
found the member for Melbourne’s speech somewhat
confusing — the fact that the Greens party is voting
against a piece of legislation that would protect our
marine environment is, I think, one of the most bizarre
contributions this house has seen in a very long time.
There is an opportunity now to put in place real
legislation to protect our marine natural environment
with a staged and progressive regime and a clear and
fair exit strategy for the incumbents, yet the Greens
want to postpone this. Clearly they love trees but they
hate fish. To the Greens political party, if it stands still
and is above water, it is good; if it moves and is below
the waterline, it is bad. That is the mentality of these
lunatics.
This is an important piece of legislation. It is important
for the incumbents. I think that when you look at
having a serious step change in an industry, it must be
done with a smooth and measured pathway. When you
listen to the Greens contributions about Hazelwood, it
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is all about shutting it down now — just turn out the
lights, shut the gates, put everyone on the dole and it is
all over. This piece of legislation demonstrates that this
government has a very good and sound understanding
of business and economics. This is about making sure
that we have a smooth path, so that you can say to the
incumbents, some of whom might be approaching
retirement age, that you will not put on any more staff,
giving them an opportunity to put their hand up and ask
to exit the industry they have loved. It is done in a
gradual and smooth way so that you have an orderly
transition. That is the hallmark of good public policy.
That is what we do on this side of the house. That is
what Labor does. It has a measured, considered,
thoughtful and consultative approach. We are not
compromising on our principles, and we are not trying
to walk away from our election commitments or our
promises. This is about making sure that we have a very
sensible approach to change by embarking on change in
a way that does not destroy the value of these
businesses overnight. It is a gradual change, but it is
also about making sure that there is a situation whereby
we have a viable and sustainable industry now and into
the future.
The member for Dandenong made a very good
contribution about growing up and comparing fish
limits. The member for Dandenong is quite a few years
younger than me, so I am assuming that this was
probably in the late 80s or maybe early 90s, but in
comparing then with now, she has seen a degradation in
the quality of the fish stock. This piece of legislation
will ensure that we can improve the quality and the
quantity of the fish stock in our bays. It will also make
sure that future generations can continue engaging in
recreational fishing. It is a great piece of legislation. I
am delighted that it has been put forward by the
Minister for Agriculture, and I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — It is always great to
follow the member for Essendon. It gives me great
pleasure to rise and contribute to the debate on the
Fisheries Amendment Bill 2015. Yet again this is a bill
that delivers on an election commitment, which is a
common theme this year.
Some of my finest childhood memories are of fishing
with my dad. Whenever he had time off work he would
take me and my brothers and sisters fishing, and more
often than not in Port Phillip Bay, like so many
Victorians. This was good quality family time. Port
Phillip Bay — or the bay, as many know it — is a great
source of many terrific memories. As recreational
fishers we learnt a great deal about the health and
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management of the bay from a very young age. I think
these are really important lessons for those who want to
get into the fishing industry and for those who enjoy
going fishing. Things like size limits and a bag limits,
and taking only what you require — they are very
important lessons and I think great lessons to learn from
a young age.
My brothers and sisters and family and friends always
stood for getting together in summer. We were lucky
enough to have grandparents who had a holiday house
on the Bellarine Peninsula at St Leonards. I am sure
that many members and people in the gallery know of
the place. We would often spend long summers fishing
and enjoying the fruits of the bay, as did so many
Victorians. If you looked right across the bay — and it
is a wonderful Victorian asset — you would see people
come in to boat ramps and exchange stories about what
they caught. The member for Dandenong was probably
standing there regaling people with tales of the toadies
she referenced in her speech and of the size of the
toadies that stole her bait. These were terrific times, and
I am sure that many members in the house and many
Victorians right across the state can think about the
great times they have had fishing. I can see those on the
other side thinking about it as well.
This bill is about ensuring that recreational catches are
increased and therefore that there is an increase in the
number of people who want to fish and become
involved in the fishing industry. The bill provides for
the long-term viability, health and sustainability of
recreational fishing in the bay. As I mentioned, I am
one of 750 000 recreational fishers in this state, but
fishing is not just a hobby. It contributes $2.3 billion to
our social and economic wellbeing, particularly in
country Victoria. That is a figure that will grow, and
this bill is designed to assist and enhance the number of
recreational fishers in the state.
On reflection it is hard to measure the social and
emotional benefits that fishing provides to families and
friends. One of those pastimes that is often undervalued
is taking the boat out and trying your luck fishing with
family and friends. You may be someone who takes a
boat out off the boat ramp, or you may be someone
who fishes from a pier. We are very lucky to
have — —

Thursday, 12 November 2015

1 million by 2020. The Target One Million plan will
see increased fish stocks, support for local clubs,
improved access and facilities and the removal of
netting from Port Phillip Bay — the primary purpose of
the bill. The bill will deliver on the government’s
Target One Million election commitment to remove all
commercial netting from Port Phillip Bay by 31 March
2020.
Victorian Labor’s recreational fishing policy states that
it will halt commercial netting in Port Phillip Bay and
Corio Bay, increasing fish stocks for recreational
anglers, and that is what this bill is designed to do. The
policy outlines that a sliding cap will be implemented
on a commercial catch basis based on the average catch
over the previous three years and that the government
will offer a clean and fair exit strategy for
licence-holders. In my view we certainly achieve that.
The bill before us implements an election commitment,
which I have already mentioned, with some changes
following extensive consultation with commercial
fishers. It sets a clear path to remove commercial
netting from Port Phillip Bay, and in my view it
provides adequate and just compensation payments for
those who rely heavily on the industry. The reduction in
the commercial catch is expected to increase catch rates
and the size of fish and also reduce spatial competition.
This will enhance recreational fishing opportunities in
Port Phillip Bay for many Victorians, with the potential
to attract visitors from outside the bay. The phase-out of
netting in Port Phillip Bay will take place over an
eight-year period, beginning today.
In my view this bill achieves a balance of increasing
fish stocks and ensuring that those who currently rely
on Port Phillip Bay — those who hold licences — are
fairly compensated, which is important. They need to
be able to look after their families and look at ways to
diversify and move into other areas as they go forward.
After extensive consultation with industry the
government has agreed to provide a revised package of
$27 million, which forms part of this compensation.
This will provide fairer compensation and better
recognition for the individual investment and loss of
income of licence-holders. Overall with this bill we are
moving toward establishing a bay that will last for
generations, and I am confident that Target One Million
will be achieved by 2020.

Ms Williams interjected.
Mr J. BULL — The member for Dandenong says
she prefers the boat. I am with her on that.
This bill forms part of our plan, as I mentioned earlier,
to increase the number of anglers in Victoria to

The government recognises that this decision impacts a
number of people’s lives, as I have just mentioned, and
that fishing is more than just a business or a workplace.
We understand, and it is important to recognise, that for
many of these operators this is an important bill, but it
is also an important bill for the 750 000 Victorians who
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currently fish and are involved in the angling industry
and the many more who will hopefully come to it from
here on in. This bill provides a fair and reasonable
compensation package for those who currently hold
netting licences, with an ample period for transition out
of the current arrangements. It will ensure that stocks in
the bay are protected and that the recreational angling
industry thrives and grows whilst ensuring sustainable
and protected Port Phillip and Corio bays.
I would like to think that in years to come members in
this house and people in the gallery will one day be out
fishing and look back on today and the bill before the
house this evening and think of the importance of
ensuring that our fish stocks are maintained and
enhanced and of all the great things that fishing brings
to families and communities, especially for those
around Port Phillip and Corio bays and for those on the
coast. It is also important for those from rural and
regional Victoria, who may fish locally on the Murray,
in lakes or in places like that, but it is worth noting that
a lot of these people travel for holidays. They see
family and friends and come fishing in what are the
very beautiful Port Phillip and Corio bays. I would like
to think that my children, who are yet to be born, can
one day reflect on this bill in this place, and with those
comments I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I support the bill
before the house. I want to give members some history,
and I thank my friend the member for South Barwon
for some information on this. There were not many, I
can assure you, but one of the things the Kennett
government did and did well was that it stopped the
dredging of Port Phillip Bay.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr NARDELLA — Members of the Greens
political party just shouted out, ‘Rate capping’. What a
nonsense. I will get to them in a moment.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Melton
will continue through the Chair.
Mr NARDELLA — The dredging of Port Phillip
Bay was very intrusive. The dredges were dragged
across the bottom of the sea, which ruined the bottom
of the bay and affected the fish stock, so on 31 March
1997 there was compensation paid to the owners of the
dredges. They were paid out. With this legislation we
are continuing the process of making sure that Port
Phillip Bay is a great place to spend recreational time,
that we rebuild the fish stocks and that we enhance the
enjoyment of people both on the bay and on the piers,
so they can continue to enjoy the bay. Also, as my
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friend the member for Dandenong said, it is about
making sure that the fish that are caught are bigger than
they are at the moment — maybe not this big, as she
said, but bigger than they are at the moment.
It is a policy that we took to the election last time
around. One of the things that defines this government
compared to the Liberal government is that the
promises we make are the promises we keep, and the
mandate for this legislation came from the people of
Victoria. They wanted to make sure of this policy, and
they gave us government on the basis of implementing
this policy.
But I want to pick up on the contribution made by the
member for Melbourne from the Greens political party.
It was nonsense. She put up a reasoned amendment to
stop this legislation from going any further until some
research or something happens sometime in the near
future — next year. She thinks this research is much
more important than putting in place the security that
this legislation puts in place in terms of the time line
going into the future.
The Greens political party has a mantra: ‘If it’s not a
tree and you can’t hug it, then it’s not the environment’.
Its members have no understanding. When we put in
place marine national parks around Victoria, not once
did they ever say, ‘Terrific. You’ve done a great job.
You’ve protected the environment with the marine
national parks’. Not once did they — in this place, in
the other place or publicly — support the Labor
government in terms of the environmental policies that
it has put in place.
Finally, I want to say that most of us enjoy fishing. My
son-in-law Shaun, my grandkids Kyal and Jayden and I
fish in Port Phillip Bay. I have photos of some of the
catches that both Kyal and Jayden have picked up.
They were proud of the fish they caught. I am no cook,
as some people may know, so those fish were then
unhooked and thrown back into the bay. Hopefully, like
the member for Dandenong said, they will become
much bigger fish. People do get enjoyment from
fishing. We want to make sure that this continues
within Port Phillip Bay. The compensation is one of the
major aspects of this bill, which gives people certainty.
I support the bill before the house. It is important
legislation. It is part of the policy that we took to the
last state election. It is imperative that it is passed
without any further ado.
The SPEAKER — Order! The time set down for
consideration of items on the government business
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program has expired, and I am required to interrupt
business.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 82
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Blackwood, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Clark, Mr
Couzens, Ms
Crisp, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Garrett, Ms
Gidley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hodgett, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Bull, Mr J.
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Clark, Mr
Couzens, Ms
Crisp, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Garrett, Ms
Gidley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hodgett, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 2
Hibbins, Mr

Sandell, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

RELATIONSHIPS AMENDMENT BILL 2015

Noes, 2
Hibbins, Mr
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Second reading

Sandell, Ms

Amendment defeated.

Debate resumed from 10 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).

House divided on motion:

Motion agreed to.

Ayes, 82
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Blackwood, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Brooks, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Northe, Mr

Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT (FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(FAIR GO RATES) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 10 November; motion of
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local Government).

4417

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

TERRORISM (COMMUNITY
PROTECTION) AMENDMENT BILL 2015

The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
Second reading
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 82
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Angus, Mr
Asher, Ms
Blackwood, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Bull, Mr T.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Clark, Mr
Couzens, Ms
Crisp, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Dixon, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Garrett, Ms
Gidley, Mr
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hodgett, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Riordan, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 2
Hibbins, Mr

Sandell, Ms

Debate resumed from 11 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

CHILD WELLBEING AND SAFETY
AMENDMENT (CHILD SAFE STANDARDS)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 November; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING AMENDMENT (SAFE ACCESS ZONES) BILL 2015
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PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING
AMENDMENT (SAFE ACCESS ZONES)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a second time and a third time.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 69
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Asher, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Britnell, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Burgess, Mr
Carbines, Mr (Teller)
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
Crisp, Mr
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Fyffe, Mrs
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Katos, Mr
Kealy, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McCurdy, Mr

McGuire, Mr
McLeish, Ms
Merlino, Mr
Morris, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Paynter, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Smith, Mr T.
Spence, Ms (Teller)
Staikos, Mr
Staley, Ms
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Victoria, Ms
Walsh, Mr
Ward, Ms
Wells, Mr
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 13
Angus, Mr
Blackwood, Mr (Teller)
Bull, Mr T.
Clark, Mr (Teller)
Dixon, Mr
Gidley, Mr
Hodgett, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read second time.

Riordan, Mr
Southwick, Mr
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Wakeling, Mr
Watt, Mr
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Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Clerk’s amendment
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing order 81,
I have received a report from the Clerk that he has
made the following correction in the State Taxation
Acts Further Amendment Bill 2015:
In Clause 8, line 25, I have inserted ‘subsection’ before ‘(3)’.

Business interrupted under sessional orders.

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

Ferntree Gully Senior Citizens Club
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I rise to raise
a matter with the Minister for Public Transport, and the
action that I seek is for the minister to facilitate a
meeting with me and representatives from VicTrack,
Knox City Council and the Ferntree Gully Senior
Citizens Club to discuss issues of car parking. The
Ferntree Gully senior citizens hall is located at
160 Underwood Road, Ferntree Gully. This facility,
which is on council-owned land, is directly adjacent to
the public car park for the Ferntree Gully train station,
and that is located on VicTrack land.
With a membership of over 70 local residents, the
Ferntree Gully Senior Citizens Club recently celebrated
its 56th birthday. It is an important club in my
community, and it meets at the hall two to three times
per week for a number of activities, which is the
highlight of the week for many of the members.
In the past the committee members have been able to
park near the hall, but now, with the lack of parking
adjacent to the station and the current volume of
commuters using the station, the members who arrive
for their activities often find that all the car spaces
adjacent to the hall are filled. This is resulting in many
of the attendees of the club having to park elsewhere
throughout the suburb, often streets away, and walk a
fair distance. Given their age, this is often a challenge.
The current lack of parking facilities for train
commuters is putting enormous pressure on parking
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adjacent to the station. Prior to the last election the
coalition government made a commitment to provide
$1.1 million to build an additional 110 car spaces
adjacent to the Ferntree Gully station, and that was
going to provide an enormous boon to local rail
commuters. However, this government has seen fit not
to honour or match that commitment, and therefore the
pressure facing commuters at this station has been
exacerbated.
I recently met on site with the director of engineering of
Knox City Council, Dr Ian Bell. He discussed with me
the need for the clear identification of parking to be
allowed within VicTrack land for members of the club,
with the attachment of permanent signage to mark out a
set number of spaces for the exclusive use of hall users
on the days in question. As I stated, this is a significant
issue for members of the Ferntree Gully Senior Citizens
Club. Clearly there is a need for the government to
provide additional car spaces with respect to the
coalition’s commitment of 110 car spaces. Specifically
the action I am seeking from the minister is to facilitate
the meeting with me and representatives of VicTrack,
the council and the club in order to see if we can reach a
resolution.

Family violence
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to rise
and raise an issue for the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence, and it is great that she is in the
chamber to hear my adjournment request. Specifically I
ask the minister to visit my electorate for the purposes
of attending a family violence forum.
Members of this place will be all too well aware of the
tragic consequences of family violence. Unfortunately
on average more than one woman is killed every week
due to violence, and according to recent Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures one in three women have
experienced sexual violence from a partner, an
unknown person or a stranger. These are staggering
statistics, but behind the statistics lie real people, real
women and children, who are confronted by the horrors
of family violence and live in fear of it.
I am concerned that recent police statistics show that in
my community over a five-year period — in places like
the Banyule local government area — the number of
family violence incidents has risen by 9.8 per cent.
Over the same period in the City of Whittlesea, which
covers part of my electorate, family violence incidents
were up some 17.3 per cent. These are epidemic
proportions, but at least what was once a hidden
problem is now being exposed. It is important to
acknowledge the great work being done by the minister
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and this government with bipartisan support, the work
being done by the family violence royal commission
and the actions this government is taking so that, at a
local level, local communities can take a real leadership
role in this issue.
I want to hold a forum for local community leaders in
my electorate and to have the minister come along and
talk to people about the actions being taken by the
government on the impact of family violence and about
what local communities can do to combat the scourge
of family violence on our society.

Lakes Entrance police resources
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Police. The action I
seek is that the minister ensure policing numbers are
increased over the summer holiday period in Lakes
Entrance, and in particular over the Christmas holiday
period.
I have been advised by local business and community
members of the town that, due to staff being on
secondments and maternity leave, the police station
may not operate a full roster, which I understand to be
around 17 staff. The feedback I am receiving is that
additional staff have been allocated to the Lakes
Entrance area for New Year’s Eve, which is very big in
Lakes Entrance, but only on that day. I am sure that all
MPs would be aware that the population of Lakes
Entrance explodes over the holiday period; from an
average population of about 6500, it grows to over
50 000 in the Christmas school holidays, so additional
policing is certainly required.
Business and community leaders from such
organisations as the Lakes Entrance Action and
Development Association have invested a lot of time,
resources, effort and money over recent years to make
Lakes Entrance a family-friendly holiday destination —
indeed a lot of families come to the area to enjoy our
great region — so we need a strong police presence as a
core component of making sure that those families have
a good experience and do not encounter the sorts of bad
experiences that can often happen in large crowds.
Tourism is a key economic driver throughout the
Gippsland region, particularly in the Gippsland East
region, and we need to make sure that people who
come to our magnificent region have a good experience
so that they will want to come back again and enjoy our
hospitality.
To deal with this increased population influx and to
allow the police who are in the region to undertake
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proactive policing rather than responsive policing, we
need more hands on deck for the holiday period. I note
that the minister has stated on numerous occasions that
he understands the importance of community safety, so
the action I seek is that the minister guarantee not only
that there is a full roster of local police at Lakes
Entrance over the Christmas and New Year holiday
period but also that additional staff be provided for this
period given the massively increased holiday
population.

Level crossings
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Public Transport. The action
I seek is for the minister to commence community
consultations in the next few months on the
Cheltenham to Frankston railway level crossing
removals to better understand the needs of my
community.
Recently I joined the Premier, the transport minister
and the members for Carrum and Frankston to
announce that an additional eight railway level
crossings will be removed on the Frankston line
between Cheltenham and Frankston. The removal of
these crossings is part of the government’s plan to
remove 50 dangerous railway crossings over eight
years to make our communities safer, create space to
run more trains and reduce congestion along the eastern
side of the bay.
With the Kingston region anticipated to grow by
20 percent over the coming 15 years, governments at all
levels need to look to the longer term to address
infrastructure priorities for the future. Doing so
involves stripping away short-term thinking and
short-term politicking and genuinely planning for the
future.
The removal of level crossings at Charman Road in
Cheltenham, Balcombe Road in Mentone and Edithvale
Road in Edithvale is part of the solution to these
problems in the future. These level crossing removal
projects go much further and provide the Victorian
government and Kingston City Council with an
opportunity to leverage investment and to think
innovatively about how these projects can deliver even
further regional benefit. After all, these projects will be
some of the most substantial upgrades along the train
line since the line came down to Chelsea in the early
1900s.
I note that a recent publication by Kingston City
Council acknowledges the importance of the
government’s eight-year commitment. It states:
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The removal of these level crossings will provide improved
safety, reduction in congestion and enable more frequent train
services in the municipality.
…
The level crossing removals will help reduce traffic
congestion for motorists who have to wait at boom gates and
provide further opportunities for urban renewal.

The council then lobbies the Victorian government to
prioritise this investment and concludes:
… the removals are not only a critically important piece of
infrastructure, they are essential for the community for the
next 100 years.

I wholeheartedly support the sentiments put forward by
Kingston City Council about how vital these projects
are. Such projects of 100-year significance do not
happen overnight, and there will be challenges for our
community over the coming years as we head towards
construction in 2018. We will need to work together as
a community on disruptions to services and changes to
timetables, which are unavoidable if we are to look to
the longer term and deliver the removal of these
crossings. The crossings are likely to be removed as a
single package of works, similar to the current
packaging of the nine level crossings on the Dandenong
corridor. They will improve coordination and reduce
disruption to residents, motorists and train passengers.
I believe detailed community consultation and genuine
engagement will be essential as we work together to get
through these projects. Residents can anticipate some of
the macro challenges, including the high watertable in
our community, the narrow rail corridor and the
proximity of the crossings to the Nepean Highway and
the bay.
In conclusion I ask the Minister for Public Transport to
investigate commencing community consultations in
the next few months on the Cheltenham to Frankston
railway level crossing projects.

Unpaid fine notification
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — The issue I have is for
the Attorney-General. I ask him to investigate options
to stop harassment and annoyance to individuals who
have the misfortune to move into premises that have
previously been occupied by people who have not paid
their fines.
The background to this is that two of my constituents
from the suburb of Elwood have written to me advising
that they have been bombarded by mail from Civic
Compliance Victoria, VicRoads, the Infringements
Court and CityLink. Of course the mail is directed to
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previous occupants of the premises who have not paid
their fines. One constituent has received 50 letters to the
previous tenant, and another constituent has received
170 letters. One has told me that he feels he has lost
control of his letterbox. For taxpayer-funded
organisations, this imposes a significant cost on the
taxpayer and causes a significant increase in the amount
of rubbish.
In one case my constituent has identified the
whereabouts of a previous occupant through Facebook
and LinkedIn and has advised the authorities of where
he thinks this miscreant may live. It appears that
authorities just keep sending mail, and that is what the
system requires the authorities to do, but the system is
wrong, and there should be a better one.
What I seek of the Attorney-General is that he
investigate options. Perhaps we could look at a system
where authorities may be able to seek out the people
who owe them money and not simply rely on all these
people who have not paid their fines advising them of
their change of address within 14 days. At the moment
they are not complying with the law. I have actually
written to the Minister for Police, I have written to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety and I have written
to the Attorney-General about this. In fairness it was a
recent letter to the Attorney-General; I am not
complaining about him not responding.
I have also written to CityLink, and in fact CityLink
was the most responsive of all, because it has at least
stopped one constituent’s mail up until February next
year. I call on the Attorney-General to investigate some
options for a better system than this constant
harassment of people who have done absolutely
nothing wrong.

Eltham electorate cycling infrastructure
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action
I seek is for the minister to pay particular attention to
the issues around cycling identified by my community
and respond accordingly by helping with improved
routes and safety. Along with many Victorians I was
pleased last month at the Victorian government’s
announcement that it would be updating the Victorian
Cycling Strategy 2013–23 along with establishing a
$10 million fund to invest in new bike paths across the
state.
Nobody could doubt the health and environmental
benefits of cycling as a form of transport nor the
positive effect on congestion of commuting by bike. I
welcome the government’s commitment to improving
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cycling safety and infrastructure in the state. I also
congratulate the government on the inclusive approach
it is taking to consulting with Victorians as to their
views on what the cycling strategy should include.
Listening to and engaging with the views of
stakeholders and the public is critical in developing
strong and robust policy.
I recently invited my constituents to participate in a
cycling survey and received many thoughtful
responses, including suggestions of building new paths
in the area, extending existing paths and thinking about
how to attract more tourism to my community by
making my electorate more attractive to bike riders. I
will be forwarding all these suggestions to the minister.
I ask that the minister respond to the views and needs of
my constituents.

Prahran electorate cycling infrastructure
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The
action I seek is for the minister to invest in cycling
infrastructure in the Prahran electorate. Quality bike
infrastructure is essential to a livable city. The sun is
out, and increasing numbers of residents in Prahran
want to cycle to work and get around our community.
To facilitate this we need to invest to make cycling
safer and more convenient, particularly for women.
There are plenty of opportunities to do this in Prahran.
The St Kilda Road separated bike lanes proposed by
Port Phillip and Melbourne councils would make one
of busiest routes safer and encourage more people to
ride. Recent peak-hour bike lanes installed on High
Street are a welcome inclusion. Having often
commuted down this road from Prahran East, they are
something I had been calling for many years prior to
my election. I have noticed an increase in the number of
riders along this route since the lanes were put in,
although I have had some concerns raised that they are
a bit too narrow. These lanes could now be replicated
along Malvern and Toorak roads for east–west routes
and along Williams and Orrong roads for north–south
connections.
Train stations in the Prahran electorate need secure bike
parking cages. According to Public Transport Victoria
data South Yarra is the most cycled-to station in
Melbourne, but commuters are forced to attach their
bikes to railings out the front of the station, where it is
already overcrowded with pedestrians.
Melbourne Bike Share is an under-utilised form of
transport in Melbourne. Bike sharing is a success in just
about every city apart from Melbourne. The previous
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government promised it would expand Melbourne Bike
Share into inner city suburbs, and Stonnington council
endorsed this approach, but the plan was shelved after
the state government refused to subsidise the scheme.
The government must now reinvigorate the Melbourne
Bike Share scheme by expanding it to places like
Chapel Street and integrating it better with public
transport. I have often seen the blue bikes at places like
Prahran Market and as people ride them along the
Yarra, which is quite a distance from the nearest station,
so there clearly is a demand.
Finally, the government must work closely with local
government to deliver on a shared vision for better
cycling and address problem areas, such as Chapel
Street. Over the years we have seen a number of bike
plans, strategies and maps from the state government.
What we need now is investment in cycling
infrastructure, which will make Prahran a more livable
and sustainable community, reduce congestion and
overcrowding on our roads and public transport and
improve people’s health and wellbeing.

Perinatal Emotional Health program
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — The action I seek is
for the Minister for Mental Health to conduct an
investigation into the Perinatal Emotional Health
program run by Barwon Health. The federal
government’s national partnership on perinatal health
funding will soon be gone from servicing vulnerable
new and expecting mothers in Geelong.
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Babes Project. There are currently 50 women on the
waiting list for The Babes Project services.
The Babes Project has supported 300 women through
its Croydon centre over the last three years. It supported
them throughout their pregnancy, birthed with many of
them and then supported them until their little ones
were 12 months old.
The Babes Project has undertaken a trial in Frankston
on the Mornington Peninsula, which has provided
significant insights into the needs of women,
particularly vulnerable women, in the Frankston area.
The opening of a second centre down in Frankston after
the 18-month trial will help alleviate those waiting lists
and will certainly make an impact in an area that has
significant need. Some of the insights that were
identified throughout the trial period in Frankston
included: of the woman the project assisted, 35 per cent
were teenagers; 61 per cent reported past or current
mental health issues; 55 per cent were single; 38 per
cent had a history of family violence; and 33 per cent
had a history of drug and alcohol use. Up to 20 per cent
of these women required support throughout the birth
of their child by midwives and support team members
of The Babes Project.

I was recently contacted by Barwon Health in Geelong.
This vital program will close or be seriously
compromised from December this year as it will no
longer receive federal funding to provide services
through to the end of the 2015–16 financial year,
despite the Andrews government confirming it is still
funding and will continue to fund this important
life-saving program. I ask the minister to conduct this
investigation urgently in the interests of vulnerable
mothers and babies and their families in Geelong.

This is a vital service that is certainly needed. I would
very much appreciate the Minister for Health joining
me and Helen Parker, the executive director, and her
team at The Babes Project. It is very important to make
sure women are supported in a range of areas
throughout their pregnancies, the birth and while they
are learning to become a parent, whether it be in
financial management, cooking, learning to care for
their little one or building relationships with other
people in like situations. It is a vital service. I commend
the team at The Babes Project for the work it does. I
look forward to the minister joining me and The Babes
Project to find out about the exciting services the
project offers and the fabulous work the team does. I
look forward to, hopefully, some further funding to
assist it.

The Babes Project

Apprentice vehicle registration concession

Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Health,
and the action I seek is for the minister to join with me
in visiting The Babes Project at its Croydon office to
discuss its incredible work and the need to ensure
sufficient funding so that no woman who needs support
throughout her pregnancy is left to journey through her
pregnancy, the birth and her first year as a mum on her
own. I am very proud to be an ambassador to The

Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — The adjournment
matter I wish to raise is for the attention of the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. The action I seek is that the
minister join me in my electorate to meet some of the
many trade apprentices who will benefit from today’s
announcement that the Andrews government will grant
half-price car registration to numerous Victorian trade
apprentices. I was very pleased to hear the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, along with the Minister for
Training and Skills, Minister Herbert, announce the
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introduction of this important commitment, and I thank
them for their hard work leading up to today’s
announcement.
In my electorate of St Albans there is a large number of
young people learning trades through various
apprenticeship schemes. It is vital that these young
people are supported by the government, and this
announcement today certainly shows that this
government is committed to the future of these
apprentices. According to the National Centre for
Vocational Education Research, national completion
rates for apprentices and trainees are less than 50 per
cent. This is a worrying statistic, and as a government
we are determined to reduce it.
With an average wage for first year apprentices of
around $15 an hour, today’s announcement provides
real support for young tradies and a genuine incentive
to complete their training. Instead of making savage
cuts to our trade training sector, we are re-funding and
reinvesting in it. Unlike the former government, we are
committed to the future of Victorian tradespeople. I
would once again like to thank the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety and Minister Herbert, and I look
forward to future initiatives from our government that
will support Victorian apprentices.

Responses
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I am very pleased to respond to
the member for Bundoora’s request to attend a
community forum that he wants to convene to discuss
family violence and, of course, the intrinsic link
between violence against women and gender inequality
and attitudes towards women. I want to congratulate the
member for Bundoora. In this place he chairs, along
with the member for Sandringham, the parliamentary
group focused on tackling violence against women.
During the last parliamentary sitting week he held a
very successful forum with police assistant
commissioner Dean McWhirter, who came and spoke
to parliamentarians.
The member for Bundoora is a very active member of
Parliament and is very keen to see the issue addressed
in a comprehensive way. In particular, as a community
leader he is working with agencies and community
groups right across his electorate to ensure that we can
deliver better outcomes for women and children. The
royal commission report in February of next year will
bring about some significant changes right around the
state, but I look forward to joining with the member for
Bundoora at a community forum at a mutually
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convenient time so that we can continue the work that
he is leading in his community.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — The member for Ferntree Gully raised
an issue for the Minister for Public Transport with
regard to VicTrack and car parking issues. I will take
up that matter with the minister for her to follow up on.
The member for Gippsland East raised a matter for the
Minister for Police in relation to Lakes Entrance and
policing numbers for holiday periods. I will take that on
board and get the minister to follow up on it.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport as well, with regard to the
level crossing in Cheltenham.
The member for Brighton raised a matter for the
Attorney-General with regard to harassment and
bombardment with mail of people who have not paid
their fines and have subsequently moved on. She asked
the minister to take action on that.
Three matters were raised for the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety. The member for Eltham raised the
issue of bike paths and the resident survey she has on
them. She asked the minister to look at that survey and
the results of it.
The member for Prahran raised the issue of investment
in bike paths in Prahran.
The member for St Albans has also raised a matter for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. She has
extended an invitation for him to come to her electorate
to meet with apprentices with regard to the issues
relating to registration of cars and the recent
announcement of the discount that is available.
In addition to that, the member for Ringwood raised a
matter for the Minister for Health with regard to The
Babes Project. She requested that the minister visit that
office.
Finally, the member for Geelong raised for the Minister
for Mental Health issues relating to the Barwon Health
perinatal health program and asked for feedback on
those issues.
I am happy to take up those matters with the relevant
ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.53 p.m. until Tuesday,
24 November.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the
appropriate ministers.

23 October to 12 November 2015
Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 249
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Public Transport
26 May 2015

REPLY:

Melbourne Metro will increase capacity and reliability of train lines servicing Melbourne’s growing north, west and
south eastern suburbs, delivering more frequent train services to help meet the demands of our growing city.
Upon completion of Melbourne Metro, commuters on the Upfield line will enjoy more frequent and reliable
services.
Melbourne Metro removes two of our busiest rail lines — Cranbourne/Pakenham and Sunbury— from the City
Loop, allowing space for more Upfield line services.
Melbourne Metro will connect Upfield commuters to some of the State’s key medical, education and commercial
precincts via rail for the first time.
Commuters on the Upfield line will access the new Melbourne Metro services via one seamless interchange at
either Flinders Street or Melbourne Central stations.

Mildura electorate
Question 396
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Mildura
Minister for Education
6 August 2015

REPLY:

There are five former school sites located in Mildura Rural City Council municipality, one at Ouyen, three in
Merbein, and one at Nichols Point. The sites have all been declared surplus to educational requirements. Buildings
on these sites have been subjected to vandalism and have the potential to attract other forms of anti-social
behaviour so were prioritised for demolition.
I can reassure you that we are aware of community concerns with respect to local heritage at Nichols Point and I
can advise that, following the community consultations, it was decided that structures with historical value at the
sites will be saved when demolition works begin.
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Eildon electorate
Question 442
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Planning
20 August 2015

REPLY:

I became aware of the Blackmores’ matter after Murrindindi Shire Council (council) decided to refuse the permit
on 24 June 2015. Mr and Mrs Blackmore subsequently wrote seeking my intervention on 5 August 2015. However,
at that time there was no call in power available to me as council had made a decision on the permit and no
application for a review of that decision had been lodged with the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). I intervened to call in the review proceeding from VCAT within a week of Blackmore Holdings lodging
the review request.
In the interest of providing a timely outcome for the review of council’s decision and specific assessment of the
planning permit application, on 23 September 2015 I appointed the Blackmore Holdings Wagyu Beef Farm
Advisory Committee. The Advisory Committee comprises Brett Davis (Chair), former President of the Planning
Institute of Australia (Vic Division) and Katherine Navarro, an experienced Government Lawyer. The Blackmore
Holdings Wagyu Beef Farm Advisory Committee will enable a prompt recommendation to be made to the
Governor in Council for a decision on the Blackmores’ proposal.
The last amendments to the Farming Zone in Victoria were undertaken by the former government. Those changes
broadened the range of uses for which land in the Farming Zone may be used, including for uses that are not
necessarily compatible with agriculture. This opens the way for greater conflict between agriculture and other uses.
This government is committed to growing Victoria’s food and fibre industries through encouraging and protecting
farming. The government recognises that an increasing number of farmers are seeking to expand their productivity
by the adoption of changed farming practices. Competing land use pressures and rural residential uses can raise
issues for farmers.
Jointly with my colleague the Hon Jaala Pulford MP, Minister for Agriculture and Minister for Regional
Development, the Animal Industries Advisory Committee is being established to examine how the planning system
can better support Victorian farmers and agriculture in the context of changing farming practices, aimed at boosting
production. It is important that any recommended changes to the Victoria Planning Provisions are properly
considered and thoroughly assessed to ensure we have the right laws in place to support this vital industry.

Rowville electorate
Question 482
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Rowville
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
1 September 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads manages the arterial road network in accordance with its Road Management Plan. Regular inspections
are undertaken to identify any potential hazards to road users, and appropriate maintenance is carried out to ensure
that the road network is kept in a safe condition, including this section of Wellington Road in Rowville.
In addition to the regular inspections, VicRoads undertakes an annual inspection of its road network to develop its
periodic road-surfacing program. This program is prioritised based on the level of urgency and availability of
maintenance funding. Currently, VicRoads is conducting inspections for the 2016-17 periodic maintenance
program and this section of Wellington Road will again be assessed for funding consideration.
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Melbourne electorate
Question 532
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Melbourne
Premier
3 September 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to ensuring our state maintains its leadership for excellence in health and
medical research, not only in Australia but internationally.
The Victorian Government is investing significantly to grow our state’s pre-eminence as a hub for world-class
medical research. The 2015-16 Victorian Budget included funding for several initiatives to support health and
medical research:
- the $200 million Future Industries Fund, which is investing in emerging high-growth sectors including medical
technology and pharmaceuticals;
- $25 million to establish a state wide genomic sequencing program to improve the diagnosis and treatment of
children with rare genetic diseases;
- $15 million to plan and commence early works for the Victorian Heart Hospital, Australia’s first specialist
cardiac hospital which will bring together patient care with research and training; and
- $2 million to plan and develop a National Centre for Proton Beam Therapy.
The Minister for Health recently announced more than $26 million this financial year from the Operational
Infrastructure Support Program (OISP) to support ten of Victoria’s independent medical research institutes with
indirect costs of research.
The Government is also developing a Victorian health and medical research strategy, which will set out our
objectives in the sector, encourage innovation, and prepare Victoria to take advantage of future opportunities. In
August 2015, the Minister for Health released a discussion paper to inform development of the strategy, which
highlighted funding models and sources as one of its key themes.

Brunswick electorate
Question 535
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brunswick
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
3 September 2015

REPLY:

Speed limits are determined to provide an appropriate balance between safety and mobility, with consideration
given to factors such as the number of access points and the nature of the road environment and abutting
development.
Some locations experience high levels of pedestrian activity at regular and specific times of the day. Consequently,
VicRoads' Speed Zoning Guidelines include a number of different low speed zones that can be implemented at
locations where significant pedestrian activity occurs. These low speed areas include school speed zones, remote
school crossings, 40km/h pedestrian activity precincts; 40km/h local area speed zones, and 50km/h town centre
speed zones. I note that within the vicinity of the Brunswick East Primary School, a 40km/h school speed limit
applies.
VicRoads will review the speed limit of Nicholson Street and Albion Street near the Brunswick East Primary
School and the bend near Jones Park. VicRoads will work in conjunction with the Moreland City Council, Victoria
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Police and the local community to investigate concerns regarding road safety at the intersection of Nicholson Street
and Albion Street. VicRoads expects to complete its investigation by the end of 2015.

Bendigo West electorate
Question 767
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bendigo West
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
15 September 2015

REPLY:

I would like to thank the Member for raising with me the important work undertaken by Women’s Health Loddon
Mallee to address gender inequality throughout this region. I would also like to thank the Member of her
unwavering dedication to eradicate family violence across her electorate.
The remarkable work of Women’s Health Loddon Mallee is based on an understanding of the intrinsic link
between family violence and gender inequality. In conjunction with other agencies, Women’s Health Loddon
Mallee’s ‘Take A Stand’ project is focused on engaging the entire community to act to address this harm Through
partnering with local workplaces the project aims to create a culture of non-violence through encouraging
respectful attitudes towards women. The project provides workplaces with the tools necessary to transform
workplace culture, and to provide training for employees to reduce their acceptance of violence-supportive
attitudes.
In addition, Women’s Health Loddon Mallee have also developed resources that will be valuable to any
organisation or group wanting to discuss gender equity in a non-threatening manner. The latest resource are their
Gender Equity Cards, designed to spark conversation about concepts of gender equity. Another resource for
organisations are the Gender Equity Standards, which contains practices and policies that could be used to achieve
more equitable workplaces.
Family violence is the number one law and order issue that we face. There is no community immune to this harm
and we must ensure that everyone contributes to its eradication. I look forward to speaking at the Women’s Health
Loddon Mallee Gender Equity Forum and meeting members from the local community.

Rowville electorate
Question 772
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Rowville
Minister for Industry
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade
15 September 2015

REPLY FROM MINISTER FOR INDUSTRY:

The matter should be referred to the Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade.
REPLY FROM MINISTER FOR SMALL BUSINESS, INNOVATION AND TRADE:

The introduction of the new public holiday provided additional coordinated leisure time for people to spend with
family and friends, and resulted in increased social and community benefits for Victorians.
Furthermore, there were no trading restrictions imposed on Grand Final Friday, so business opening hours were a
matter for individual owners and operators.
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Carrum electorate
Question 775
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
15 September 2015

REPLY:

VicRoads advises me that it is continuing work on the reconstruction of the intersection of Frankston-Dandenong
Road with Wedge Road and Boundary Road in Carrum Downs. The project includes the installation of traffic
signals and associated roadworks.
VicRoads has acquired the land required for the project, and a significant amount of work has been underway over
winter to prepare for the commencement of road construction. This includes the relocation of overhead electrical
cables, lighting, telecommunications infrastructure and the protection of underground gas mains. This preparatory
work has almost been completed.
I am pleased to advise that on 30 September 2015, VicRoads awarded a contract for the construction of the
intersection. This construction work is expected to commence by the end of October 2015, and be completed by
mid 2016.
The local community and Frankston City Council have been engaged throughout the development and
pre-construction stages of the project. This engagement process will continue during the construction period.
VicRoads has conducted a community information session and installed project information signs to keep the local
community informed. VicRoads will also post information about the project on its website, and will write to
adjacent land owners to advise of the commencement of construction works at the intersection.

Yuroke electorate
Question 926
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yuroke
Minister for Public Transport
16 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving amenities at stations across Victoria.
The demand for car parking at stations, particularly in growth areas, is very high.
The Government has committed $20 million to upgrading station car parking in the metropolitan region,
particularly in outer suburban areas.
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) has been exploring a number of options for providing additional parking at
Craigieburn station and has consulted with a number of stakeholders to determine the most beneficial and cost
effective way to address the commuter car parking shortage. The consultation has also included discussions with
adjacent land owners on using the land for potential additional car parking.
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Bass electorate
Question 929
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Public Transport
16 September 2015

REPLY:

As part of the Regional Network Development Plan, recent consultation has suggested that passengers are seeking
an improved waiting environment for coach connections in South Gippsland.
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to improving public transport in regional Victoria. The Regional
Network Development Plan will set out public transport priorities for the short, medium and long term.
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) will review sites, including Wonthaggi, to identify infrastructure elements that
will contribute to an improved customer experience.
This will consider improving the existing coach interchange at Wonthaggi (Biggs Drive), to provide appropriate
shelter, seating and lighting and upgrading associated infrastructure to enhance safety, accessibility and amenity for
the community. I have asked PTV to liaise with the local council to develop concept designs.
It is anticipated that PTV will finalise its recommendations in the coming months.

Niddrie electorate
Question 1083
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Attorney-General
17 September 2015

REPLY:

I thank the Member for Niddrie for his question and assistance in promoting the new Powers of Attorney Act 2014,
which commenced on 1 September 2015. The Act:
– clarifies and consolidates enduring Powers of Attorney (POAs) (financial) under the Instruments Act 1958 (IA)
and enduring powers of guardianship under the Guardianship and Administration Act 1986 (GAA) into a new
enduring Power of Attorney (POA) for financial and/or personal matters
– makes only minor amendments to general POAs previously made under the IA and changes their name to
general non-enduring POAs
– does not amend enduring POAs (medical treatment) which will continue to be regulated under the Medical
Treatment Act 1988
– creates the new role of supportive attorney to enable a person to appoint another person to help them make and
give effect to their own decisions
– defines decision-making capacity and provides better guidance on assessing a person’s decision-making capacity
– provides better protections against abuse of POAs including:
– more stringent witnessing requirements
– specifying the duties of enduring and supportive attorneys
– new protective powers for the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) including ordering
compensation, if an enduring or supportive attorney contravenes the Act
– new indictable offences for dishonestly obtaining or using an enduring POA or supportive attorney
appointment.
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The Office of the Public Advocate (OPA) provides support services, including a range of information and advice
on POAs. The OPA resources available to assist Niddrie constituents to become familiar with the new laws
include:
– the updated Take Control Kit, a guide for making POAs
– a new Side by Side guide to appointing supportive attorneys
– fact sheets on the new Act
– targeted activities for professional groups (e.g. legal, health and financial) and the community (e.g. seniors,
culturally and linguistically diverse and Koori communities, people with disabilities) including presentations and
dissemination of information on the new Act.
Information is available on OPI’s website at www.publicadvocate.vic.gov.au or by telephoning its free advice
service on 1300 309 337.
The implementation of the new Act offers the community an opportunity to:
–

increase awareness, use and understanding of enduring POAs. Anecdotal evidence suggests that as little as 10
percent of the population has a POA

–

make POAs user friendly, by way of interactive online forms for POA appointments. The new consolidated
enduring POA will enable a person to use the same form to appoint an attorney to make financial and/or
personal decisions on their behalf. These forms are available from the OPA website

–

appoint supportive attorneys for the first time in Australia. This innovation enables a person with decision
making capacity to appoint another person to support them (for example by obtaining information) to make or
give effect to some or all of their own decisions

–

better protect against abuse of POAs, which is often perpetrated by close family members but is rarely
detected or reported. These protections include more stringent formal requirements, as well as stronger
remedies, including compensation and criminal offences.

Eildon electorate
Question 1284
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Planning
6 October 2015

REPLY:

I understand the business you refer to is the Watsons Creek Antique Store on Eltham-Yarra Glen Road in Watsons
Creek which is able to operate despite being a prohibited use within the Nillumbik Planning Scheme. This
operation was provided individual consent via a site specific planning scheme amendment in 1991 by the former
Shire of Eltham. The amendment allowed the owners to apply to Council for planning approval to operate a café
within certain parameters, including restrictions on patron numbers and hours of operation.
Council recently received an application to amend the planning approval to increase the operating hours. Eight
written objections were received from neighbouring residents.
Council officers advised the applicant that the potential noise impacts were of concern and did not meet the
amenity considerations of the Nillumbik Planning Scheme and therefore the application was likely to be
recommended for refusal.
Prior to the application being reported to Council’s Planning Committee the applicant withdrew the planning
application. As such, there is no current planning application with Council for consideration.
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Narre Warren South electorate
Question 1285
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Public Transport
6 October 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government is committed to improving amenities at railway stations across Victoria.
As you are aware, the Government has committed to providing accessible toilets at Hallam Station, which is an
unstaffed station. Public Transport Victoria is leading this work so passengers can safely and securely use
accessible toilets.
Further announcements on the opening date of the public toilets will be made soon.

Niddrie electorate
Question 1291
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
6 October 2015

REPLY:

In Victoria responsibility for the Disabled Persons Parking Scheme Code sits with the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. VicRoads has carriage of the Code, with Victoria’s 79 local councils individually administering the scheme
on their behalf.
However I am advised work is progressing on the administrative arrangements to facilitate the introduction of the
national scheme. Given its complexity in Victoria, the changes required to introduce the national scheme are being
carefully considered to ensure that the full benefits of the scheme are realised.
Any consideration of the need for a review should be directed to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
I do however note the prospects of the State Disability Plan providing a further opportunity to consider a range of
systemic issues, including issues related to transport, that impinge on the rights of people with disability.
Individual concerns regarding non-compliance or eligibility of permit-holders, should be brought to the attention of
the local council in which the parking space is located.

Evelyn electorate
Question 1292
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Evelyn
Minister for Education
6 October 2015

REPLY:

Returning TAFE and higher education to this fantastic campus was a key election commitment of the Andrews
Labor Government and although the commitment falls within the portfolio of the Minister for Training and Skills, I
have been working closely with Minister Herbert to make this happen.
Having attended the event you know that Premier Daniel Andrews, Minister Herbert and I, together with
Swinburne’s Vice Chancellor Professor Linda Kristjanson, had the privilege of announcing Box Hill Institute as the
preferred bidder of the Request for Proposal Process. Box Hill Institute presented an innovative and exciting vision
for the future of the Lilydale campus, planning a community educational precinct which will provide access to
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on-site educational and training opportunities and community services across all ages for the region well into the
future.
Box Hill already has a well-respected presence in the region and will be able to hit the ground running,
progressively mobilising on-campus educational service delivery, together with its partners Deakin University and
William Angliss, from first semester 2016.
This was a promise made and a promise kept - TAFE & higher education returns to Lilydale.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 1293
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
6 October 2015

REPLY:

I thank the member for the question. Encouraging sustainable use of resources such as water and energy is a key
commitment of the Victorian Government. Sustainability Victoria works with businesses, local government,
households and schools to help them use resources more efficiently to help minimise negative impacts on the
environment.
Sustainability Victoria continues to deliver the ResourceSmart Schools program, and actively encourages schools
to get involved in sustainable gardens by establishing vegetable and kitchen gardens, as well as planting native
species to boost the biodiversity values of their school grounds and the local community.
Starting in 2008, Sustainability Victoria funded 11 Eco Living Centres across Victoria, giving community members
a place to learn about sustainable living in their local area. Sustainability Victoria has also funded community
garden projects, such as the one run by Gippsland Employment Skills Training, which received a grant of $11 305
in 2015 for its Recycle, Regrow and Reconnect Project.
Sustainability Victoria offers advice to households on how to make their homes and appliances more energy
efficient-to help Victorians save energy, reduce bills and make their homes more comfortable. There are videos and
how-to guides on the Sustainability Victoria website on topics including energy efficiency at home, purchasing
energy efficient appliances and draft proofing your home. Advice and tools are also available for people renovating
their homes, to help them improve the energy efficiency and sustainability of their homes.

Sunbury electorate
Question 2116
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sunbury
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
7 October 2015

REPLY:

As we discussed at my site visit in June 2015, I am aware of the community’s concerns regarding this intersection.
Since February 2015, VicRoads has collected necessary data, which includes observing morning and afternoon
peak traffic queue lengths and recording traffic volumes. VicRoads has also met with the Hume City Council to
discuss possible improvements to the intersection. VicRoads is continuing to work closely with the council to
finalise design options for a future funding submission.
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Gippsland East electorate
Question 2117
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Gippsland East
Minister for Agriculture
7 October 2015

REPLY:

As part of the Target One million plan to grow recreational fishing in Victoria, the government has committed to a
number of initiatives, including the banning of netting at the mouth of rivers in the Gippsland Lakes.
This election commitment is aimed at improving the protection of key recreational fish species whilst they are
migrating from the Gippsland Lakes rivers system into the lakes.
Work has commenced on implementing this important election commitment.
Preliminary discussions have occurred between the Target One Million coordinator Mr Craig Ingram and
representatives of both the commercial and recreational fishing sectors regarding the implementation of this
commitment.
Further detailed and formal consultation on the process and potential options for improving the protection around
Gippsland Lakes river mouths will occur in 2016.
In the interim, the government is working through the delivery of its Target One Million election commitments and
has already delivered, or is in the process of implementing, a number of important projects, including:
– Established a Lake Toolondo Reservoir advisory group
– Opened recreational trout cod fisheries in Beechworth
– Growing the Victorian Trout Opening Festival
– Removed horsepower and boat length restrictions at Blue Rock Lake
– Halting commercial netting in Port Phillip and Corio Bays
Establishing a Better Fishing Facilities program to provide new fishing and boating facilities
– Delivering fish stocking and education programs
– Increasing fish stocks from 3 million to 5 million a year
– Implementing a marine species stocking program
– Providing $2000 ‘Stronger Fishing Clubs’ grants to all fishing clubs
– Stocking barramundi into Hazelwood Pondage
– Establishing Fisheries Victoria as a statutory fisheries management authority
– Introducing a minimum size for trout.
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Ferntree Gully electorate
Question 2119
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ferntree Gully
Minister for Planning
7 October 2015

REPLY:

In September 2012, Knox City Council (council) commenced preparation of a housing strategy in response to
population growth across Melbourne and, in part, to the introduction of the reformed residential zones. Council also
developed associated residential design guidelines, and a local structure plan for the Rowville Activity Centre.
Amendment C131 to the Knox Planning Scheme proposes to implement the Knox Housing Strategy 2015, the
Knox Residential Design Guidelines and the Rowville Plan 2015 by introducing new residential zone schedules,
new and revised overlays, and by making a number of associated supporting changes to the local planning policy.
Amendment C131 was placed on public exhibition in February and March 2014, and 400 submissions were
received. The amendment was subject to an extensive consultation process which gave the community and
stakeholders the opportunity to provide feedback and raise planning concerns. An independent Panel considered
submissions and the merits of the amendment. The Panel report recommended that the amendment be adopted
subject to 25 changes.
Council adopted the amendment on 27 January 2015, with changes. In particular, council did not support a number
of the Panel’s recommendations relating to ResCode variations and mandatory building heights. Council submitted
the amendment for approval with changes on 23 February 2015.
I understand that the department and council have actively worked together to advance the amendment since
submitting it. I will take all relevant matters into consideration when I make a final decision on the matter.

Essendon electorate
Question 2120
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Essendon
Premier
7 October 2015

REPLY:

Thank you for your question on behalf of Debney Meadows Primary School.
I was happy to accept your invitation to visit Debney Meadows on Tuesday 13 October. Debney Meadows is a
school that students, teachers and parents can all be proud of.
As you know, we committed $148.3 million to fund school camps, sport trips and excursions. Too many children
learn about disadvantage the hard way, when they don’t get to go on school camp with their mates or have to stay
back at school during excursions.
It was rewarding to hear from students at Debney Meadows who told me that they enjoyed their school camp, as
this camp was made possible by the Victorian Government.
It’s even more pleasing that over 222 000 students across Victoria will also benefit from this program.
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Oakleigh electorate
Question 2122
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Oakleigh
Minister for Sport
7 October 2015

REPLY:

Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Victorian Government.
Following the 2015-16 State Budget, the government has confirmed a $100 million Community Sports
Infrastructure Fund that will facilitate the upgrading of a range of community sports and recreation facilities
throughout Victoria over the next four years.
The government would consider supporting scoreboards as a minor component of a much larger facility project. As
a standalone facility development, scoreboards compete with a range of developments that have direct impacts on
participation such as sports lights, hard courts and change rooms. The government is happy to consider how
scoreboard development may be incorporated into future facility funding opportunities.
Given local government authorities are instrumental in developing and supporting projects for consideration and
this initiative, I encourage your constituents to liaise directly with their relevant local council to develop a project
that may be eligible for future funding.

Frankston electorate
Question 2124
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Frankston
Minister for Health
7 October 2015

REPLY:

I would like to thank the Honourable Member for Frankston for his question and for raising this very important
issue.
Many of us have been moved by the circumstances of Victorian families like those you mention, who for too long
have been forced to make the impossible choice between saving their child’s life and obeying the law. This isn’t
fair and it isn’t right.
That is why the Andrews Labor Government committed to legalising medicinal cannabis for people in exceptional
circumstances prior to the election and why we’re getting on with it.
We will establish an Office of Medicinal Cannabis to oversee manufacturing, dispensing and clinical aspects of the
Victorian medicinal cannabis framework. The Office of Medicinal Cannabis will also help develop new research
and develop clinical guidance in consultation with the medical profession.
We will conduct a cultivation trial. This is the first step in establishing a safe, secure and reliable supply of
medicinal cannabis in Victoria.
We are also working hard to establish clinical trials in Victoria and working with NSW to enable Victorians access
to their medicinal cannabis clinical trials.
Under the plan we have outlined, children with severe and uncontrolled epilepsy will be the first to access safe,
secure and high quality medicinal cannabis in early 2017.
As promised, we will introduce enabling legislation into the Parliament by the end of the year to establish the legal
framework.
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A range of fact sheets and further information about accessing medicinal cannabis products can be found on the
Department of Health and Human Services website.

Macedon electorate
Question 2846
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
8 October 2015

REPLY:

The Romsey intersection study is an election commitment that is being put forward for funding in 2016-17, under
the Road and Rail Minor Works fund submission.
The funding of $200 000 will allow for a traffic study, including community consultation, to determine the most
appropriate intersection treatment for Barry Street/Melbourne Lancefield Road, Romsey. A project scope will be
developed utilising the $200 000 allocation.
I commend you for your hard work locally to ensure that this study is delivered.

Euroa electorate
Question 2847
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Euroa
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
8 October 2015

REPLY:

On 8 October the government announced an independent investigation into the planned burn escape at Lancefield.
The investigation is being led by the Director of Western Australia’s Office of Bushfire Risk Management, Murray
Carter, and will examine all aspects of the planned burn, including its timing, communication with the community
and the factors involved in it getting out of control.
All findings from the investigation will be made public.
Decisions about resourcing at planned burns are made locally by DELWP fire management.

Broadmeadows electorate
Question 2854
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Broadmeadows
Minister for Education
8 October 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government recently announced an additional $747 million in extra funds over four years to
deliver great schools for every community and great teachers in every classroom as part of our plan to make
Victoria the Education State.
$493 million of that funding will be targeted to students most in need of help, to break the cycle of disadvantage
and give our kids the best opportunities to succeed. We are also providing $72.3 million in funding to secondary
schools to help students who have fallen behind catch up.
These reforms represent the biggest ever increase in equity funding in Victoria. The new model for distributing
funding towards students most in need of help will help schools to break the cycle of disadvantage and give our
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kids the best opportunity to succeed. The new formula for distributing funding for social disadvantage is fairer and
better reflects the latest global evidence of educational need, including in Victoria’s government schools.
I appreciate your concern for schools in Fawkner, and I am pleased to inform you that Fawkner Primary School,
Moomba Park Primary School and John Fawkner Secondary College share in more than $1.4 million in equity
funding in 2016.
The new funding model introduces a combined measure of disadvantage, which as you note, uses both parental
occupation and education. Consistent with evidence from around Australia and the world, this model was
developed based on an analysis of Victorian data which shows the combined measure has a stronger correlation
with student outcomes than parental occupation alone. It is important to note that this analysis applies to the
qualifications that parents have reported, even if they are not recognised in Australia. This aligns with research we
reviewed which shows that parental education levels are a very good proxy for the conduciveness of their home
learning environment.
The Government will continue to explore ways to improve our school system by building on the new equity
funding reforms, including being informed by outcomes from the Bracks Government School Funding Review,
due to report to me by the end of the year.
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