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PARIS TERRORIST ATTACKS
Tuesday, 24 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 24 November 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The SPEAKER — Order! I would like to
acknowledge in the gallery Mr Bhagwant Mann,
member of Parliament from Sangrur constituency of the
Indian state of Punjab, and Ms Myriam
Boisbouvier-Wylie, Honorary Consul General of
France in Victoria. Welcome.
Honourable members applauded.

PARIS TERRORIST ATTACKS
The SPEAKER — Order! In recent weeks the
world has been shocked and saddened by a series of
terrorist attacks that have claimed the lives of so many
people in Paris, Beirut, Ankara and Bamako. All human
life is precious, and every person has a right to live in
safety, security and peace. Each callous and
unthinkable act of terror has targeted the innocent.
The scale of the Paris tragedy on 13 November, and the
loss of so many young lives that held so much promise,
stunned all of us. I was shocked to hear about these
attacks, as it was only one day before that the President
and I welcomed a delegation of senators from the
French Parliament.
As a sign of respect and mourning the Parliament of
Victoria lowered its flags to half-mast. We showed
solidarity with the people of Paris and France by
illuminating our Parliament building in the colours of
the French flag. The enlightened values of liberté,
égalité and fraternité can never be dimmed by the
darkness of terrorism. We unite with all peace-loving
people around the world in condemning all of these
atrocities.
On behalf of the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition
and all members, the President and I offer our
condolences to the people who have suffered through
these attacks and particularly to the families who lost
loved ones. A world connected in grief must work
together towards peace. I ask members to stand and
observe a minute of silence in memory of the victims of
these terrorist attacks.
Honourable members stood in their places.

4869

CONDOLENCES
Hayden Kevin Shell
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house of the
death of Hayden Kevin Shell, a member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral districts of
Geelong West from 1982 to 1985 and Geelong from
1985 to 1992.
I ask members to rise in their places as a mark of
respect to the memory of the deceased.
Honourable members stood in their places.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Lancefield bushfire
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Premier. With the Premier stating, ‘I
take responsibility for each and every thing that
happens under my leadership of the government’, and
further noting that the Premier appeared at functions in
Lancefield, some with media present, during the
Lancefield fire, I ask: why did the Premier send the
departmental secretary to apologise to the community
of Lancefield for the mismanagement of this controlled
burn instead of apologising in person himself?
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his question. The people of
Lancefield were badly let down by a series of decisions
that were not appropriate.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — No member of this government
was at the tennis; let me assure you of that, so we are
not going to be having lectures from those who
abrogated their responsibilities.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on
relevance, this is a serious question, and I did not ask
about lectures; I asked a very straightforward question
as to why was the departmental secretary dispatched to
apologise face to face to the people of Lancefield, given
that the Premier had been to that town multiple times in
the weeks before.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the Premier to
come back to answering the question.
Mr ANDREWS — The Leader of the Opposition in
his point of order has effectively answered his question.
I have visited that community on many occasions, and
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on each of those occasions I made it very clear — and
in media and in all sorts of different forums over a long
period of time now — that what occurred was
unacceptable — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ANDREWS — It was face to face, actually; it
was. If those opposite were less interested in scoring
points and more interested in the people of Lancefield,
they would know that I and the minister, and other
members including the local member, have met with
many local residents and expressed our concern,
expressed our sympathy for them and taken
responsibility for what went wrong. What happened in
Lancefield should not have happened. We are deeply
sorry for the fact that errors were made, and in
recognition of that a full inquiry was put in place. There
were 22 recommendations and every single one of them
will be implemented.
For those opposite to suggest that we have been
anything other than transparent about the fact that
this — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — Things went wrong; be in no
doubt about that. We were deeply upset because of that,
and we were standing with the community of
Lancefield, rebuilding and supporting them at their time
of need. For those opposite to suggest otherwise is
completely and utterly wrong. We will continue visiting
the community of Lancefield. We will continue to stand
with the community of Lancefield just as we have —
both the local member, an outstanding local member,
and the minister, who has handled this matter
impeccably, admitting fault, offering an apology and
rectifying things. That is what we are all about, and to
suggest otherwise is completely wrong and a reflection
of the sorts of games this mob opposite plays.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Again
noting that the Premier had said, ‘I take responsibility
for each and every thing that happens under the
leadership of my government’, and although a
departmental apology has been made to the faces of the
people of Lancefield, why have many Lancefield
locals, some of whom lost houses or property, still
heard nothing from the government as to when they
will be paid compensation or how much they will
receive?
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — On a point of order,
Speaker, the member for Hawthorn ought to withdraw
that offensive remark making light of the tragedy and
suffering of people in Lancefield.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn, to withdraw.
Mr Pesutto — I will not withdraw that, Speaker,
with all due respect. I want to address the point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Warrandyte and Dandenong
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the member for Warrandyte and the member
for Dandenong will withdraw from the house for the
period of 1 hour. The Chair will not hesitate to suspend
other members. The member for Warrandyte will come
to see me later in my office. The member knows well
that members should not reflect on a decision made by
the Chair under standing order 124, a standing order
agreed to by this house.
Honourable members for Warrandyte and
Dandenong withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Lancefield bushfire
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Pesutto — Speaker, I want to address the point
of order. The Premier, if he wants to show respect for
the people of Lancefield — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will resume his seat.
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.
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SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

Ministers statements: Monash Freeway

Member for Hawthorn

Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I am very pleased to
rise to update the house on work that our government is
doing to deliver on the projects that our state needs, the
projects that Victorians voted for a year ago, projects
that will deal with congestion on our roads and
congestion on our public transport system.

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Hawthorn will withdraw from the house for the period
of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Hawthorn withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Lancefield bushfire
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I thank the Leader of
the Opposition for his supplementary question. To
suggest that the government has not taken full and
absolute responsibility for the errors that occurred —
errors that should not have occurred — in that
community is simply wrong.
The Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water has attended numerous public meetings. I have
travelled there on a number of occasions, and I will
continue to go back. The local member has been there
to thank and support those in her community who
fought so hard against those fires, as I have. As I
understand it, the Leader of the Opposition is simply
wrong.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier will resume
his seat, and the member for Eltham is warned.
Mr Guy — Speaker, on a point of order, on
relevance, it is, as the Premier said, a serious issue. I
asked a clear and straightforward question around the
timing of compensation to people in Lancefield and
when they will be paid, and, respectfully, the Premier
has not addressed that part of the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Premier has
14 seconds.
Mr ANDREWS — As I am advised, there are
58 claims that have been lodged, and I think 15 of those
are being actioned this very week, so payments will be
made this week. The rest of those claims will be dealt
with as quickly as possible. We take responsibility, and
we will make good. That is what a good government
does.

On Sunday I announced some $400 million to deal with
congestion on the Monash Freeway, a corridor that
carries some 200 000 cars in the south-east each and
every day; additional lanes in each direction between
EastLink and Clyde Road; and an extension to
Australia’s biggest managed motorway in our nation.
That is exactly what we are going to deliver. That will
mean a safer Monash Freeway, a less congested
Monash Freeway, more time spent at home with your
kids and less time spent in traffic.
This is also about creating jobs and opportunities for
our state. Those opposite did not lift a finger for the
Monash Freeway. Do you know what? According to
the business case on this, there will be $4.20 back for
every $1 you invest. It is a bit better than 45 cents back
on every $1 you invest. But of course it does not end
there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS — This morning I was very
pleased to announce that an expression of interest for
early works on Melbourne Metro rail will be out to
market tomorrow — a $200 million to $300 million
program of early works critical to delivering the
Melbourne Metro rail project, starting construction in
2018, with more jobs, better public transport and less
congestion. This is a government that is getting on with
it, a government that is delivering the things it said it
would do. Those opposite, as usual, are talking amongst
themselves — irrelevant and in opposition.

Lancefield bushfire
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.
Noting that the minister told this house on 8 October:
I give an absolute guarantee that the Grand Final Friday had
no impact on staffing decisions —

at the Lancefield controlled burn, how can the minister
continue to claim that the grand final parade public
holiday had no impact on staffing decisions when there
were just 12 staff at this controlled burn on the grand
final public holiday compared with as many as 30 the
day before?
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for his
question. It is unfortunate that the member has not
really read this report, because this is a report that was
led by an amazing group of investigators who have
been very frank, transparent and open. It has been
informed considerably by extensive consultation with
the local community there, from face-to-face interviews
to telephone calls, community meetings and a survey.
The community has a real sense of understanding of
and has had input into both this report and the
recommendations.
I spoke a few weeks ago when this was first raised,
when the fire first broke containment lines, and I
assured this house that there were no decisions made as
a result of Grand Final Friday, and I stand by that
completely. If the member had read this report, if he
actually took the time to read it, he would see that it is
really important, because these are systemic issues that
have been there for a number of years now about how
planned burning is managed, particularly in that region
but in other parts of Victoria as well. These are
systemic issues that we are now addressing.
What this report says is that they did not do the risk
assessment appropriately and that resourcing is subject
to risk assessment. If you get the risk assessment
wrong — —
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, it is a very simple question in
relation to the staffing. There were 30 staff the day prior
to the grand final public holiday and only 12 staff to
protect the community on the day of the grand final
public holiday.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member opposite raised a matter of relevance in regard
to the minister’s answer. She could not have been more
directly and clearly relevant to the question that was
asked. She was asked very clearly about resource levels
on Grand Final Friday in relation to the Lancefield fire.
Not only was she answering it directly but she was also
referring to sections in the report, which clearly the
member opposite has not bothered himself to read. I
suggest you rule this point of order out of order.
Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, this
was a specific question about staffing on the grand final
public holiday. The minister has now had about a
minute and a half to set context. She now needs to turn
to answering the specifics of the question that was
asked.
Honourable members interjecting.

Tuesday, 24 November 2015

Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
member for Gembrook may struggle with complex
answers to simple questions — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The point of order?
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, what the
minister is providing is a detailed — —
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will allow the Attorney-General to make his
point of order in silence.
Mr Pakula — That would be nice. Thank you,
Speaker. The Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water is providing to the member for
Gembrook a detailed and complex response around
staffing levels on the day that goes directly to the
question that he asked, and it is not simply about what
day of the week it might be.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.
Ms NEVILLE — What is clear from the report is
that the risk assessment was incorrect — no question
about that. They underestimated the risk, and that went
to the question of resources — that is, staff who were
available. But let us review: this planned burn
commenced on Wednesday, 30 September. It initially
broke containment lines on the Saturday — not Grand
Final Friday; the Saturday afternoon — and it broke
containment lines and burnt about an extra 70 hectares.
It then was contained by the Sunday morning. It then
broke containment lines on the Tuesday, and at that
point additional resources were put in.
There is no question that the whole burn was
under-resourced, which is what the report says, and it
was under-resourced because of the fact that they got
the risk assessment incorrect. That is what the report is
very clear about. It is not about Grand Final Friday at
all. The risk was low on Grand final Friday. As the
chief fire officer said last week about our staff, on the
release of this report;
We make decisions about resourcing based on risk. Our staff
work 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, public holidays,
weekends, when it is required.

Unfortunately the risk assessment was incorrect, and
we have accepted the recommendations. The changes
we are making are about fixing that.
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Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I ask the minister:
given that the independent report has revealed there
was an officer in charge present on Wednesday and
Thursday but no officer in charge on grand final parade
public holiday, will she now apologise for misleading
this Parliament and the community?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I appreciate that the member had
pre-prepared that supplementary question, as it
obviously did not take account of my answer. The
report is absolutely clear here. Appropriately, when the
fire was lit there was a burn officer in charge — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, in
relation to relevance, and the relevance is in relation to
the officer in charge on grand final day. It is vital that it
is noted there was an officer in charge on the
Wednesday and on the Thursday. The question we are
asking is in relation to the Friday. The Premier is more
interested in calling me a dill across the table, and that
is fine. However, it is an important point for Lancefield
residents, and rather than being abusive, sitting — —
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — The normal practice, as I
understand from the chief fire officer, is that a burn
officer in charge is there absolutely at the ignition.
Because of the initial risk, they were there for two days.
They assessed that the fire was not high risk —
incorrectly, as the report has shown. There was no burn
officer in charge on the Friday. That is actually not
unusual.
Mr Battin — On a point of order, Speaker, an
answer must be factual when you are putting it to the
house. In the answer in relation to the officer in charge
being there the minister stated that it was not likely. The
report said it was very likely that this would jump
containment lines, and still they ignored that advice.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member knows well
that is not a point of order and it should not be an
opportunity to repeat the question. There is no point of
order. The minister to continue and to conclude her
answer in the next 16 seconds.
Ms NEVILLE — The report says they
underestimated the risk, that led to decisions about
resourcing that were incorrect. As the chief fire officer
has said time and time again, our staff work seven days
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a week, on public holidays and on Christmas Day if
required. They are there to support our community.

Ministers statements: public transport
initiatives
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to provide new information to the house
on yet another initiative — another step in how the
Andrews Labor government is building up Victoria’s
public transport system and how it is getting on with
delivering the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel project. Just
this morning the Premier and I released details of the
expression of interest that will go out tomorrow on a
critical early works package that will see the relocation
or protection of around 150 utilities across the
alignment of the project — and this is critical. These are
absolutely crucial works worth hundreds of millions of
dollars and expected to create around 100 jobs.
They are crucial early works that can be started in 2017
and completed in 2018, so when we want to start major
construction on the twin 9-kilometre tunnels and the
five station boxes, we can hit the ground running,
because we do not have a moment to lose. We do not
have a moment to lose because just as those opposite
are chattering amongst themselves, they ignored this
project for four long years. They left it sitting on the
shelf and abandoned this project. They left it
languishing when we know Infrastructure Australia told
them, so many people around the state and country told
them, that this is the no. 1 infrastructure project for this
state. The Andrews Labor government is starting it and
intends to deliver it, because it will unclog our transport
system.
I also want to touch on the announcement made
yesterday that we are placing an order for 20 new
E-class trams. Speaker, you might ask: how many
trams were ordered in the period 2011 to 2014? If your
answer was none, you would be absolutely correct.
Those opposite did not order one single tram for
Victoria’s tram network.
Honourable members interjecting.

Lancefield bushfire
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.
I refer to the independent report into the Lancefield
controlled burn which discloses that a request by an
experienced officer in charge to undertake low-level
preliminary burning prior to the main burn to reduce the
chance of the fire escaping during that main burn was
rejected, and that an experienced officer in charge
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expressed concern about the burn being undertaken
without additional resources. Why did the minister
ignore these dire warnings by experienced fire officers
and allow this fire to proceed?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I would be really pleased to
offer the member a briefing in relation to how planned
burn sign-offs occur. We do around 600 to 900 planned
burns a year. In fact the report shows that we need to
strengthen the process of the decision-making. With the
increase in the planned burn hectare target, it was never
done at the same time, so we are putting in place a
clearer system of accountability, of risk assessment, of
peer review to make sure that one person cannot sign
off a planned burn from start to finish. Unfortunately
that is what occurred in this particular case. I am not
blaming anyone, but there was a failure of systems — a
systemic failure of systems — in this particular case.
It is an interesting question about resources, because
members of the Lancefield community, which I have
visited a number of times, have said to me they want to
see more resources out in local communities. I can tell
you, Speaker, in the last government 900 staff were
sacked in the environment department — 900 staff! So
if you want to talk about under-resourcing, if you want
to talk about resourcing — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, there was a very clear question about
why the minister ignored advice from senior fire
officers, not the issues she is now debating.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
question went to the issue of resources for this
particular planned burn that was undertaken. The
minister was once again — as she has done in previous
answers — providing comprehensive and detailed
information to the house. The member opposite would
be best served apologising for sacking 900 staff in the
area rather than taking this point of order.
Ms Ward interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Eltham
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Eltham
will withdraw from the house for the period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Eltham withdrew from
chamber.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Lancefield bushfire
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr Battin — On the point of order, Speaker, to
support the point of order in relation to staffing and the
comments about previous staffing levels, this
government has been in power for 12 months now, with
no plan to re-employ staff. Why would you light
the — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook will resume his seat.
Mr Battin interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook! The minister will come back to answering
the question.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — That is why in the last budget,
we put in an additional $25 million on top of the
$100 million a year in order to enhance the staffing and
resources for planned burning. I have been clear all
along, as this report is. There were significant mistakes
made by the team about risk assessment on the day.
That led to poor decisions about resourcing and
whether this fire should have been lit.
As I was asked last week by the media, should this fire
have been lit? I am not a fire expert, but my reading of
this report shows that it should not have been lit. It
should not have been lit; there were substantial
mistakes made, systemic mistakes made. We are
getting on with the job of putting in place the reforms
that are necessary to ensure that this very critical tool in
reducing bushfire risk is as safe as it can be for our
communities.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Due to risk
assessments, the prior government cancelled planned
burns in the past, with the minister. Given the minister
has the power to veto any controlled burn across
Victoria, can the minister inform the house how dire
circumstances must be and how many warnings must
be received before she exercises her responsibility?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I will offer a really intensive
briefing with the chief fire officer for the member,
because these are decisions rightly being made by
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people who are experts on these decisions. There is a
lot of pressure — should we cancel the planned burn
because there is smoke, which affects wineries, for
example? I am not sure that anyone wants the
environment minister making decisions about
community safety without the advice of the chief fire
officer and the fire officers on the ground.

real investment and real jobs growth. This government
has done 13 projects in less than one year, which is
more than that government ever did in more than four
years of being in government. After four years of
inaction, this government is getting on with it.

What we have said is that we need clearer
accountabilities, and that is why we are making the
chief fire officer position, which has never had this
power, to have the power in relation to each and every
planned burn.

Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My question is to the
Minister for Mental Health. The federal government
ceased funding for the national perinatal depression
initiative from July 2015. Mothers in my electorate will
no longer be able to access the local perinatal emotional
health program after 31 December because I understand
the state government’s support will also end. This
program provided for the early detection and prevention
of postnatal and antenatal depression, providing
mothers with better and easier access to support and
counselling.

Ministers statements: Victorian Industry
Participation Policy
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Minister for Industry) — I am
pleased to provide information to the house about this
government’s achievements in regard to the Victorian
Industry Participation Policy (VIPP). I will table the
VIPP annual report later today. The annual report
shows that the coalition government during its term,
between July and December 2014, declared not one
strategic project to be built using government funds —
not one. In contrast, between December 2014 and June
this year the Andrews Labor government declared six
strategic projects setting strong local government
requirements.
The annual report shows that our local content policy
generated around $1.1 billion in new industry orders,
creating 1000 new jobs and 197 new local
apprenticeships. The report clearly shows that the
Andrews Labor government is revitalising Victoria’s
economy through industry participation policy, creating
new jobs and a more vibrant economy.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister should not
refer to that report in detail, nor should she, as the
minister may be aware, table that report in the way in
which she put it. There are other procedures, and I am
happy to work with the minister. The minister shall
refer to generic and general comments in relation to the
report. The report will not be tabled.
Ms D’AMBROSIO — Since being elected this
government has declared 13 strategic projects under the
Victorian Industry Participation Policy — 13 strategic
projects setting strong local government targets,
including 15 new schools, the upgrade of Latrobe
Regional Hospital, the CityLink-Tullamarine Freeway
widening project, and the list goes on. Our record is in
stark contrast to that of those opposite, who failed in a
timely fashion to declare when they were in
government strategic projects that actually delivered

Perinatal emotional health program

Will the minister confirm that the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to the perinatal emotional
health program at Goulburn Valley Health will
continue beyond December 2015, and will it continue
to fund at a minimum its current contribution to that
important initiative?
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) — I thank
the honourable member for Shepparton for her
question. I am sure I join all members of the house in
stating what is clearly a fact: when it comes to mental
health and wellbeing there is no more important early
intervention than that of perinatal mental health services
right across our state. So it was with some distress that
we learnt in the week before the end of the last financial
year that the federal government wrote to all
jurisdictions unilaterally cancelling the long-term —
since 2009 — national perinatal mental health
partnership, which impacted not just on the honourable
member for Shepparton’s electorate but all electorates
right across our community.
On a number of occasions we have raised with the
federal government the need to reinstate that program.
That is why we wrote to every perinatal mental health
service across the state recommitting our support for
that service and recommitting our support to continue
to fund that program, a commitment that stands today.
Since that time the federal government has, sadly,
continued to restate its position that it does not see
support for that program. However, since the change of
Prime Minister, the federal Minister for Health has
made it clear that she will, in the very near future —
before the end of the year — be putting a mental health
policy into the public realm. I use this occasion to call
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on the federal Minister for Health to use that
opportunity to reinstate the commonwealth’s
commitment to support perinatal mental health services
not just in Victoria but right across Australia — not just
in Shepparton but in every community right across this
state.

investments underway right now in regional Victoria. I
have to concede, as the honourable member knows, that
that is not in the Shepparton area. However, I am more
than committed to working with the honourable
member to make sure that the work she is leading
has — —

Since the arrangements the honourable member
referred to occurred, we have seen cuts to not just the
emotional health program but also payments withdrawn
from the PANDA telephone counselling service, a 24/7
support service for vulnerable mothers right across the
nation. Support has been withdrawn there. We have
seen withdrawals of support for early parenting centres,
and we have seen withdrawals of funding from health
networks for health training registrar positions. In all of
these areas the frontline delivery of services counts
most when women and newborn children are at their
most vulnerable in community situations involving
mental health.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat.

Our position continues to be that if the commonwealth
government returns to the table to reinstate the 2009
long-term national partnership on mental health,
particularly perinatal mental health, this government’s
commitment is in the current budget to be supported,
and that commitment stands.
Supplementary question
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — Medical professionals
and the Shepparton district community have for years
been lobbying for the establishment of a mother-baby
unit in our region to support families of newborns. It
has been ignored by successive governments. Given
that the Andrews Labor government now supports this
concept of an emotional health program, will it support
the establishment of a mother-baby unit in our region
such as exists in Melbourne and other regions to ensure
that services of this kind are continued?
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) — I thank
the honourable member for her supplementary
question. As the honourable member knows through
her own leadership of the Goulburn Valley Health
Community Advisory Group, the work that is being
done in planning the range of services not just in
perinatal mental health and community mental health
but right across the board is very important. It is very
important because, as I released last week, we have
seen the implications of the botched re-commission of
community mental health that the former government
delivered in 2014 create all sorts of problems.
In terms of how mother-baby units are developed and
supported right across the state, there are a number of

Ministers statements: sentencing reform
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I rise to
inform the house that today I have written to Emeritus
Professor Arie Freiberg, the chair of the Sentencing
Advisory Council, asking the council to provide swift
advice to government about the most effective way for
Parliament to provide sentencing guidance to the courts
for serious offences.
Last week the Court of Appeal dispatched the Napthine
government’s baseline sentencing scheme, described it
as ‘incapable of practical operation’ and remarked that
it had an incurable defect. We have seen the member
for Hawthorn — who is not here — indulging in faux
exasperation, but he has had nothing on the tantrum
thrown by the member for Box Hill, who in a frenzy of
attempted legacy protection has cast blame in every
direction, but if the member for Box Hill is looking for
someone to blame, he need look no further than
the — —
Mr Hodgett — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 7, which asks ministers
to provide an update on new government initiatives,
programs and achievements, not to attack members of
the opposition. I ask you to bring the minister back to
his statement.
Mr PAKULA — On the point of order, Speaker, I
am providing information to the house about a
reference I have given to the Sentencing Advisory
Council and reflecting on the fact that the former
member has put out a blog attacking the Court of
Appeal.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come back to making a minister’s statement.
Mr PAKULA — I simply make the point that in the
design of this scheme, the former government ignored
all the advice it was given, including the advice of the
chief Crown prosecutor, who described baseline
sentencing as the worst legislation ever seen in the
statute books of this state.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Attorney-General
will come back to making a minister’s statement now.
Mr PAKULA — Happy to do so, Speaker. I simply
make the point that the Andrews government will now
have to clean up this mess. The Sentencing Advisory
Council will advise the government on the best
legislative scheme, the offences that should be included
in it and the penalties that ought to apply. We will get
the best advice. We will receive it by April next year,
and unlike those opposite, we will pay some attention
to it.

Water policy
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. I refer the minister to the Premier’s latest
thought bubble, this time to build the south–north
pipeline. Will the minister now make public the
engineering advice she has received and the estimate
cost of reversing the north–south pipeline.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for his
question, and I know he has been shopping this around
to the media today. Basically I think the previous
Minister for Water’s view of water was that if it rained
in your community, good luck to you, and you had a bit
of water; if it was dry anywhere else, well, too bad.
That is why the Premier, the Minister for Agriculture
and I spent two days out in some of our communities
that are feeling it the hardest in terms of drought, just as
I have been doing over the last few months, including
up in the north, including along the Murray and
including in the west and central Victoria.
As part of that discussion with communities, what we
are looking at is how do we enhance — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the minister has now had
three-quarters of a minute to set the context, and I ask
you to bring her back to answering the question about
what engineering advice she has had and what the cost
will be of reversing the north–south pipeline.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will come
back to answering the question.
Ms NEVILLE — The member talked about the
north–south pipeline, a pipeline that he disliked all the
time he was in government, but what he
misunderstands always is the issue of what the water
grid is. The water grid is made up of infrastructure, it is
made up of water rules and it is about paper trades as
much as anything, which is why last week, as part of
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the drought tour, we announced that Melbourne
retailers would retain their share and their entitlements
of water in the north to support our northern
communities — communities along the Murray in the
Shepparton region. That is about how we best utilise
our water grid. That is exactly what we are doing; how
do we best do that?
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, I restate
my previous point of order. The minister has obviously
ignored your advice, and I ask you to bring her back to
actually answering the specific question about
engineering advice and the cost to reverse the
north–south pipeline.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, as you
are aware, there is a long-established practice that
preamble and introductory comments form part of the
answer. In his introductory comments to the question
the former failed water minister referred to the Premier
and he also referred to the north–south pipeline, which
quite rightly the minister is responding to as part of
explaining how it supports the water grid. The failed
former minister might not like the answer, but he has no
standing under the standing orders, and his point of
order should be ruled out of order.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to
come back to answering the question.
Ms NEVILLE — We are out talking to
communities about the water grid and what we need to
do to enhance water security in our communities,
whether it is in the north, whether it is in the west or
whether it is in central Victoria. Are things off the
table? No, because we want to consider those things.
We want to consider all options, whether it is extending
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline or whether it is looking
at options for the Macalister irrigation system, for
which we announced $20 million last week.
Unlike those opposite, who do not believe in business
cases, who like to announce any amount of dollars, we
are going through a process with the Victorian
community, assessing costs and cost benefit, to see how
we can best deliver water security for as many
communities in Victoria as possible.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I again refer the
minister to the comments of the Premier about
reversing the north–south pipeline and substituting
desalination water into the Melbourne system. If the
minister will not make public the engineering advice,
will she now tell Victorians who will pay $5000 per
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megalitre that the desalination water costs — struggling
irrigators or Melbourne families?

not responded to either of those questions, and I ask
you to apply sessional order 11(2).

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — The honourable member knows
what it costs Victorian communities, because he saw
millions of dollars of Victorian taxpayers money lost
through the Office of Living Victoria, with nothing
delivered.

Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I ask
that you reject the point of order made by the member
opposite, who is now using the sessional orders that he
initially opposed. The question that was put by the
failed former water minister went to issues around the
north–south pipeline, it went to issues around
desalination and substitution, and it went to water
available for metropolitan Melbourne. The minister in
her answer addressed all of these issues. To go further,
the Leader of The Nationals made a claim that had no
basis in terms of an alleged cost for the movement of
water around the water grid. The minister has
comprehensively, as she has done all day, answered
these questions, and I ask that you rule the point of
order out of order.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
in silence.
Ms NEVILLE — Those opposite opposed every
single centimetre of every single water pipe that we put
in the ground when we were last in government, and
they are doing it again. They are not committed
to — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, it was a very simple question: who is
going to pay $5000 per megalitre? Is it struggling
irrigators or is it Melbourne families?
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will
respond.
Ms NEVILLE — If it were not for our investment,
there would be no water in Bendigo and there would be
no water in communities like Horsham and Ararat.
Those opposite opposed that investment every step of
the way. We are committed to looking at all options for
the infrastructure that Victorians have invested in to get
the best outcome for drought communities, and that is
what we are doing.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Has the minister
concluded?
Ms NEVILLE — Yes.
The SPEAKER — The minister has concluded her
answer.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), which
empowers you to determine that an answer to a
question was not responsive to the question. I submit
that neither of the answers to the substantive and the
supplementary questions were responsive. The
substantive question related to making public
engineering advice and estimated costs, and the
supplementary question related to the $5000 megalitre
cost and who was to bear it. I submit the minister has

Mr Guy — On the point of order, Speaker, in
supporting the point of order of the manager of
opposition business can I just, for your information,
restate to you clearly that the question was around who
is going to pay the $5000 per megalitre of desalination
water costs. The minister never, ever, in her response to
the supplementary question referred to any part of that
question put, and I respectfully it put to you that, given
the minister never referred to any part of that question
put, therefore the point of order raised by the manager
of opposition business should be upheld.
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, both
the question raised by the Leader of The Nationals and
the points of order that have been raised subsequently
are based on a false premise, which the minister has
exposed — the premise being that somehow a decision
has been made to send desalinated water north of the
Divide. The minister made it very clear in her answer
that no such decision has been made, that business
cases are being assessed and that a decision will be
made based on the best information.
For the member for Box Hill to now claim that the
minister has been unresponsive, when she has made all
of that perfectly clear, is an absolute nonsense. She has
answered the question based on what information she
can provide, which is that the premise of the question is
clearly false and that business cases are being carried
out. She can do no more than that.
Mr Walsh — On the point of order, Speaker, to
support the point put forward by the manager of
opposition business, if sessional order 11(2) is to mean
something to this house, it needs to be — —
Ms Allan — You opposed it. You can’t love it now!
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Mr Walsh — They are the rules. If sessional
order 11(2) is to mean anything, the communities of
northern Victoria deserve a straight answer from the
minister. She has not provided an answer to either the
substantive or the supplementary question, and I urge
you to uphold the point of order raised by the manager
of opposition business.

who has travelled from overseas or one from
interstate — for example, Tasmania. These dodgy
operators are very good at what they do, and they take
your money right from under your nose. There is
nothing that can spoil a party more than a con man or a
scam artist. These shysters are hard to catch, and that is
why we are calling on all people to be vigilant.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair is happy to
review the supplementary question and answer. The
Chair will report back at a later time.

We have a campaign, we have a website, we have
information translated into other languages; I encourage
everyone to look at it.

Ministers statements: travelling con men

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS

Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I rise to inform the
house of a new campaign that Consumer Affairs
Victoria is running, which is targeted at travelling con
men. I would hope that those opposite would take great
interest in this ministers statement, as they have shown
a complete lack of interest in roads, public transport,
local jobs and indeed timely and forensic analysis of
information, because if they had, they would have
popped up to Lancefield last week and seen that the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water’s
press conference is probably still going — she
answered every conceivable question under the sun! It
was a marathon — but I digress.

Bayswater electorate

For those opposite, who served up another nonsense
question time, I would urge them next time to ensure
that they look at the work that the minister is
doing — —
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister has now been speaking for more than
50 seconds, but she has still not come to inform the
house, in accordance with sessional order 7, about new
government initiatives, projects or achievements. I ask
you to bring her back to compliance with sessional
order 7.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the minister to now
come back to making a statement.
Ms GARRETT — And so I do. I inform the house
of a new campaign that Consumer Affairs Victoria is
running, which is targeted at travelling con men. As we
head into the summer season it is very important that
we understand this is a great time of year to be festive
and relaxed, but it also brings dangers from scam
artists. Just like flies at a beach barbecue, they swarm
when people have let their guard down. They are more
than a pest; they can bring real heartache.
We know that while we like to enjoy summer, so do
these con men. They like to travel, be they a scam artist

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — (Question 6494)
My constituency matter is for the Minister for Public
Transport. Dozens of constituents have contacted my
office over the past several weeks to discuss the level
crossing removal in Bayswater. A so-called
‘community session’ last week was about telling us
what is happening, not asking for input. Like all the
other locals, I received a flyer several months ago
saying that consultation was to take place, but none of
us knows a single local who was consulted — private
citizen or business owner. Quite frankly, the session
was a waste of time.
There were no workable solutions around the loss of car
parking — at least 45 spaces from the station and
15 from the busy Mountain Highway shopping strip. So
my question is: can the minister advise how much it
will cost a future government to reinstate the existing
two extra lanes on Mountain Highway, as traffic will
increase in the area after her plan reduces our highway
from six lanes to four, including the cost to businesses
from the loss of car spaces and loss of access? We want
the crossings gone, but we do not want parking chaos
and additional traffic congestion. I say to the minister
that this is not a satisfactory outcome, and I ask for her
urgent intervention to rectify this mess.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 6495) My question is for the Minister for
Public Transport. The question I have for the minister
is: can she provide me with an update on the proposed
changes to the tram network and in particular the
proposed changes to routes 55, 1 and 6?
Already in almost one year we have seen many more
improvements in public transport than we did in the
four years under the previous government. In the
district of Pascoe Vale in particular we are very excited
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that the metro rail project should improve services on
the Upfield line and that the Glenroy and Coburg
crossings will be removed. In particular, we are very
excited that we have recently announced a new bus
service, which will extend bus services between Coburg
and Pascoe Vale stations.
Many of my constituents also use the tram services, and
I ask the minister for an update on the consultation
sessions that are occurring in relation to the future of
tram services. In particular customers were asked to
have their say on changes designed to avoid
overcrowding as well as to move major — —
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however, it also focuses on family, multicultural and
financial counselling issues.
Last week the Moonee Valley Legal Service celebrated
its 30th anniversary with a function at the old Moonee
Ponds courthouse. It was a wonderful evening of
reminiscence and celebrations. The services manager is
Lauren Hills, who has performed a great role in
advocating on behalf of the service and her clients. I
therefore ask the Attorney-General to visit the Moonee
Valley Legal Service and meet with Lauren and her
team.

Narracan electorate
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Lowan electorate
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — (Question 6496) I direct
my constituency question to the Minister for
Agriculture. I have been speaking to many food
producers across the Lowan electorate regarding the
impact of the poor season on their business. Low soil
moisture compounded by low rainfall and recent early
high temperatures have resulted in poor yield crops
producing low-grade grains, pulses and legumes. As a
result many food producers are unlikely to cover the
expenses of this year’s crops.
It is not only the food producers that are impacted in a
poor season. Agriculture is the backbone of our
economy in rural communities, so when the agricultural
sector is struggling, so too are local small businesses.
Many of my constituents have expressed extreme
disappointment that the recently announced drought
package does not include shire and water rate relief for
our food producers and small businesses. I therefore ask
the minister to explain to small businesses and food
producers in western Victoria why the government has
not provided rate relief as part of the drought support
package.

Essendon electorate
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — (Question 6497) My
constituency question is to the Attorney-General. The
Moonee Valley Legal Service plays a wonderful role in
our community by providing support to many residents
who would otherwise be unable to afford legal
representation. The centre is an independent,
community-managed, non-profit organisation run by a
board of management and provides free legal advice
and casework to residents living in the City of Moonee
Valley. The centre provides a generalist service;

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — (Question 6498)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Regional Development and is in regard to a press
release issued last week headed ‘Putting government
back to work for Gippsland’. Constituents in my
electorate of Narracan are seeking details of the
$34 million announced in the release for a regional
skills and training package and the $25 million for
upgrading ‘first and last kilometre’ routes in regional
Victoria. This same release was issued to every regional
area, including Gippsland, Barwon, Great South Coast,
Mallee, Ovens Murray, Wimmera South, Loddon
Campaspe and Central Highlands, with exactly the
same funding amounts.
Can the minister detail if she is deliberately misleading
the regions by suggesting they will each receive
$34 million and $25 million for each program
respectively or if those amounts are to be shared across
all regions to which the release was issued?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 6499) My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety and concerns the intersection of
Pound and Shrives roads in Hampton Park. I ask the
minister to provide an update on works to upgrade this
notoriously dangerous intersection — an intersection
that the previous government refused to upgrade despite
the regular accidents and lengthy delays local residents
were forced to endure. Instead it is the Andrews Labor
government which has provided $5.2 million to fix this
intersection, an announcement it made within its first
100 days in office. Local residents were thrilled by this
announcement and now regularly contact my office
requesting updates on this important project. Many took
part in my community-led campaign to have this
intersection upgraded, and I ask the minister to provide
them with an update on this very important project.
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Ringwood electorate
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — (Question 6500) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
The minister visited Norwood Secondary College
where he met with principal Andrew Sloane, school
council president Cathie Wright and me on behalf of
the school community and my constituents. We raised
the concern that the school had recently already gone
through the probity process of selecting an architect to
undertake the school’s master plan and that the
education department was insistent that the school go
through that process again. The minister agreed at the
time that he would look into this, because it did indeed
seem excessive to duplicate this activity in such a short
time. Since the visit, the education department has gone
to invitation to tender, taking the school and all
involved through the same process that they have
already been through recently — a waste of both time
and money.
Will the minister now intervene promptly to ensure that
Norwood Secondary College can use its already
selected architect and get on with the job of the master
plan so that the time wasting stops and no more money
is wasted?

Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 6501) My
question is also to the Minister for Education. The
minister is aware that the town of Beveridge is growing
rapidly. Within a decade Beveridge and its neighbour
town Wallan are expected to grow to more than
35 000 residents — or bigger than Mildura. Beveridge
Primary School is well over capacity, and planning is
needed for greater student growth. Shamefully, on the
Liberal Party’s watch the $850 000 school upgrade
funded by Labor in 2010 was cancelled despite the
enrolment growth.
Can the minister advise what the department’s plan is to
cater for future growth in student numbers in Beveridge
and advise what future land can be purchased to secure
a new and improved site for Beveridge Primary
School?

Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 6502) My
question is to the Premier. The Premier promised to
create 100 000 new full-time jobs in two years. He
further promised to specifically create 440 local jobs in
Stawell. Yet one year into his term not a single job has
been created in Stawell from his failing Back to Work
scheme and the north-west employment region,
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including Stawell, has lost 16 200 full-time jobs
according to the Australian Bureau of Statistics. I ask:
why has the Premier cruelly broken his promise to the
people of Stawell and failed utterly to create jobs in
Stawell?

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 6503) My
constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. Can the
minister provide an update on the Labor government’s
commitment to create an independent advisory
committee to look at how best to protect Kananook
Creek in my electorate of Carrum? As the minister
knows, the future of Kananook Creek was under threat
by inappropriate development under the former
government. That is why we made a strong
commitment to create an independent committee that
will consult with the community and provide advice on
how to protect the environmental and community value
of this beautiful creek and wonderful community asset.
I know the local community is very keen to hear about
the progress of the Kananook Creek independent
committee and I ask the minister to provide an update
for them.
Mr Katos — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
with regard to constituency questions, I have raised this
point of order before. Again, today we have members
who are not asking questions. The member for Pascoe
Vale asked the Minister for Public Transport for an
update with regard to public transport; the member for
Essendon asked the Attorney-General to visit a
community legal service; the member for Narre Warren
South asked the Minister for Roads and Road Safety for
an update on the progress of an intersection upgrade;
and the member for Carrum asked the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water to provide an
update on the progress of an advisory committee being
formed. That is not the purpose of constituency
questions. The purpose is for members to ask questions
of ministers in the same manner in which questions
without notice are asked. I ask you, Deputy Speaker, to
review these constituency questions.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the
point of order. I will be having some discussions with
the Speaker over the next couple of days about
constituency questions and this matter will be part of
those discussions.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN INSTITUTE OF TEACHING) BILL 2015
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EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN INSTITUTE
OF TEACHING) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to provide power
for the Victorian Institute of Teaching to suspend the
registration of a registered teacher if there is an unacceptable
risk of harm to children, to change the membership
requirements of the council of the Victorian Institute of
Teaching and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the minister to
provide a brief explanation of the bill additional to the
long title.
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — There
are two main changes to the act proposed in this bill.
One is to deliver on the government’s election
commitment to return representation to the make-up of
the board of the Victorian Institute of Teaching. The
second major change is, as I have outlined, to provide
the Victorian Institute of Teaching with the power to
suspend the registration of a teacher if there is an
unacceptable risk of harm to children.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

BAIL AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend the Bail
Act 1977 in relation to terrorism-related offences, serious
offences, failure to answer bail and children, to amend the
Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 in relation to the
commencement of criminal proceedings against children and
youth offending information, to make consequential
amendments to certain acts and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the
Attorney-General to provide a brief explanation of the
bill additional to the long title.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I thank the
member for Box Hill for raising that matter. This bill
will modernise the Bail Act 1977 and bring it up to date
in regard to those matters that confront the Victorian
community in this day and age. It will amend the Bail
Act as it relates to those charged with terrorism-related
offences under Victorian law, as it relates to those who
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have previously absconded while on bail and as it
relates to children.
Read first time.
Motion agreed to.

ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) introduced a
bill for an act to amend the Assisted Reproductive
Treatment Act 2008 to enable persons born as the
result of the use of gametes donated before
1 January 1998 to obtain information about donors
without consent, to provide for the lodgement of
contact preferences, to further provide for the
keeping of the central register and the voluntary
register, to make consequential amendments to the
Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1996
and for other purposes.
Read first time.

CONSUMER ACTS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to amend various
consumer acts, the Property Law Act 1958 and the State
Trustees (State Owned Company) Act 1994 and for other
purposes.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I ask the minister for a
brief explanation of the bill.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) — The bill makes a
number of technical amendments to these acts.
Read first time.
Motion agreed to.

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING NATIONAL LAW REPEAL BILL 2015
Tuesday, 24 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING NATIONAL
LAW REPEAL BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That I have leave to bring in a bill for an act to repeal the
Occupational Licensing National Law Act 2010 and for other
purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask the Treasurer to
provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — The bill will give
effect in Victoria to a decision of the Council of
Australian Governments with regard to no longer
proceeding with a national occupational licensing
system. It also seeks to disestablish the National
Occupational Licensing Authority.
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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) (38 signatures).

Special religious instruction

Motion agreed to.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

Read first time.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Sanctuary Lakes
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents and lot owners of Sanctuary
Lakes draws to the attention of the house the desire of
residents and lot owners to have Sanctuary Lakes recognised
as a suburb within the City of Wyndham.
Sanctuary Lakes has been an identified locality for 20 years
as it has seen the development of various housing estates, a
shopping centre bearing the Sanctuary Lakes name together
with many of the shops and the post office within the centre
also using the Sanctuary Lakes name, the Sanctuary Lakes
Hotel and the Sanctuary Lakes golf links of championship
standard. Within the proposed boundaries, the current
population of around 9500 will grow to over 11 000 within
two to three years.
The rapid growth of new housing developments within the
City of Wyndham is well known. There is an increasing
requirement for localities such as Sanctuary Lakes to be better
identified, to develop and preserve their community identity
rather than be merged as part of mega suburbs.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria supports the recognition of Sanctuary
Lakes as a suburb.

By Ms HENNESSY (Altona) (2307 signatures).

The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the support in our community for the role of special
religious instruction in government schools, despite changes
in recent years in relation to requirements for parents to
actively opt-in and for schools to demonstrate sufficient
demand and resourcing.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria take note of this support and affirm the
commitment by all parties and members to ensuring that
special religious instruction remains part of our school system
under the current arrangements of 30 minutes per week
during normal class time.

By Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South)
(17 signatures).

Special religious instruction
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of residents in the Lowan electorate draws to the
attention of the house that the government has scrapped
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 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 ensures that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (424 signatures).
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By Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South)
(515 signatures).

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of St Luke’s UCA, Highton, residents in the
South Barwon electorate, draws to the attention of the house
that the government is to scrap 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.

Leongatha South landfill site
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria draws to the attention of
the house the proposed development of a quarry in Leongatha
South as a landfill for waste from south-east Melbourne,
which could irreversibly contaminate the water catchment,
compromise agricultural production and cause an unjust
impact on the people of South Gippsland.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria calls on the state government to protect
South Gippsland from becoming a landfill for south-east
Melbourne: dump the dump!

By Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South)
(849 signatures).

By Mr KATOS (South Barwon) (197 signatures).
Tabled.

State Emergency Service Emerald unit
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the desperate need for a new unit
for the Emerald State Emergency Service. The Emerald SES
is one of Victoria’s busiest units, as the principal responder
for road rescue, storm and flood incidents in the fast-growing
Cardinia shire municipality. The current facilities at the unit
are outdated and restrict opportunities to train and attract
more volunteers and provide improved emergency service
response to the community.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria urges the state government to provide
funds for a new unit for the Emerald SES station to help
protect the local community.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for South Barwon be considered next day
on motion of Mr KATOS (South Barwon).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next day on
motion of Ms KEALY (Lowan).
Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Gippsland South be considered next
day on motion of Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland
South).

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

By Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (974 signatures).

Alert Digest No. 15
Leongatha South landfill site
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of Victoria, primarily residents of
South Gippsland, draws to the attention of the house the
proposed development of a quarry at Whitelaws Track,
Leongatha South, by Veolia as a landfill for the disposal of
commercial, industrial and domestic putrescible waste from
primarily south-east Melbourne and the Mornington
Peninsula, which could irreversibly contaminate the
surrounding water catchment, compromise agricultural
production and the local economy, as well as cause a
disproportionate and unjust impact on the people of South
Gippsland.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria protect Leongatha South from
becoming a landfill for south-east Melbourne by removing
the Whitelaws Track site from the list of potential sites
pursuant to the Statewide Waste and Resource Recovery
Infrastructure Plan.

Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 15 of 2015 on:
Aboriginal Heritage Amendment Bill 2015
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill 2015
Kardinia Park Stadium Bill 2015
Public Health and Wellbeing Amendment (Safe
Access Zones) Bill 2015
Terrorism (Community Protection) Amendment
Bill 2015
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.
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DOCUMENTS

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the House dated 24 February 2015:

Auditor-General — Report on the Annual Financial Report of
the State of Victoria, 2014–15 — Ordered to be published.

Firearms Amendment (Trafficking and Other Measures) Act
2015 — Whole Act — 1 December 2015 (Gazette S349,
18 November 2015)

Tabled by Clerk:

Financial Management Act 1994 — 2015–16 Quarterly
Financial Report for the State of Victoria for the period ended
30 September 2015
National Health Funding Pool — Report 2014–15
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Banyule — C73
Campaspe — GC35

Local Government Amendment (Improved Governance) Act
2015 — Part 1 and ss 6, 7, 9, 11, 64, 65, 77, 90 and 91 —
18 November 2015 (Gazette S349, 18 November 2015).

ADOPTION AMENDMENT (ADOPTION BY
SAME-SEX COUPLES) BILL 2015
Council’s amendment

Gannawarra — C30, GC35

Returned from Council with message relating to
amendment.

Glen Eira — C141, C142

Ordered to be considered next day.

Greater Bendigo — GC35
Greater Shepparton — GC35
Horsham — C63

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 18 November
to:

Loddon — GC35
Melbourne — C266
Moira — GC35
Moorabool — C65
Moreland — C71
Port Phillip — C97
South Gippsland — C105

Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Aboriginal Principal Officers) Bill 2015
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Amendment (Police Custody
Officers) Bill 2015
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Amendment
Bill 2015
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Amendment
(Saving Energy, Growing Jobs) Bill 2015
Wrongs Amendment Bill 2015.

Stonnington — C177
Strathbogie — C32
Surf Coast — C109
Swan Hill — GC35
Whitehorse — C130, C174
Yarra — C133

APPROPRIATION MESSAGES
Messages read recommending appropriations for:
Aboriginal Heritage Amendment Bill 2015
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances
Amendment Bill 2015
Kardinia Park Stadium Bill 2015.

Statutory Rule under the Tobacco Act 1987 — SR 128
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:

LAW REFORM, ROAD AND COMMUNITY
SAFETY COMMITTEE

Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 124,
126, 129, 130, 134
Documents under s 16B in relation to the Transport
(Compliance and Miscellaneous) Act 1983 — Driver
Accreditation Application, Test, Course and Renewal
Requirements
Victorian Industry Participation Policy — Report 2014–15.

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 reporting date for the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee’s inquiry into fuel drive-offs
to no later than 31 March 2016.

Motion agreed to.
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Standing and sessional orders
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
That so much of standing and sessional orders are suspended
on Thursday, 26 November 2015, so as to allow:
(1) the sitting of the house to be suspended at the conclusion
of statements by members;
(2) the Speaker to take the chair at 10.30 a.m., interrupt
business, and the house to proceed in accordance with
paragraphs (3) to (11);
(3) the house to invite Ms Rosie Batty to attend on the floor
of the house at 10.30 a.m.;
(4) Legislative Council members to be admitted onto the
floor of the house at 10.30 a.m. and to remain until the
conclusion of Ms Batty’s address;
(5) the Speaker, Premier and Leader of the Opposition to
each make a welcoming address;
(6) Ms Batty to give an address;
(7) at the conclusion of Ms Batty’s address, and after
Legislative Council members have left the chamber,
Kristy McKellar, Joumanah El Matrah, Muriel
Bamblett, Graham Ashton, Annette Gillespie and
Rodney Vlais to be admitted onto the floor of the house
to each make an address;
(8) at the conclusion of all the addresses in paragraph (7)
and after all guests have left the floor of the house, a
minister to move a motion to take note of the addresses;
(9) the Speaker to interrupt business at the time designated
for the allocation of time under the government business
program;
(10) the Speaker to interrupt business at 5.00 p.m. for the
adjournment under sessional order 3;
(11) questions without notice and constituency questions to
be omitted.

I will make a few short comments on this motion. I
firstly thank all members in the chamber for their
cooperation in allowing this motion to be both moved
by leave and considered immediately. It provides for a
special day of sitting on Thursday, 26 November. The
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence and
Minister for Women will shortly make a contribution
with further detail about what will be happening in the
lead-up to this day and about its intent, but in brief the
motion provides for members of both chambers to hear
from Ms Rosie Batty, this year’s Australian of the Year,
who is well known as a powerful advocate for change
in the area of prevention of family violence.
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Given there are a number of prevention of family
violence activities taking place this week, including
White Ribbon Day, it is an appropriate time for the
house to pause in its deliberations on legislation. We
can still do our normal business — I will come to that
in a motion concerning the government business
program — but we will pause to hear from Rosie Batty
and others who together bring to this issue and debate a
range of different experiences and backgrounds. They
represent different organisations. They will help to
broaden and deepen our understanding of this critical
issue. That will be followed by an opportunity for
members of Parliament to debate these important issues
and put forward their views.
For most of this year the Royal Commission into
Family Violence has been undertaking its important
work, initiated by the government. In 2016, when that
report is received by the Parliament, there will be a
range of quite significant issues to be considered by all
members of Parliament and the broader community.
Some of those issues will challenge us. Some of those
issues will confront us. This is a very complex area of
public policy. It is absolutely vital not only that a light
is shone on this area but that something is done to stem
the rising numbers of family violence incidents we are
seeing reported.
This will be a significant day for the Parliament. This
opportunity is not unique; in my experience in the
Parliament over 16 years there have been similar
occasions where an issue has been of such significance
that we have paused in our legislative duties to broaden
and deepen our knowledge. Anticipating responses
from other members, I understand that this proposition
has support across the chamber. I appreciate that, and I
thank all members for it. I am sure it will be an
important and solemn day, and a critical one, as we
continue to work as a community to address issues
around the prevention of family violence.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — The coalition parties
welcome the fact that the government has accepted our
proposal to broaden the range of speakers from whom
the chamber will hear. We all expect that Ms Rosie
Batty will make a very valuable contribution to the day,
as she has in so many other contexts. Many members
have had the privilege of hearing her speak and express
her very passionate and considered views. During my
time as Attorney-General I had the privilege of meeting
with her quite soon after she had taken up this cause.
She made some very incisive and valuable suggestions
and observations at that time, as I am sure she will do
on Thursday.
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However, it will be very worthwhile to have other
speakers joining Ms Batty in making presentations to
the chamber. Clearly family violence is a multifaceted
challenge. There are many different perspectives and
there is a range of information that can inform the
house and the community. It is therefore welcome that
there will be speakers such as Ms Kristy McKellar, who
has been a passionate campaigner for the rights of
family violence victims; Ms El Matrah; Ms Bamblett;
Chief Commissioner Ashton; Ms Gillespie; and
Mr Vlais, all of whom have great experience in relation
to family violence matters and will bring different
perspectives and further information to the house.
It is important that we make the most of this
opportunity, with the bulk of Thursday being set aside
for it. We do not want this simply to be an occasion on
which there is talk that leads nowhere. We want this to
be an occasion on which the presentations to the house
and the contributions of members reinforce movement
towards better outcomes in preventing family violence
and helping and protecting victims. We want to learn
more about what has been working, what has not been
working and how we can do things better. Hopefully it
will help to focus all of us and the rest of the
community on achieving results that make people’s
lives better. We will be facing a challenge when
discussing these issues on Thursday because of course
the royal commission has not yet reported, and so it is
going to be important that we draw on other available
material and ensure that we make the most of the day
that will be set aside.
It is, however, disappointing to the opposition that the
government has not taken up the other proposal that we
put forward — namely, that the house sit this Friday in
addition to Thursday. Setting aside a day to address
family violence matters means that we should be
allocating a day on Friday to continue with the ordinary
business of government — not only the legislation
before the house but all the other business that this
chamber regularly considers. This chamber is, of
course, where the government needs to be accountable
to the community, where the ministers need to respond
to questions and to issues that are raised and where
ministers should have an opportunity to inform the
community about what they are doing. It should not be
a case of either/or. We should be able to set aside a day
to consider matters of family violence but then provide
also for a full day’s business — the business that would
otherwise have taken place.
Accordingly, I move:
That the following words be added to the motion:
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‘That the house sits for an additional day on Friday,
27 November 2015, with the completion time for the
government business program to be extended
accordingly and the business for that day to be as set out
in sessional order 17(3)’.

The amendment is designed to ensure that while we set
aside Thursday, which as I understand it is a day when
Ms Batty is available and now other speakers are
available, nonetheless we also continue to provide the
full opportunities that would otherwise have been
available for the ordinary and ongoing business of this
house to be conducted; to allow time for examination of
government legislation; to allow for question time and
constituency questions, which of course are important
parts of the business day where the community can
scrutinise what the government is doing and where the
government can be accountable to this house; and, who
knows, maybe the government will at some stage
decide to honour its election commitment for
consideration in detail of legislation. We may even
reach the non-government business items on the
business program. We do believe that while it is
worthwhile to spend a day addressing the very serious
and important issue of family violence, we should also
ensure that there is time for consideration of the other
important matters for which this Parliament convenes.
I conclude where I began by welcoming the fact that
the government has accepted the opposition’s proposal
that we in this chamber hear from a range of speakers
who can each contribute a valuable perspective and
information to the day. We hope that this day is positive
and constructive and points the community to ways that
will lead to better outcomes when it comes to
preventing family violence and to protecting and
supporting victims.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I very much support the motion
brought before the house by the Leader of the House
because it gives a format to the historic event that will
take place during the parliamentary sitting day on
Thursday. We all know that family violence is a
national crisis — in fact a national emergency. So far
this year 78 women have lost their lives as a
consequence of violence, and the community is rightly
looking to our Parliament and to community leaders to
address this crisis that is taking place in our homes.
The cross-party support that this issue is enjoying is
precisely what this issue needs. Issues of concern to
Victorians have in my view been best dealt with when
we have had bipartisan support for them, so I very
much welcomed the discussions we had last week with
the manager of opposition business, and the shadow
Minister for Women and I also met last Friday to talk
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about the format of the day. I welcomed the suggestion
around increasing the number of speakers that we could
have on the Thursday of this sitting week.
This event is all about providing additional perspectives
for members of the house, so that when we go to debate
the take-note motion we can have those perspectives in
mind when we are considering the crisis that is family
violence and what we do to address the harm. Rosie
Batty will be first up, our Australian of the Year, and
she will provide a unique insight. I have heard her
speak at many forums; her presentations are very
powerful. Kristy McKellar is a family violence survivor
and a fierce advocate for reform on behalf of victims.
Joumanah El Matrah is from the Australian Muslim
Women’s Centre for Human Rights, and she will talk
about the impact of family violence on our culturally
and linguistically diverse communities in particular and
the way in which our system’s response is not as
sophisticated as it should be. Muriel Bamblett will be
known to many members of the house as the CEO of
the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency. She has
been an Aboriginal leader and advocate for many years,
and she has a particular focus, obviously, on children
and family violence. The other speakers will be Chief
Commissioner of Police Graham Ashton; Annette
Gillespie, who is the CEO of the crisis line for women,
Safe Steps; and Rodney Vlais, who is from No To
Violence and the Men’s Referral Service, and he will
provide a unique perspective and much-needed
perspective on perpetrator accountability and male
violence against women.
This event is part of a broader initiative that the
government will be officially launching tonight, the
Victoria Against Violence campaign, so it is very
timely that the house will pause to debate these issues. I
also take this opportunity to highlight that there will be
other opportunities for the Parliament to hear from
victims as part of a Victims’ Voices Project that will be
held on 3 December here at Parliament House. It will
obviously take place outside sitting hours, but
nonetheless all members of Parliament are of course
welcome.
With respect to the extra sitting day proposed by the
manager of opposition business, the conversation and
discussion that we had last Friday about extra sitting
hours was in the context of the upper house and that
perhaps the upper house could sit on the Friday, with
the joint sitting extended to allow upper house members
to attend.
I am confused by the suggestion today that the
Assembly meet on Friday in addition to what was
discussed last week. I think what is being proposed by
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the Leader of the House — her original notice of
motion as amended — meets the requirements of
covering all aspects and giving all members an
opportunity to hear the different perspectives and then
debate the motion before the house. There will be other
opportunities to debate the family violence issue.
Clearly when the royal commission releases its report
in February next year there will be a great many
recommendations that will impact upon legislation in
this state, and we will be required, as members, to
debate these issues quite extensively I imagine in 2016
and perhaps even leading into 2017.
I very much commend both sides of the house, and in
particular I commend the Leader of the House for
bringing the amended proposal before us today. I very
much look forward to the debate on Thursday involving
all members and, most importantly, to seeing the harm
of family violence addressed once and for all.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise on behalf of
The Nationals to support the motion put forward by the
Leader of the House in an amended form but also to
support the amendment proposed by the manager of
opposition business. The discussion that has taken place
so far on how business on Thursday will work better
has been productive. If you go out into the vestibule
you will see that the emblem in the middle of the room
says that in the counsel of many there is safety, and that
can be extended to say there is also wisdom. I think that
can equally be applied to the discussions that have
happened between the opposition and the government
on this issue. From the opposition’s point of view, I
thank the member for Bayswater; Georgie Crozier, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the other
place; and obviously the manager of opposition
business, for the ideas they have put forward to make
Thursday a better day than what was originally planned.
We all know what the issues around family violence
are, and we all recognise the need to do something to
improve the outcomes, particularly for women and
children. I look forward to not only hearing the
speakers who will be presenting on the floor of the
chamber but also to the discussion that will come after
that and, as the minister has just said, the royal
commission report next year. I think it is incumbent on
all of us in this place to look to making sure there are
solutions, there are outcomes and there are
improvements, particularly for women and children in
this situation.
To come back to what the manager of opposition
business was talking about, I would like to see the
government support his amendment for us to sit on
Friday. While Thursday is a critical day to do the things
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that have been talked about by a number of speakers,
we also have responsibilities as members of Parliament.
This week there are five pieces of legislation on the
program. We currently have only two days to deal with
those. A normal business week usually has five or six
pieces of legislation on the program. Why do we not
show some commitment to our role and come back to
sit on Friday not only so that there is time to debate the
pieces of legislation appropriately but also so that there
is an opportunity for members to raise adjournment
issues, make their members statements and ask their
constituency questions — and for the government to be
accountable in another question time for the week, as
would be the case in a normal sitting week?
I support the motion put forward by the Leader of the
House, but most importantly I also support the
amendment put forward by the manager of opposition
business that we should sit on Friday. I know some
people are shaking their heads in wonder about that, but
I think it is important that we do that. I think it would
send the very important message to the people of
Victoria who elect us and send us to this place that we
are serious about our role, not only because of the
business that would be conducted on Friday but by the
fact that we are prepared to come back here on Friday
and carry out our normal duties.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I rise to
support the motion moved by the Leader of the House
and commend her on bringing this motion to the house
in her name but undoubtedly also with the support of
the Minister for Women and Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, whose office and
department have worked so hard to bring this special
and significant event — indeed this historic event — to
the Parliament of Victoria.
I note that the manager of opposition business has
moved an amendment to the motion. From listening to
the minister speak and seeing the reaction of the Leader
of the House, this has been a bit of a surprise. In the
spirit of bipartisanship that has been shown around this
issue and the fact that we have been collaborating on
how the occasion will take place, even including, as the
previous speaker just said, suggestions from the
opposition about features of the event, this is a strange
amendment given that the feeling around this occasion
has been very supportive and very collaborative.
I note though, as the Leader of the House said, that we
have had a really busy business program this year, and
we have always had ample opportunity to speak on
bills. I think our hard work and the endeavours of the
government to make sure that Parliament has been a
very busy, workmanlike place has meant that we have
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got through a considerable amount of legislation that
has enabled the government to deliver on many of its
election promises, which has been a hallmark of this
first year in government. We work in a situation where
we can fill our days up, and if we continue to work hard
in the next two days we will be able to manage the five
bills before the house, as well as all fully participate in
what is going to be a historic event.
As the minister has said, there has been assembled an
array of experts on this issue taking into account
different backgrounds, different sectors and different
experiences, and I think we all look forward to having
this knowledge, this wisdom, this research and this
information provided to the house. The fact is, as so
many other speakers have said, that family violence is a
very complex issue and we do not have all the answers
to it. We have a royal commission underway, and that
is an important step in the right direction. We do,
however, need to hear from other people, who have
much to tell us.
I know from my own experience in my electorate that
we have record rates of family violence. Indeed the
other night I was watching Call Me Dad, a feature
length documentary that is going to appear on the ABC
on Thursday night, with the minister, and I recommend
it to everybody. It was a bit confronting for me, because
one of the first scenes was of a counselling group in my
electorate for men who had committed family violence;
there were scenes from my own electorate. As I said,
we have a very high incidence of family violence in the
City of Casey. To see men talking about this issue and
trying to come to grips with the decisions they had
made — the awful decisions they had made — in being
involved in family violence was nevertheless a very
confronting experience.
Thursday will be an opportunity, again, for all of us to
listen and learn. Yes, it will be confronting. Yes, it will
be complex. Yes, we will still be asking questions after
this historic sitting, but it is a very important step in
making inroads into bringing down these rates of
family violence. As one of the counsellors said to one
of the men, ‘You make a choice to undertake family
violence’. On Thursday we will all have a choice to
take part in this occasion — and I hope we see
everybody in here — and after the sitting we will also
have choices to hopefully support the government’s
agenda in the future about how we tackle this issue. We
have had bipartisan support so far, and I hope in the
future that esprit of collaboration and working together
to solve one of society’s greatest problems continues
after Thursday. I commend the motion.
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Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I rise to speak in
favour of this motion. I appreciate the sentiment of the
motion before the house today, and obviously I also
support the amendment of the manager of opposition
business to the effect that we should probably sit on
Friday. I will get onto that in a minute.
It is always positive when discussions are held around
family violence. Anything we can learn as citizens and
as members of the public and, even more importantly,
as lawmakers in this state is incredibly important. It is
even more important that we have tangible outcomes
when we have those sorts of discussions. We know
there are many reasons for family violence. Sometimes
it is about power. Sometimes it is as a result of
substance abuse. Sometimes it is due to external
pressures — perhaps the bills are not being paid and
that type of thing — but ultimately it usually comes
down to a power imbalance. Women are often talked
about as the predominant victims of family violence,
and we know that statistically that is true, but we cannot
take away from the fact that there are other victims and
survivors of family violence. I will get onto those in a
moment.
Earlier I mentioned the imbalance of power in a
relationship. One of the best ways to empower a
woman is to ensure that she has financial backing —
whether that means she gains work or has support
around her — to give her independence. When I was
Minister for Women’s Affairs in the last government I
was very proud to have initiated and overseen quite a
few great programs that focused on making sure that
women had that sort of support around them, which
gave them opportunities. Sometimes it is about creating
those opportunities. We did things like skills training,
management training — with board training, obviously,
and that type of thing — and also entrepreneurial
mentoring for those who were more inclined to work
independently.
I was also really proud of the achievements of our
government under Mary Wooldridge, who is now a
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in another
place, when she was Minister for Community Services,
and I am also proud of the major investment that has
just been given by the Turnbull federal government.
Coalition governments, state and federal, have been
very proud proponents, if you like, in this space, and
those measures were things I was very proud to be part
of. I am sure the current government in Victoria will, in
the interests of bipartisanship, acknowledge all of those
achievements of the coalition and the fact that Victoria
has made major leaps forward in this space.
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I am certain that every MP is aware of the prevalence of
family violence. We are encouraged to participate in
activities at Parliament around White Ribbon Day.
Also, I think tomorrow there will be a picture on the
front steps, and everybody is encouraged to wear
orange, which of course is the United Nations symbolic
colour of domestic violence. I am, however, a little
confused about the symbolism of the washing line
coming into Parliament. That could of course be
perceived as sexist or demeaning, so I would love to
hear more about that. We are of course eagerly awaiting
the outcome of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence, which will hand down its report in February
of next year. As the minister said just before, hopefully
the commission will help us find solutions, and I am
sure its findings will be things we will talk about for
many months if not years to come.
I am glad the government has accepted the coalition’s
suggestion that the Parliament have the opportunity of
hearing about this issue from multiple perspectives, not
just one perspective. The government has now invited
various speakers, which is a change from the original
plan. I am glad the government came on board with
that. We need to be able to understand specific views of
various groups. Certainly in my role as shadow
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I know that Aboriginal
Australians are over-represented in family violence
statistics, and it will be very interesting to hear from
that section of the community.
I also want to go back to a point I made before, and that
is the acknowledgement that children and men are often
victims, but they tend to be the quieter victims or the
ones we do not hear as much about — although I am
sure that all members of Parliament have received the
same sorts of emails that I have, especially from men’s
victims groups saying ‘Don’t think we don’t suffer’.
Certainly on talkback radio quite often we hear men
ringing in, saying ‘Please don’t ignore us’, so it is really
important that this Parliament hear the men’s
perspective as well. Certainly we do not want to have
children in here talking about this, but we need to learn
from groups that deal with children who are victims,
and indeed ultimately survivors, of family violence
situations. We need to be able to raise awareness of the
fact that it is not just women who are victims of
domestic violence. We need to know about this so that
we can then understand and help with their needs.
I am sure that the government will make it clear that
this day of discussion is going to have some sort of
tangible outcome, because obviously we want to be
able to change the lives of victims and survivors, and
there is no point in just talking if there is no actual
change as a result of it. I look forward to hearing about
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what those tangible outcomes of Thursday’s discussion
might be.
Again, I support the motion of the manager of
opposition business that we should sit on Friday.
Certainly there are plenty of issues in my electorate,
and my constituents expect I will come in here and
raise them on their behalf. There are lots of important
issues within the state to debate, and I certainly think
we need to be given that opportunity to come back and
spend another full day of parliamentary time, especially
so close to Christmas, before we go off on a break and
then have no opportunity for up to a couple of months
to bring those issues before the house. Whilst obviously
I appreciate the sentiment of the government’s motion,
I also very much appreciate what the manager of
opposition business has put before the house.
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
this debate on the motion moved by the manager of
government business and the amendment moved by the
manager of opposition business. I want to make a few
brief remarks. I point out that this motion does
something important. It brings to the forefront of debate
in this place one of the most depressing issues in our
community. It is vitally important that this Parliament
debate and discuss the issues, the challenges and the
opportunities that are most relevant to the Victorian
people. I applaud the fact that through the Leader of the
House, and the Premier in particular, the government
has put forward this proposal to suspend the usual
business of the house to allow someone of the stature of
Ms Rosie Batty, as well as so many other experts in the
field of family violence, to address the house.
I am sure we will hear much more about and from
Ms Rosie Batty on Thursday, but it is important at this
opportunity to remark upon the incredible strength of
that woman to do the work that she has done, after
suffering such an incredible tragedy, to bring family
violence to the very forefront of all of our minds and in
fact into the very heart of Victorian democracy.
It is important also to note that we have been able to
work collaboratively with the members opposite to
ensure that a number of other people are able to have
the opportunity to address members of this house and
members of the Legislative Council who will be in the
chamber. They include Kristy McKellar, a victim of
family violence and a very brave woman who is
actively working to change the justice system;
Joumanah El Matrah, who is a voice for Muslim
women; Muriel Bamblett, who is well known to people
in the area of Aboriginal child welfare; Graham Ashton,
the Chief Commissioner of Victoria Police, who has
taken over the very strong approach to combating
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family violence that was initiated by his predecessor;
Annette Gillespie from Safe Steps Family Violence
Response Centre; and Rod Vlais, a very important
voice in this area, adding perspective in terms of males
saying no to violence, which men in this place need to
take heed of and act as leaders in.
This Thursday will be a great day because we will step
away from the traditional operation of this house, where
sometimes, dare I say, the debate and question time
stray from the issues that Victorian people would want
us to debate and have questions asked about and, it is
probably fair to say, the manner in which they would
expect these issues to be dealt with. Having Rosie and
those esteemed individuals I just mentioned come into
this place, given the spirit of collaboration that has been
outlined in terms of the sitting of the day, will set the
tone for a mature, reasonable debate throughout the rest
of Thursday until we conclude business.
In relation to the amendment that has been put forward
proposing that we sit on Friday, the house getting to all
of the other important parts of its business is a
discussion that needs to be had, and if we find that at
the end of this year we have put bills through that the
community rightly feels we have not debated
sufficiently in this place, we will be judged accordingly
on that performance. My perception, from talking to
people in the community about the way in which
government is getting on with its legislative program, is
that people are very happy with the fact that we are
getting on with the job. I commend the motion that has
been moved in the house.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — I rise to support the
motion moved by the manager of government business
and the amendment moved by the manager of
opposition business in this house. To some extent it is
with emotion and a heavy heart that I speak on this
matter, because it has been on the radar of my life for
most of my career as a practising lawyer. I hope to take
the opportunity to speak further on this issue on
Thursday when members of the house have the
opportunity to do so and to share many of their own
experiences and the knowledge they have.
In my life as a lawyer I have seen such a transition
when it comes to the way family violence is dealt with.
It used to be that you would hear people refer to it as
‘just a domestic’ and if you telephoned the police, it
would be regarded as ‘just a domestic’. Over the years
things have become much more sophisticated. There
has been a growing understanding of it, but there has
also been an incredible complexity associated with it
that nobody has known how to address. The royal
commission into this topic is so opportune, if not a little
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late. Nevertheless it is happening. I so hope that it
comes up with some solutions, some answers and some
understanding of the relationships between men and
women, because there are fundamental issues at play
here and it is so important.
It is clear that everyone in this house supports the
motion and that everyone welcomes the opportunity to
treat it so seriously and to give it the time that it needs
on Thursday. I support the motion, but I also support
the amendment. I say that because there is always a lot
of business before the house and there is not always the
opportunity for people to be able to speak fully on
many of the issues relating to the bills before the house.
I try to take a consistent approach to transparency and
to the processes being followed as best I can, and in that
regard I think all those who wish to speak on important
matters before the house ought to have the opportunity
to do so. Again, I say that I support both the motion and
the amendment.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr McGuire) —
Order! The Leader of the House has moved a motion to
set up arrangements for Thursday. The member for Box
Hill has moved an amendment to that motion seeking to
insert some additional words. I will deal with the
member for Box Hill’s amendment first.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 38
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
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
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr R.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Noes, 48
Allan, Ms
Andrews, Mr
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms

Kilkenny, Ms
Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
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Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms
Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms

Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Amendment defeated.
Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
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,
26 November 2015:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
Bill 2015
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015
Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015
Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015.

We have just concluded a lengthy debate about the
changed arrangements for Thursday, and I thank all
members of the house for supporting those changed
arrangements because they will obviously change the
normal practice for this week. We will need to conclude
government business before the adjournment on
Wednesday evening. There are five bills on the
program for this week. In a number of instances they
are about delivering on key election commitments that
the government very clearly has a mandate from the
Victorian community to deliver. Whether it is a reform
of the TAFE and university governance area or
amendments to transport accident legislation, they are
commitments that Labor made to bring in legislation,
and that is exactly what the government is doing with
this government business program.
There are other important issues that need to be
addressed, particularly in the Drugs, Poisons and
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Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015, which go
to the ongoing work in this field that covers a number
of different portfolios, and we need to continue to work
very hard as a government and as a society to address
those issues. Given we have just passed the motion
about the joint sitting and the changed arrangements for
Thursday, I will not go into those in detail. I confine my
remarks to the government business program that is
before the house.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — As the Leader of the
House has indicated, effectively the business program
needs to be dealt with over two days, even though the
guillotine still applies at 5 o’clock on Thursday,
because, as previously discussed, the house has agreed
to set aside the bulk of Thursday for consideration of
matters relating to family violence, and the house has
rejected a proposal that we should sit on Friday. Given
that, the opposition does have some concerns about the
government business program as it stands. Time will
tell as to how it unfolds. I do not want to relitigate the
matters that we have dealt with in debating the previous
motion and amendment, but it would have been better
had we sat on Friday, not only to allow more time for
the government business program, but to allow for
questions without notice and constituency questions,
and all the various other aspects of business that have
been dispensed with for Thursday.
With the actual business program itself, some of the
bills before us are likely to raise matters of contention.
A number of them would benefit from
consideration-in-detail discussions. If the house were to
properly set aside the time that one would expect for
consideration in detail, it is not clear that we would be
able to do justice to the bills before the house in the
time that is available. As I have remarked on many
previous occasions, the government has
comprehensively broken its election promise to make
consideration in detail a standard part of debate on bills
in the Assembly, and we have had no indication from
the government of any attempt to remedy that and to
commence to honour that promise.
If time were to be devoted to consideration in detail,
there are many aspects of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015, a bill
relating to ice measures, and indeed the broader issues
of ice arising from that bill, that would benefit not only
from extensive second-reading debate but from
consideration in detail. There are many aspects of the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015 that need to
be examined, including the impact that those changes
may have on the governance of TAFE and universities.
The Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015
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makes a wide range of reforms to various aspects of the
legal system. While the matters that it deals with are not
likely to be politically contentious, it is very important
that we get them right. I know from my former
responsibilities as Attorney-General that a number of
the matters dealt with in this bill are quite vexed and
complex, and that is another bill that would benefit
from extensive consideration in detail.
The range of amendments in regard to road legislation
is always important, so that we make sure that matters
affecting roads and road safety are scrutinised and,
again, that we get those right, because they can impact
on safety and many other aspects of people’s daily
lives. Last, but certainly not least, the Transport
Accident Amendment Bill 2015 has measures that will
have some potentially significant effect on the
operation of the Transport Accident Commission
system. Thus the opposition has grave reservations
about the business program the government has put
forward.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I rise to make a brief
contribution in relation to the government business
program. It is a solid program that is before the house.
There are, as the previous speakers have outlined, five
bills on the agenda to be dealt with today and
tomorrow. In terms of the business program it is a bit of
a mix this week between bills that are designed to
honour the government’s election commitments, and in
particular I refer to the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015, which is a key issue that formed
part of the election campaign last year, but there are a
number of other bills that are fairly minor in scale and
scope. They are fairly technical bills, and I would not
anticipate that some of those bills would take up much
of the time of the house.
If you look at the Road Legislation Amendment Bill
2015, the Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015,
the Crown Land Legislation Amendment (Canadian
Regional Park and Other Matters) Bill 2015 and the
Land (Revocation of Reservations) Bill 2015, you see
that they are all fairly straightforward pieces of
legislation. Of course members are entitled to scrutinise
those bills and to make comments that they think are
relevant and pertinent in relation to each of them, but I
would imagine that many members would look at most
of those bills and think that they were fairly narrow in
scope and that it would be quite easy for them to be
examined, scrutinised and dealt with accordingly.
It is a solid work program, but I think it is certainly
achievable. I think the allocation of two sitting days to
get through five bills, particularly these five bills, is
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very reasonable. It is also important that the house has
the opportunity to take note of the events that will take
place on Thursday. It will be an important opportunity
for all members of this house to listen to both Rosie
Batty and other practitioners with expertise in the field
of family violence. It is important for members of the
house to be able to spend time to cogitate and reflect on
the scourge that is family violence and to find ways in
which we can, as a house, make a contribution. We
need to think about some of the issues we wish to deal
with, discuss them and tackle the issue. I think
Thursday will be a really good opportunity for the
house, as one, to consider the scourge of family
violence and to determine what members think will be
an appropriate way forward.
As I said, I disagree with the manager of opposition
business: I think that five bills in two days, particularly
these five bills, is entirely doable from the point of view
of the house. It is a solid workload, but I think we have
great capacity to work through it together. Again it is
about that balance between honouring the commitments
that the government was elected on — the mandate that
the government received in relation to the Education
Legislation Amendment (TAFE and University
Governance Reform) Bill 2015 — and dealing with the
run-of-the-mill legislation to ensure the smooth
operation of the state. Some of it is legislation that
would arise in any event, on any day or on any
occasion, regardless of who sat on the Treasury
benches. It is a solid program; it is a good program. I
commend the government business program.
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I am pleased
to rise to speak on the government business program
again this week. The program we have before us shows
quite clearly that this is a government that acts — that
this is a government that is getting on with it and is
putting forward a detailed and progressive agenda that
we can take forward as a government. This is a detailed
and progressive agenda, just as we had in the last sitting
week. We are indeed getting on with it. We have had
almost been 365 days of the Andrews Labor
government, and we have seen quite clearly in the
actions of the government that it is delivering on the
commitments that it said it would. This government
business program goes to that. We heard those opposite
last week complain that they did not have enough time
to debate legislation, yet they had four years to do
something.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak very
briefly on the government business program. The
Greens will not be opposing the program in this
instance. There are five bills before the Parliament this
week, three of which I think are largely technical. I
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think members will be making contributions on those,
and hopefully we can move through them
expeditiously. There are two major bits of legislation,
one of which is the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment Bill 2015.
We have put forward a request that we go into a
consideration-in-detail stage on this bill. We have not
had a response either way, and I would hope that the
government does take it into a consideration-in-detail
stage because we have had that happen with precious
few bills. In this bill there are a number of proposed
changes and increased penalties for existing offences,
as well as I believe the creation of new offences. It
would be most appropriate for the minister to respond
to questions regarding each clause of that bill. I strongly
urge the government to move expeditiously through the
largely technical bills and progress to a
consideration-in-detail stage on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015.
The other major bill is the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015. The Greens will not be opposing the
government business program in this instance.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to make a
contribution in the government business program
debate. There are five bills this week and a take-note
motion on the speech that will be made by Ms Batty on
Thursday. For the benefit of the member for Essendon,
the Crown Land Legislation Amendment (Canadian
Regional Park and Other Matters) Bill 2015 is not on
the government business program this week. I just
thought I would make the member aware of that.
There are five bills and the take-note motion on the
program, and the manager of opposition business
earlier certainly did want to amend the initial motion to
extend the sitting to Friday. There is a lot of important
legislation that needs to be debated, and members
should be given the opportunity to do that. It is
disappointing that that motion has not gone through.
This means we also miss a question time, which means
there will be less scrutiny of the government than usual
on Thursday. That could have been made up for on
Friday.
As I said, we have been hoping for a
consideration-in-detail stage. We keep saying, and I
think the manager of opposition business is sick of
saying, that the commitment made by the Labor Party
to make a consideration-in-detail stage standard
practice in this house has not eventuated. We are still at
only two bills for the entire sitting year that have gone
into consideration in detail, which is greatly
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disappointing considering it was a solemn commitment
made to the people of Victoria that this house would
scrutinise bills in a more fulsome manner.
I am certainly looking forward to Ms Batty’s speech on
Thursday and the subsequent take-note motion, when
members of this house will be able to speak about this
very important issue of tackling family violence. With
that, the opposition will not be opposing the
government business program.
Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Warrandyte electorate police numbers
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — The Andrews
Labor government is the first Victorian government in
decades not to commit to additional police numbers.
While the coalition government delivered over
1900 more police in its four years in office, this year
has seen police numbers decline. As a result, more and
more communities, including the Warrandyte
community, are starting to voice their concerns that
local community safety is declining and that there just
are not sufficient police to deal with growing crime and
antisocial behaviour.
The Bellarine community is one that has been calling
for more police. Local Superintendent Darryl Clifton is
on the record as saying that policing on the Bellarine
was working effectively and would remain unchanged.
Fortunately for locals in the Bellarine area, unlike my
community, they live in a marginal Labor electorate.
The Premier has insisted that additional police are
moved to the Bellarine to support his Labor colleague,
but with the Premier’s focus purely on politics it seems
the same attention will not be forthcoming to the
Warrandyte community, because he deems it to be in a
safe Liberal seat.
The Minister for Police and the Chief Commissioner of
Police are both telling me that the other one is
responsible for allocating additional police in
Warrandyte, and as they continue to fob off my
constituents it is Warrandyte’s community safety that is
compromised. Local Warrandyte police are highly
respected by residents; they do an outstanding job with
the resources they have. I say to the Premier that it is
time to add support for those police, to listen to my
community and to stop playing politics.

Sunbury electorate government achievements
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — This Sunday,
29 November, marks the one-year anniversary of the
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Andrews Labor government, and what a first year it has
been. This government is committed to getting on with
delivering the things Victorians voted for and repairing
the damage done by those opposite. There have been
many achievements across the state, but I only have
90 seconds to speak — less now — so I will focus on
local achievements.
These include $10 million for new sound barriers at
Gowanbrae; $3 million for a new science wing at
Sunbury College, as per our election commitment;
$2 million of additional equity funding for schools in
the Sunbury electorate; $2.3 million to upgrade Riddell
Road, one of Sunbury’s major arterial roads; reinstating
a 100-kilometre-an-hour speed limit on an outbound
section of the Calder Freeway from Keilor to Taylors
Lakes; $1.1 million into local schools throughout
Sunbury for important maintenance work; the first ever
youth advisory council in Sunbury’s history; $12 000 in
new funding for Sunbury West Primary School that
will allow the school to develop an outdoor exercise
space on the school grounds; $15 000 for a final design
for the Gap Road and Horne Street intersection; the
extension of Airport Drive, giving more options to get
into the airport; important local community forums on
the prevention of family violence; ambulance services
in Sunbury; public transport in Sunbury; accepting in
full the recommendations of the Sunbury Hume
transition auditors report, preventing Sunbury
ratepayers from receiving an increase of 14.5 per cent
and 8.5 per cent rate rises every year after that; as well
as $70 000 for an additional student wellbeing officer at
Sunbury College.
Happy anniversary to all members on this side of the
house.

Karmai Community Children’s Centre
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — There is a
bright future ahead for children and families in
Korumburra as the first sod was turned on Friday on the
new Karmai Community Children’s Centre to be built
with funds raised by the community and grants from all
levels of government, thanks to South Gippsland Shire
Council; my predecessor, Peter Ryan; and the federal
member for McMillan, Russell Broadbent. There will
be 120 places for kinder, and child care will be
available once building is complete this time next year.
The facility will also host maternal and child health
services. Well done to Rebecca Marriott and her
dedicated band of volunteers for their years of lobbying
to see this project come to fruition.
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Macalister irrigation district
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Speaking of lobbying, no
opportunity was lost when Acting Prime Minister
Warren Truss visited last week to see works on the
Princes Highway east and the Macalister irrigation
district. With the Leader of The Nationals and member
for Murray Plains and the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water also in the region, the
spotlight was well and truly on the Wellington shire.
While the minister came with an announcement about
funding for the Macalister irrigation district upgrade, it
was unfortunate to say the least that she is tying it to
Labor’s dud port of Melbourne lease.

Gippsland South electorate hospitality awards
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It is true that I have had an
occasional beer and a feed in many Gippsland pubs, so
I am pleased someone else has recognised their
excellence. Well done to the Star Hotel in Sale, the
Criterion Hotel in Sale and the Middle Hotel in
Korumburra for their wins at the Australian Hotels
Association awards last week. Gippsland South, the
most beautiful electorate in the state, truly has some
fantastic hospitality venues as well.

Bushfire preparedness
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Well done to our volunteer
firefighters for containing a bushfire last week at Devon
North. It is a timely reminder for residents to prepare
for the fire season, which is now well and truly upon us,
and get their fire plan in order. The government’s
policy to dump hectare-based targets for fuel reduction
burns is a disappointing retreat, and while the idea of a
risk-based approach is good in theory, I am concerned
that in practice it will lead to a reduction in planned
burns.

Macedon electorate government achievements
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is almost one year
since I was elected to this place, and I am very proud of
what has been accomplished in my electorate for the
people of Macedon. Under the leadership of the
Premier this government has not wasted a minute, and I
am particularly proud of our achievements in realising
the vision of Victoria as the education state.
In Macedon we have seen more than $24 million go to
our local schools. A total of $11.5 million is available
to build a brand-new primary school for 350 students in
Kyneton as part of the government’s commitment to
develop an education precinct in Kyneton. Central also
to this commitment is the allocation of $5 million for a
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trades hub at Kyneton Secondary College, that will
service students from across the Macedon Ranges and
pave the way for TAFE to return to my electorate. We
have provided Daylesford Secondary College with
$10 million to complete the rebuild of the college, a
project begun by the former Labor government and
abandoned by the Liberals. Kinders in Gisborne and
Romsey are being upgraded. The New Gisborne
Primary School art room is being replaced. It burnt
down in 2011, and the former Liberal government
failed to lift a finger to replace it. And importantly,
there is $550 000 in equity funding in the 2016 school
budgets for those who need it most.
I have held open forums to enable parents and students
to contribute to our vision for the education state, and I
have been a welcome visitor at government, Catholic
and independent schools and kindergartens across my
electorate. I campaigned on a commitment to rebuild
our education system after the neglect of the previous
government and to advocate for country kids, and I am
delighted to stand here knowing I have kept my word.

Cr Natalie Thomas
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — A new mayor has
been elected in Maroondah. After 10 years of
continuous and tireless community service as a
councillor, I warmly congratulate Her Worship
Cr Natalie Thomas and wish her a wonderful year
ahead.

Cr Tony Holland
Ms VICTORIA — Sincerest congratulations to
Cr Tony Holland, who has just been elected as mayor
of Knox council, a position he has truly earnt. I wish
His Worship a fruitful and enjoyable year.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Ms VICTORIA — Over the last couple of weeks I
have publicly signed the presumptive legislation pledge
with my Country Fire Authority volunteers. Together
we stand shoulder to shoulder to ensure that all
firefighters are treated equally and with dignity.

Melbourne East Netball Association
Ms VICTORIA — How fantastic it was to see
hundreds of young netballers receive certificates and
medallions of participation, an initiative of the
Melbourne East Netball Association. Congratulations to
president Kylie Spears and the other organisers on one
of the most well-run events I have ever been to. Netball
is not just alive and well in my area, it is thriving.
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The Nappy Collective
Ms VICTORIA — Along with multiple drop-off
points across Melbourne, my office was proud to be a
receiving centre for a fantastic project called The
Nappy Collective. My sincerest thanks go out to the
dozens of people who dropped off their new but
unwanted leftover nappies, from local parents to even
our lovely new Bayswater pharmacist, Tam. These will
now be distributed by the organisation to lots of other
organisations to help those who find even the most
basic and essential of items, like baby nappies, a strain
on their budget.

Jerry’s Girls
Ms VICTORIA — The Production Company has
again brought joy to Melburnians with its latest
offering, Jerry’s Girls. Congratulations to Jeanne Pratt,
Ken Mackenzie-Forbes, Rachel Taylor and the
magnificent team of 11 — and a half! — leading ladies.

Government achievements
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — One year in, and
what a difference the Andrews Labor government has
already made. Victoria has become the fastest growing
economy, overtaking New South Wales for the first
time since 2008. Contrast this to four years under the
Liberal government, with cuts, inaction, indecision and
lifelessness. Well, finally, Victoria has come alive
again.
The Andrews Labor government is delivering on its
promises, with the biggest investment in education;
massive investment in health care, jobs creation,
tourism and major events; and a revolutionising of our
public transport network and infrastructure to transform
Melbourne and Victoria.
I am proud to be part of a government which is taking
action to address family violence with the first ever
Royal Commission into Family Violence, family
violence leave provisions and respectful relationships
education. We know that family and domestic violence
stems from gender inequality, and this government is
putting equality back on the agenda. Nearly half of all
government members are women — the most female
members in Victoria’s history. Under the Andrews
Labor government half of all judicial and public board
appointments will be women, and this government
appointed Victoria’s first female governor.
While the federal Liberals are denying the rights of
same-sex couples, the Andrews Labor government is
legislating adoption equality for same-sex parents.
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This government has invested nearly $4 billion into
education funding, the biggest investment in education
in this state’s history, because this government
understands the vital role education plays in helping
children and young people to achieve their full
potential. I am very proud to be part of the Andrews
government — a progressive government that is doing
lots of work for the state and for the people of Carrum.

East–west link
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — In this, the anniversary
week of the election to office of the Andrews Labor
government, this statement condemns it for totally
misleading Victorian voters prior to last November’s
state election by claiming that a Labor government
would not pay a dollar more in compensation for axing
the east–west link. With the latest revelation that the
total amount of taxpayers money wasted on the
cancellation of the east–west link project, including
compensation to the financiers and construction
consortia involved, is now approaching $1 billion,
which is approximately half of the total estimated state
government funding contribution actually required to
build the link, Labor’s claim rings hollow and is now in
complete tatters.
Not only has the Andrews Labor government been
caught out in misleading Victorians with its financial
recklessness and irresponsibility; it has totally trashed
Victoria’s reputation and standing within the
international investment community. Despite its false
claims prior to the election that no compensation would
be paid for ripping up the east–west link contract, the
Andrews government has exposed the state to a
massive compensation and cancellation bill. Further,
the state Labor government has demonstrated to the
Victorian community that, like Labor of old, it simply
cannot be trusted with taxpayers money.
The bottom line is that the Andrews Labor government
has failed all Victorians, leaving taxpayers with a huge
bill, paid for by a blowout in state debt, and nothing at
all to show for it.

Bentleigh electorate government achievements
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It has been nearly
365 days since the election of the Andrews Labor
government — 365 days of getting on with it in my
electorate of Bentleigh. In less than a year we have
funded and commenced the removal of level crossings
at Centre Road, McKinnon Road and North Road to
ease congestion, run more trains and get people home
safer and sooner. We invested a record $18.6 million in
rebuilding schools in Bentleigh after four years of
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neglect, we funded $9.6 million to continue rebuilding
Bentleigh Secondary College and design work is
underway on the redevelopment of the fast-growing
McKinnon Secondary College — a $9 million
investment funded by this government. We are
rebuilding our TAFE system after the savage cuts of the
former government, investing $8 million in a new
student hub at Holmesglen’s Moorabbin campus. We
invested a further $4 million in Holmesglen to get
almost 1400 people skilled up in growing industries.
We are upgrading Brady Road and Bentleigh West
kindergartens, thanks to a grant from the Andrews
Labor government. We have made walking to
Bentleigh West Primary School safer with the
introduction of a 40-kilometre-per-hour speed limit and
signalised pedestrian crossing. We have invested in
new facilities at Ormond Primary School and Southern
Autistic School. Finally, $16.2 million has been
invested to provide new cancer diagnostic facilities at
Moorabbin Hospital, ensuring patients can access fast,
higher quality diagnostics and care without having to
leave the local area. The Andrews Labor government
has honoured every commitment it made to the people
of Bentleigh last year, and it is proud of it.

Swinburne Prahran Community Children’s
Centre Co-operative
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — On Sunday I went to the
Swinburne Prahran Community Children’s Centre
Co-operative (SPCCCC) fete. It was a fantastic event
with a great turnout, and it was terrific to see so many
members of the community coming together to support
the centre. I was very happy to snaffle the baby hamper
in the raffle. Rest assured, it will be put to good use.
Congratulations to the organisers and families who
turned out make it such a successful day and raised
funds for the centre. Particularly well done to the
children for hand delivering the promotional flyers
along Chapel Street in Windsor. They were very
persuasive in convincing local shops to display their
signs.
I previously visited the SPCCCC as part of Book
Week. The children chose two books for me to read to
them. They were The Wonky Donkey and There Was an
Old Lady Who Swallowed a Mozzie. The children asked
me questions about what I do and why I like books. I
love reading and I love books. Thank you to all the
children and staff at SPCCCC for being so friendly.
The Swinburne Prahran Community Children’s Centre
Co-operative is an invaluable asset for Prahran families
and our community. It makes Prahran livable for young
families, and my hope is that those families stay in
Prahran.
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Education funding
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise, leading up to the end of the first
year of the Andrews Labor government, to reflect on
the government’s contributions to education in our
community. One fundamental commitment that we
made leading into the 2014 election was to increase
funding to Mordialloc College, a $4.5 million
investment that would set up the college for the future
in its first stage, delivering a performing arts centre, a
year 8 learning centre and basketball stadium. I want to
pay tribute to Michelle Roberts, the principal of
Mordialloc College, and her team, who have
undertaken this fantastic initiative. Cheltenham
Secondary College will receive $7 million, and
Parkdale Primary School, a fantastic school, has
received its final stage upgrade.
One of the most fundamental commitments we made
leading up to the election was the restoration of Gonski
funding. All members of this place will be aware that
their schools, particularly regional and rural schools,
received more funding to support their teachers, their
staff and their students going into the future. It is about
equality, it is about fairness and it is about setting up
our young people for the future and empowering them
with the skills to meet the needs of a changing
economy. After a year of the Andrews Labor
government the most fundamental element has been the
restoration of Gonski funding. It has provided a
significant benefit for our state, and I look forward to
working on that into the future.

Orbost Snowy Rovers Football Netball Club
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — Last week I had
the pleasure of attending the official opening of the new
Orbost netball court, funded by the Orbost Snowy
Rovers Football Netball Club and the previous coalition
government. With the addition of lights, night matches
can now be played for the first time at this facility. It
was a great effort by the club to contribute so much and
by the locals who volunteered time and effort. It is
particularly pleasing to see so many children now using
the new facility.

Bairnsdale Clontarf Academy cricket
tournament
Mr T. BULL — In the week just gone I joined the
kids from the Clontarf Foundation and some Bairnsdale
Secondary College staff for their limited overs cricket
match at the school. Paul Carroll and the Clontarf team
are doing fantastic work in the East Gippsland
community, keeping young Indigenous men engaged in
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their schooling and the wider community. Although my
side lost the match, it was a great interactive
environment, and I am sure that all at the school
benefited greatly.
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40-kilometre-per-hour zones. The Rosanna truck
curfew trial is underway, implemented and operating
every night, 24/7, in the Ivanhoe electorate. The extra
517 Viewbank bus service has also been funded and is
operating in this term.

Maffra Show
Mr T. BULL — I recently had the pleasure of
attending the recent 2015 Maffra Show, which
showcased some of the many benefits that living in
rural Australia brings. It had a program of events that
retained the connection with our rural past, including
horseriding, woodchopping, a pet parade and
cheesemaking, just to name a few. I congratulate the
show committee, led by president Matthew Coleman
and secretary Kellie Harris, on yet another successful
year of this fantastic event.

Under a Labor government we have reinstated the
whooping cough vaccine that was cut by former
Premier Ted Baillieu. We have continued to have
budget surpluses. We have also made sure that we
banned cattle in the high country. We have axed
99-year commercial leases for development in national
parks; and we have also saved the wind industry by
axing the restrictive planning laws made under the
previous government.
Labor and Premier Andrews are getting on with the job.

Heyfield timber workers memorial

Level crossings

Mr T. BULL — I also had the pleasure this week of
opening the Heyfield timber workers memorial. This
memorial was funded by the coalition government and
honours those who have lost their lives in the timber
industry right across the state. It is a big industry in my
part of our region which employs a lot of people, and
this will be a fitting memorial to those who have lost
their lives.

Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — One year ago a
commitment was made by the Andrews government to
remove 50 level crossings. Crossings at Lilydale station
and Mooroolbark station were on the list for removal.
Rather than prioritising works on the basis of need, this
government has prioritised those that fall into
Labor-held seats. More worrying is that this
government is so desperate to fund its $6 billion
centrepiece commitment that it has threatened to bypass
the Parliament on the sale of the lease for the port of
Melbourne to raise the $6 billion needed.

Ivanhoe electorate government achievements
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — To quote the Premier:
365 days ago, the Victorian people gave us the greatest
privilege of all: the rare chance to make a real difference in
the lives of Victorian families.
And we haven’t wasted a single day.

In Ivanhoe, funding of $11.5 million was allocated in
this year’s budget to Viewbank College for a new
performing arts centre, classrooms and an
administration building. A multimillion-dollar new
eight-classroom development in conjunction with
Catholic education at St Martin of Tours in Rosanna
was also funded in this budget by the Labor
government. The $5.6 million Rosanna Golf Links
Primary School project has now been put out to
builders for tender — another great project that has got
moving under this Labor government.
More than $100 million has been made available in this
budget to fund the Chandler Highway bridge
duplication. Forty-kilometre-per-hour zones and
flashing signals at East Ivanhoe Village Shopping
Centre have been delivered by this government in this
budget and are now operating. The Ivanhoe shopping
precinct has been funded as well for

While the government keeps re-announcing the same
level crossing removals, constituents of Evelyn are
worried that the metaphorical ‘election commitment’
train will never arrive at either Lilydale or Mooroolbark
station. Under the Andrews government we are on the
road to nowhere.

Paceline
Mrs FYFFE — On Friday, 13 November, I was at
the Healesville Tennis Club to greet cyclists
participating in Paceline’s ride to raise awareness about
heart arrhythmia, a condition that contributes to a
significant number of strokes. Admirably, they rode
1200 kilometres from Canberra to Melbourne through
rain and hail in an effort to raise awareness and
encourage more people with heart arrhythmia to give
blood to support medical research into the cause of the
disease.
I urge anyone with an irregular heartbeat to register
their willingness to donate blood for use in landmark
research conducted by the Victor Chang Cardiac
Research Institute and Murdoch Children’s Research
Institute.
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Financial report 2015–16

Leadbeater’s possum

Mrs FYFFE — It is very disappointing to see how
Labor has ballooned debt in one year by up to
$673 million. As the shadow Treasurer noted, the
2015–16 Quarterly Financial Report No. 1 was quietly
put out on a Friday afternoon.

Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — Last sitting
week I raised a point of order about the member for
Melbourne misleading this house about the destruction
of the Leadbeater’s possum habitat. I take this
opportunity to provide some factual information
regarding measures taken to protect the possum and the
latest survey results of its population.

Frankston electorate government achievements
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — It is with pleasure
that I rise to make a members statement on what has
been achieved in the Frankston community in the first
year of the Andrews Labor government. Unfortunately,
after four years of the Baillieu and Napthine
governments, the only ribbons being cut were those on
projects previously started by Labor.
The Andrews government has injected more
confidence, opportunity and investment into the
Frankston community in one year than in decades of
Liberal state and federal governments staring at the
same issues and doing nothing. By my count the
Andrews government has injected more investment into
Frankston in one year alone than any state or federal
Liberal government has in decades.
We are working on major projects in harmony with the
Frankston council. Let us have a look at our last year
locally in Frankston. The Frankston transit precinct
redevelopment task force started, and I was proud to be
the chair of that. People in Frankston really showed us
that they wanted Frankston to be a destination, not just
a car park, and we handed down the Frankston
redevelopment task force’s recommendations over to
the Ms Allan, the Minister for Public Transport, quite
recently.
In May we had the largest ever education budget as part
of the Education State, with $800 000 budgeted for
Frankston Primary School and $4 million for Monterey
Secondary College, as well as the Gonski funding. We
have had the $70 million redevelopment project
launched just last week for Chisholm. Also, we opened
the Frankston Victorian Football League football club.

The recent survey of the Arthur Rylah Institute for
Environmental Research of possum numbers found
27 colonies across 66 locations. The possum has been
detected living in the regrowth of the Ash
Wednesday 1983 fires in Powelltown. It has been found
to inhabit man-made nesting boxes placed in the wild.
Artificial nest hollows drilled into mountain ash trees
have also become the home of the possum in very
recent trials. Zoos Victoria’s captive breeding program
supported by previous environment minister, the
member for Warrandyte, has also had enormous
success.
If more survey work was undertaken across the entire
native forest estate and not just those areas set aside for
timber production, which amount to less than 10 per
cent of public native forest, then I am very confident
possum numbers would indicate that the possum is not
in danger of becoming extinct.

Greens members
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — The member for
Melbourne and the member for Prahran have shown no
respect for the traditions of this house by choosing not
to attend the chamber for the prayer at the start of each
day. They chose not to take their place in the house for
the Speaker’s statement about the significance of
Remembrance Day. They have proven that they have
no respect for this house, no respect for the Australian
digger, and no respect for the livelihoods and families
of the 23 000 timber workers in this state.

Buninyong electorate government
achievements

Over $150 000 was given to Peninsula Community
Legal Centre to continue their vital programs, and we
announced another much-needed ambulance branch at
Karingal, as well as the removal of the terrible Overton
Road crossing.

Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — This year has been
a very active year for the Andrews government. On
coming to office just under a year ago, we said that
education would be our no. 1 priority.

We are delivering on all of our commitments. We are
putting people first in Frankston, and we are not
missing a day.

Schools in my electorate have seen, when receiving
their budgets for next year, that this has meant
substantial additional needs-based funding being
delivered as part of an additional $5.6 million of
funding across the state. This sees some of the smaller
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primary schools in my electorate, like Magpie Primary
School, receiving $112 640 in extra funding, with
larger schools, such as Phoenix P–12, receiving an
additional $728 707, which will make a big difference
to the learning outcomes of so many students.
In terms of major projects, I was pleased to be at
Eureka Stadium last week with the Minister for
Regional Development to see extensive earthworks
already underway and schematic designs unveiled for
the new stadium which will make the upgraded facility
of a standard which will see AFL games played in
Ballarat in the 2017 season.
I was also pleased recently to go to Meredith to advise
the Meredith Country Fire Authority brigade that it
would receive voluntary emergency services equipment
program funding to upgrade its fire station, as will
Elaine Brigade, with voluntary emergency services
equipment program funding also going to projects for
the Ballarat, Maude and Smythesdale fire brigades.
Ahead of this fire season, I met with the Bungaree
brigade on Sunday to hand over the keys for a new
$350 000 fire tanker built in Ballarat, with more on
order to support Ballarat jobs.
The Andrews government is delivering at all levels in
so many ways for the communities across the
Buninyong electorate.

Morwell electorate government performance
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It has been a very
disappointing 12 months for the Morwell electorate
under the Andrews government. There have been a few
promises with no outcomes, and lots of talk but very
little action. One of the biggest concerns for our region
is unemployment. We all remember, prior to the
election, the Premier talking big; 100 000 new full-time
jobs would be created in the first two years, and the
now government’s return-to-work program was the
shining light on how this would be achieved.
The figures show that this has been an almighty failure,
and this is verified in the Morwell electorate where not
one job has been created under the Premier’s
return-to-work program and, worse, in addition to this
failure the Andrews government has also completely
abolished the coalition’s $15 million Latrobe Valley
Industry and Infrastructure Fund.
It is difficult to fathom how the current government
could do this when the fund was able to support many
local businesses to grow and expand while creating new
employment in the region and leveraging substantial
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private investment at the same time. It seriously is a
disgrace on the part of this government.
Of course this government has also abolished the very
successful Putting Locals First program that supported
the council and the community in bringing to fruition a
number of important community projects. Under the
coalition a number of projects were delivered,
including, for example, the Yallourn North town hall
upgrade, the establishment of Gippsland Heritage Walk
and improvements at the Morwell Rose Garden. Since
the abolition of this program we are seeing no
development in community facilities across the region
and that is a crying shame and a blight of the Andrews
government.

Eltham electorate government achievements
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I wish to thank my
community — my hardworking, community-minded
and friendly community — for their enthusiasm for and
support of the Andrews government over the last
12 months. I am very grateful for the support of my
community in helping me get on with delivering what
is needed. After four years of coalition government,
there is a lot that needs to be done.
I thank my community for joining with me in a strong
campaign to get a new ambulance station for Eltham. I
thank people in my community for their huge and
positive attendances at community and business
consultations for the Bolton Street upgrade. I thank
them for their involvement in our Education State
consultation and submission. I thank those involved in
the St Helena-Eltham North sports precinct working
group for their hard work and enthusiasm, and I join
with them in being excited at the appointment of a
project manager, with works due to commence soon.
Education is at the core of every Labor government. In
my electorate we are getting on with the reopening of
Greensborough TAFE and Banyule Technical School. I
thank the many schools and their communities who
have contributed towards making these fantastic
commitments a reality. I thank the working groups of
both for their hard work and great ideas. I thank the
Montmorency Secondary College for the thoughtful
and considered way it is beginning the rebuild of the
school, along with its newly appointed architect. I also
thank local advocates for pushing for new school bus
services for St Helena Secondary College and Diamond
Valley Secondary College, a need which the Andrews
government has listened to and met.
I thank my hardworking State Emergency Service unit,
which will soon be enjoying an investment of $100 000

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
4902

ASSEMBLY

in upgrades for its building. I thank my dedicated and
committed Country Fire Authority brigades for all they
do for our community, and I look forward to seeing the
new Research truck in the next few weeks.
I thank the people of my community for electing me as
their member of Parliament, and I will continue to work
my hardest with the Andrews government to deliver for
my community, including $3.8 million for the Eltham
Leisure Centre and $2.5 million for the Eltham
Community and Reception Centre. I thank my
community for all the support it has given me and my
government. I look forward to doing great work with
them in the future.

Yan Yean electorate government achievements
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Government achievements
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — I rise today to mark
the first anniversary of the Andrews Labor government
and its wealth of achievements for the great state of
Victoria. Since coming to office last November, after
four years of coalition inaction and false promises, we
have been getting on with the job and not taking our
mandate for granted. From cracking down on puppy
farms to ending the attacks on our paramedics, this
government has stuck to its promises. The most
important infrastructure project is now underway — the
Melbourne Metro rail project. It will be a vital valve
release for our overstretched public transport network.
As the Premier himself has said:
Melbourne Metro rail will be a part of our future.

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — Almost a year ago I
was given the great privilege of being elected a fourth
time to represent my community as the member for
Yan Yean. There is no greater honour. As we head
towards one year of the Andrews Labor government, I
want to recognise the wonderful volunteer leaders in
my community who work hard every day to make the
suburbs and towns in my electorate better places to live
for their families and for each other. I believe Yan Yean
typifies the stark contrast between the failings of the
former Liberal-Nationals government and the hard
work of the one-year-old Andrews Labor government.
For four years Yan Yean, like the rest of Victoria,
suffered from cuts to services and a terrible rise in
unemployment. Growing suburbs and satellite towns
were left to grow rapidly without much-needed
investment in infrastructure and services. It takes longer
to build a house than to knock one down, but the
Andrews government is getting on with it. In only one
year my constituents are seeing the tangible difference
between us and those opposite. I am delighted to say
that campaigns such as Mernda rail, Mernda Needs a
Police Station, the Doreen and Mernda Secondary
School Alliance and the Yan Yean Road upgrade —
causes in which my community was involved during
the dark days of the Baillieu and Napthine
governments — are now seeing results.
Last week I was joined by the Minister for Police to
announce the new site for the Mernda police station. A
fortnight ago I was joined by the Minister for Education
to turn the sod for the Mernda Central P–12. New
school upgrades are budgeted for and underway in
Wallan, Doreen and St Helena. Yan Yean Road and
Mernda rail works have started, and community
consultations are ongoing.

And deadly level crossings will be a part of our past.

The Andrews government has set a shining example for
Australia with the establishment of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence, which will assist us
in tackling an issue that has for too long been in the
shadows. In addition we are legalising medicinal
cannabis to help those with serious illnesses live with
the decent quality of life they deserve.
In my own electorate of Niddrie one of the most
run-down schools, Essendon Keilor College, is finally
getting the $10 million it deserves. I have been working
closely with principal David Adamson. I look forward
to seeing the Niddrie campus rebuilt, new science
rooms at the Keilor East campus and a new performing
arts centre at the Essendon campus. The appointment of
an architect is imminent. I am looking forward to
delivering on this key achievement in the Niddrie
electorate.
There is also the CityLink-Tulla widening project, and
the removal of the Buckley Street level crossing, which
I am working to deliver with the member for
Essendon — an outstanding local member. The
Melbourne Metro project will see important new train
lines delivered. This will be an outstanding
achievement serving the people of Melbourne’s
north-west. I look forward to the next three years of the
Andrews government.

Government performance
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — The first
anniversary of the Andrews Labor government is
coming up this Sunday, and it is not something we want
to celebrate in South Barwon electorate. The jobs that
were going to be created by Bay West were an absolute
lie. The Back to Work scheme has only created 10 jobs
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in the Geelong region. Armstrong Creek West primary
school is still unfunded. The east–west link has been
torn up. The second West Gate Bridge for people in
Geelong is gone. The member for Lara and the member
for Bellarine are up to their eyeballs in the Labor rort
scandal. There is nothing happening in Torquay or
Armstrong Creek whatsoever under this government.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Address of Ms Rosie Batty
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I move:
(1) That:
(a) the Legislative Assembly invites members of the
Legislative Council to attend in the Legislative
Assembly chamber on Thursday, 26 November
2015, at 10.30 a.m. to hear an address by Ms Rosie
Batty;
(b) the lower public gallery on the non-government
side of the house is taken to be part of the
Legislative Assembly chamber for the duration of
the address to provide additional seating for
members of the Legislative Council;
(c) the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly will chair
the address, and the conduct of proceedings will be
in accordance with the standing and sessional
orders of the Legislative Assembly.
(2) A message be sent to the Legislative Council informing
them accordingly.

Motion agreed to.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY
GOVERNANCE REFORM) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water).
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I welcome the opportunity to
contribute to the debate on the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015 and, as shadow minister for training,
skills and apprenticeships, to put on the record the
position of the Liberal and Nationals parties. At the
outset I thank staff from the Department of Education
and Training, who took the time to brief me on this
bill — with great professionalism, I might add.
This bill amends the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006 and the eight Victorian public university acts
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to change governance arrangements for TAFE boards
and university councils. The government’s claim is that
this bill will make TAFE institutes and universities
more democratic, independent and representative of the
communities they serve. It is the opposition’s belief that
in reality this bill will weaken the governance of TAFE
institutes and universities and that it is yet another
example of this government being driven by its union
masters instead of by the people of Victoria.
This bill is not about the principles of good governance.
It is not about ensuring TAFEs or universities are
sustainable or democratic. It is about repaying the
unions for their efforts in campaigning for those
opposite at last year’s election. It is about ensuring
Labor maintains control of student politics. It is a
regressive step and a regressive bill, which the coalition
opposes.
The first purpose of the bill is to amend the Education
and Training Reform Act in relation to the constitution
of boards of TAFE institutes. In effect this makes a
number of changes to the governance of Victoria’s
12 TAFE institutes. It reintroduces chief executive
officers to TAFE boards, with full voting rights, and it
requires TAFE institutes to hold elections so that there
is at least one director elected by staff.
I should point out that there is no maximum for the
number of staff who can be elected directors. While one
is the minimum, the bill gives the minister the power to
fix how many directors must be elected by staff of the
institute through an order in council or a ministerial
order. This allows for the blatant politicisation of
TAFEs by the minister. It has been suggested to me that
Labor’s expectation is that there will be three directors
appointed in this way, and I suppose we will have to
wait and see. Only time is going to tell on that front.
The bill provides for an increase in the number of board
directors, from 9 to a minimum of 10 and a maximum
of 15. The government’s contention that returning
CEOs and staff to TAFE boards restores accountability,
transparency and good governance is quite simply
ludicrous and is counter to the advice of Victoria’s
Auditor-General. In fact it jeopardises the sanctity and
the integrity of TAFE institute boards. This bill places
no requirement on directors elected by staff to have any
kind of competency or skill. In his second-reading
speech the minister stated:
… position descriptions and selection criteria must be
developed for all board vacancies; all chairpersons must
maintain a skills matrix to inform vacancies and assist
succession planning; ministers must be afforded the
opportunity to select the strongest candidate for each vacancy,
based on a position description that reflects the skills and
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experience required by the board and all appointees must be
selected on merit.

But those conditions do not apply to directors who are
elected by staff. Those appointments are not based on
either merit or skill; the only prerequisite is that they are
elected by an institute staff member. There is every
likelihood that this will result in the appointment of
people who are out of their depth or who are union
officials driven by a particular agenda.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms RYAN — I note that under the government’s
legislation there is not a requirement — the member for
Mordialloc might be interested in this — for that
director to be a member of staff. Instead the only
requirement is that they be elected by staff, so perhaps
the member for Mordialloc should go back and read the
bill more closely. As we all know and as history tells
us, the people who will end up taking these roles are
likely to be union representatives who already have the
machinery to run elections and the membership base to
garner votes.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYAN — Well, it has not really helped the
governance of the sector traditionally, has it? This
opens the door to personality-driven politics rather than
considered governance in the best interests of the entire
institute, including staff and students. It is disappointing
that constructive suggestions from the sector which
recognised the imperative of a skills-based model have
been rejected by this government. The government
could have ensured some adherence to the principles of
a skills-based board by ensuring prospective candidates
were filtered through a skills matrix, and indeed that
was suggested by the sector. But the government did
not do that because it has made promises to unions
which it is now required to keep.
The coalition has serious misgivings about how this
decision to return staff representatives to TAFE boards
will play out. The government cannot define what
constitutes a conflict of interest for a staff member who
has been elected as a TAFE director.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms RYAN — Perhaps government members should
do an analysis of staff members on TAFE boards
around the state, because they may not find that they
exist. Would they, for example, be required to remove
themselves from a discussion about an increase in
student contact hours? Would they be required to
declare a conflict of interest during a discussion about
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enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) negotiations?
What if they are a representative of a union which is
directly involved in those EBA negotiations? Labor
cannot answer those questions, and I think the feigned
shock of those opposite just shows how insignificant
they consider this issue to be.
The government’s only response to these questions is
that each individual TAFE and board will be required to
make a judgement call on what constitutes a conflict of
interest. There are concerns in the sector that this will
result in the board being bypassed on issues like
remuneration and staffing and that it will force the
creation of executive committees, which will see small
groups of people making monumental decisions about
the direction an institute is going to go in.
The government’s policy to place staff representatives
on boards also raises questions about the governance of
other public sector entities. The reintroduction of chief
executive officers to TAFE boards presents very
obvious conflicts. It is the board’s role to apply a
critical lens to staffing, expenditure and even the
capability of the chief executive officer. Those
conversations cannot take place without fear or favour
when the chief executive officer is sitting as a director
on the board. The Secretary of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet does not sit around the cabinet
table to put up their hand and vote on decisions made
about the public service. That is the role of the
executive.
Perhaps the best comparison is between hospitals and
TAFE institutes. Both bodies deliver very important
services to the Victorian people. They are both funded
in a similar manner, but unlike TAFEs the chief
executive and the staff of a hospital do not sit on that
organisation’s board. The question must be asked why
the government therefore deems it appropriate for staff
and for student representatives to have an as-of-right
position in an educational setting but not in other public
organisations such as hospitals. The very evident
answer is this: like so many of the decisions which we
have seen made by this government, these are the dues
that Labor must now pay to the unions which
campaigned for the government. This piece of
legislation makes it very clear that it is not the minister
who is calling the shots here; he is but a puppet of the
National Tertiary Education Union and the Australian
Education Union.
I want to touch on the motivation behind the very
sensible governance changes that the coalition made in
2012, which this bill seeks to reverse. Those changes
came about after a series of round table discussions
with TAFEs and universities. In fact they were reforms
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that at the time were very strongly supported within
both sectors. The introduction of the Education
Legislation Amendment (Governance) Bill in 2012 was
preceded in October 2011 by an Auditor-General’s
report which raised serious concerns about the
governance of TAFEs operating in a new
demand-driven system. For the benefit of members
opposite, I remind them that it was Labor — when
Minister Herbert was the Parliamentary Secretary for
Education no less — that introduced that model.
In 2008, while the member for Bendigo East and Steve
Herbert, the Minister for Training and Skills, were at
the helm of training in this state, the Labor government
released the Securing Jobs For Your Future policy.
Perhaps some members of this house who are new in
this term of government might take the time to look up
that policy because it changed TAFE institute funding
from fixed allocations of state funding, a block-based
funding model, if you will, to a demand-driven
model — a model which tied funding directly to
student enrolments. Under Labor’s model, if student
numbers dropped so too did funding.
It is an inconvenient truth that the government and
those members on the opposite side of the house would
no doubt rather forget and one they most certainly
forgot when they ran around before last year’s election
promising to restore $1.2 billion to TAFE — money
which, I might add, appears to have disappeared. There
seems to be no commitment now from the minister to
restore that $1.2 billion worth of funding. Members on
the other side of the house are silent because they all
signed the pledge committing to investing an additional
$1.2 billion in TAFE, but we shall wait and see.
When the Auditor-General undertook his 2011 review
of TAFE governance, he made a comment about how
Labor’s changes had affected the operations of TAFE.
This is what he said:
The new contestable model of vocational education and
training provision requires TAFE institutes to combine
private sector behaviour, such as entrepreneurial pursuits,
with public sector requirements for accountability.

One of the recommendations from that report was that
Skills Victoria, which, as we know, no longer exists but
which was responsible for the oversight of the
Victorian training system at the time, develop its
workforce capabilities in contemporary business
practices and business acumen to meet the demands of
TAFE sector governance. The Auditor-General was
critical of the government’s failure to clarify the roles
and responsibilities for TAFE sector governance with
the increase in autonomy of TAFE institute boards in
the contestable environment. This included establishing
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the nature or significance of events which should
trigger its examination of TAFE institute board
governance processes, observation of board decisions
or intervention of board decision-making.
It is worthwhile taking the time to outline the impetus
for that 2011 report by the Auditor-General. It found
that in 2010 Holmesglen TAFE, which was under the
leadership of Bruce Mackenzie — the same person
whom the government has now appointed to lead the
review of its system-wide review of the training
sector — entered into a high-risk financial arrangement
which was not prudent and resulted in an impairment of
$3 million of public money. That was a finding from
the highly critical report of the Auditor-General which
led to these reforms.
The legislation introduced in 2012 under the coalition
helped to equip TAFE boards to deal with the
commercial realities and risks which resulted from
Labor’s decision to move the Victorian training sector
to a contestable and demand-driven model. Given that
the Auditor-General has pointed to the risks TAFEs are
exposed to when they do not have the skills required to
deal with the commercial drivers of Labor’s model, I
find it bizarre that the government is now willing to fly
in the face of that advice by seeking to appoint people
to boards who do not necessarily possess any of those
skills but who instead are there only by virtue of the
fact that they have been elected by the staff of an
institute. I reiterate that they do not need to be a
member of staff of that institute; they are simply to be
elected by the staff of the institute.
It is also somewhat ironic that Labor is making grand
statements about governance when most TAFE boards
around the state are now running on empty because the
minister has refused to make any appointments to those
boards. Most TAFE boards throughout Victoria are
down to a handful of directors — four or five people
sitting on most of those boards. There is immense
frustration in the sector at the moment among those
board members who are trying to keep large
multimillion-dollar organisations afloat, particularly at
a time when we know TAFEs still have not recovered
from the legacy of Labor’s last term in government,
when it changed its system to a demand-driven model.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms RYAN — I challenge the member for
Mordialloc to prove his calculations, because the
coalition increased funding to TAFE from $800 million
in 2010 to $1.2 billion in 2012. He is wrong.
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On the issue of Labor’s failure to appoint members to
boards, the membership of subcommittees at TAFEs
around Victoria, such as the audit and risk committees,
are down in some cases to one or two directors, leaving
TAFEs exposed to absolutely unacceptable risk. I again
refer to the findings of the Auditor-General, and this
time from last year. In his 2014 audit snapshot of
TAFEs, the Auditor-General stated:
Due to the financial challenges of the sector, strong
governance is required. Our audits found there is an
opportunity to improve risk management practices and
performance reporting to enhance the management and
oversight of TAFEs.

Labor is ignoring the Auditor-General’s advice through
its failure to appoint board members to manage these
risks, and now by throwing the principle of skills-based
boards on the scrap heap. It is leaving them exposed
and even more vulnerable through this legislation.
Those on the other side of the house are repeating the
same mistakes they made when they introduced a
contestable funding model and failed to adequately
equip the sector and adequately equip TAFEs to deal
with those changes, which then led to the problems that
TAFEs have found with financial sustainability.
In addition to increasing the minimum size of a TAFE
institute board from 9 directors to 10, adding
staff-elected directors and returning the chief executive
officer to the board of the institute, clause 5 of the bill
provides that at least half of the directors must be
appointed by the minister and that the remaining
directors must be appointed to the board by cooption.
This replaces the process of 2012 which saw the
minister appoint a number of directors after taking
advice from directors already appointed to the board.
Again we see a double standard here, as ministerial
appointments and those coopted by TAFE boards must
continue to bring knowledge or skills in areas like
management, finance or corporate governance.
Clause 6 also provides for the board to elects its own
chairperson.
Now Labor claims that these changes are restoring
power to TAFE but in fact they are cosmetic at best.
The reality is that the government will continue to
retain control of the boards given that the minister has
retained the power to appoint half of their elected
directors and has retained the right of veto to refuse to
appoint someone as chair that he does not like. The
boards are required, once they have elected a director as
chairperson, to notify the minister in writing of the
proposal to make that appointment. After receiving
notification from the board of the board’s intention to
appoint a chair, the minister has 20 days in which to
object to the appointment in writing. The minister has
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also retained the right to suspend or remove a
chairperson from office if exceptional circumstances
exist.
I have some concerns that this is an entirely subjective
issue since there is no definition given for what
constitutes an exceptional circumstance. The only
requirement of the minister is that he apply the
principles of natural justice. This means that the only
recourse for a director or a chair who is removed from
office by the minister is to challenge that decision
through the judicial system under the Public
Administration Act. I think that in reality it is going to
be highly unlikely that a director who has been
removed from office will go to the length or expense of
that process or expose themselves to the public nature
of it in order to pursue justice if they felt that there had
been wrongdoing. So the practical effect of these
changes is that the government can purport to give
TAFEs greater power and responsibility while
continuing to exert control over directors.
As I mentioned earlier, the bill also amends various
university acts in relation to the constitution of councils
of universities and makes related consequential
amendments. This will see one or more members
elected by and from the staff of the university and one
or more persons elected from the students at the
university. University councils under this bill will
return to a size of between 13 and 21 members, which
is very similar to the size they were prior to the
coalition’s changes in 2012. Councils will be composed
of the chancellor, vice-chancellor, the president of the
academic board or a substitute, at least four
government-appointed members and at least four
council-appointed members as well as elected staff and
students.
It is important to note that the reforms brought in by the
coalition in 2012 were welcomed by the vast majority
of Victoria’s universities. In fact they were made at the
request of a number of those universities. The changes
allowed universities to bring their university councils
down to a size that was in line with the norms of the
corporate world.
At the time the chancellor of Monash University,
Dr Alan Finkel, who I note last week or the week
before announced his retirement from Monash and the
fact that he is taking up a senior position with the
federal government — on which I congratulate him —
said that the changes would give universities greater
flexibility in their size and composition and ‘allow for a
healthy mix of skills’. Dr Paul Hemming, the
chancellor of what was then the University of
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Ballarat — now Federation University Australia — also
had no concerns. He said:
Staff and students will still be strongly represented on campus
through other means.
We have recently introduced a vibrant student senate, and our
head of academic board will still be a member of our council.

4907

proposition to sit on Friday in order to ensure that
debate time was not limited.
I conclude by saying that Labor’s record on TAFE is
getting worse by the day. It has dumped its promise to
invest an additional $1.2 billion into TAFE.
Honourable members interjecting.

The university also prides itself in having regular information
sessions between the vice-chancellor and staff members.

Nothing in the coalition’s 2012 reforms prevented staff
or students from sitting on their institute’s governing
body if they had the necessary skills or experience. As
the law currently stands, councils and boards decide
how they wish to engage their stakeholder groups, and
if they wish to recommend staff or students for
appointment, they are free to do so. This has
occurred — at Deakin University, for example, which
in 2013 expanded its university council to include staff
and student representatives.
I believe that in reintroducing the direct election of staff
and students to university councils the government has
failed to introduce measures to ensure that the size of
councils or the matters of the necessary skill sets or
conflict of interest issues do not compromise good
governance. The government could have opted, for
example, for elections to return a pool of candidates
from which a council could assess each candidate for
the most suitable match. That would have given the
opportunity for the government to deliver on its election
commitment but also to acknowledge and respond to
the concerns of universities.
Universities have a responsibility to ensure that they
have the right skills mix on their council. They need to
have a gender balance and include stakeholder
representation of, for example, Indigenous students or
staff or those from culturally and linguistically diverse
backgrounds. The universities now feel hamstrung in
considering these issues if a position is filled by direct
election.
Universities have reasonable, relevant expectations
when these organisation are dealing with billion-dollar
budgets and given they are responsible for the
education of thousands of students. I do think there
should have been more consideration as to the balance
of skills and the council’s role as the university’s
governing body.
The bill makes a number of other minor and technical
amendments to rectify several issues, including some
spelling mistakes, which I will not go into. I note that
this week the government rejected the opposition’s

Ms RYAN — I know those on the other side of the
house do not like to be reminded of this, but after the
half-yearly training market data was hidden for months
and then released, it showed that enrolments are now at
a five-year low. It has only taken a year — —
Ms Edwards interjected.
Ms RYAN — Just to remind the member for
Bendigo West — and this seems to be a message that
does not get through to those on the other side of the
house — it was those opposite who opened the TAFE
system to a demand-driven model, which tied funding
to enrolments.
TAFE’s share of the market has declined further under
this government, and that is in direct contradiction to
the minister’s promise that he would grow enrolments
in this state. Now, just to add one final plank to Labor’s
platform, it is weakening the governance and increasing
the risk for TAFEs and universities when those
organisations require stability. The coalition does not
believe these changes improve the governance of
TAFEs or universities.
In concluding, I refer to the comments of my Nationals
predecessor in this portfolio area, Peter Hall, the former
Minister for Higher Education and Skills, when he
introduced the coalition’s governance reforms in 2012.
At the time he said:
It takes very specific skills to oversee a large public
educational institution, and selecting people with the right
skills and experience to excel in the job is vital.
We believe local people with the right governance skills
should be on TAFE boards and university councils …

After three years, the coalition’s position has not
changed.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — It is a
pleasure to speak on this bill this afternoon and to
follow the member for Euroa, whose incredible
rewriting of history follows in the footsteps of most of
those on the opposition benches as they seek valiantly
to put a spin on their time in government. Try as she
will, there is no walking away from the fact that our
TAFE sector was extraordinarily badly served by a
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coalition government when coalition members were in
power.
In his second-reading speech the minister said — and I
will quote from his conclusion:
… the bill will amend the ETR act and the eight Victorian
public university acts to change the governance arrangements
for TAFE boards and university councils, to implement
election commitments to make them more democratic,
independent and representative of the communities they
serve.

In the current Minister for Training and Skills we have
a minister who has eloquently expressed exactly what
he is seeking to achieve with this bill: the
democratisation, the independence, the representative
nature of boards and the fact that boards are supposed
to serve the communities they work in.
The minister is of course very passionate. I remember
that word ‘passion’ in terms of a previous Minister for
Higher Education and Skills, Peter Hall, talking about
his passions, emotions and feelings. Yet those passions,
emotions and feelings did not stop him from gutting the
TAFE sector. We will not be lectured by the member
for Euroa, when Nationals members of Parliament sat
around the cabinet table and allowed the minister —
and I know he was awfully upset and on the brink of
tears — to go down the path of disadvantaging and
discouraging thousands of students and staff from
taking up TAFE courses and disenfranchising a whole
lot of people such as staff and students by preventing
them from being on the boards of their institutions.
It beggars belief that we should all feel sorry about
what happened in regional Victoria. I would like to
remind those opposite that they did this to regional
Victoria with the complicit agreement of members of
the coalition cabinet, including poor old Minister Hall,
the bleeding heart. In fact we know that those cuts to
regional TAFE probably hurt the regional areas even
more than they did in metropolitan Melbourne, where I
saw before my very eyes in my electorate the trauma
that the cuts have inflicted on a whole generation of
young people and their families. It is tragic.
Being on a board is a very important role to undertake,
and it comes with significant responsibilities. It is not
only about doing the work of managing the finances,
but is also, very importantly, about representing the
communities that the boards serve. I do not think those
opposite understand that communities and universities
have people with the skills to put up their hands and be
on these boards.
I resent the patronising tone of some of the
contributions of those opposite when a similar bill was
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in the house and again today. We have been told that
somehow students and university staff, people with
high Australian tertiary admission rank scores and
research backgrounds, are not sufficiently skilled and
not sufficiently independent in their thinking to make a
contribution to the boards of universities. I know last
time a similar bill was before the house there was some
alarm in the university sector about what the
government was doing — and rightly so. I went back to
the contribution to debate I made when the previous
incarnation of this bill was before the house. I referred
to an academic, Colin Long, who said:
The government’s changes to university governance
arrangements not only remove elected representatives —

God forbid, why would you want to remove elected
representatives? —
they provide the state government with unprecedented ability
to interfere in the running of universities.

That was the view of the university sector, and that is
why students, staff and university chancellors were
saying at the time to the previous government, ‘Listen
up. Take notice. We can run our boards. We can get
people on our boards from our own environments and
our own communities, people who have the skills, the
qualifications, the right attitude and the passion to make
a contribution to the running of universities and
TAFEs’. It was really appalling to think that for some
reason this was not acceptable to the members of the
then government. No, they wanted to poke their noses
in, point their fingers at and lecture the university sector
in that obsequious, patronising tone. They wanted the
sector to repeat their mantras about what was
happening in the training and university sector.
I do not blame the university and TAFE sectors for
putting up their hands and saying that they did not like
that, because at the same time those opposite were
ripping the guts out of both sectors. They had every
right to be alarmed and concerned about the way the
previous government was treating them.
One of the things that this bill does very well is it
makes sure that TAFEs are oriented towards the needs
of their communities. I have Chisholm TAFE in my
electorate. It is a very well-run TAFE due to the
expertise, I believe, of the CEO, who made some very
serious decisions when the cuts were imposed on her by
the previous government. She has tried to hold the ship
together as best she can. She has done a very good job
of that and has even made sure that there is some
selection of courses still being made available at
Chisholm. We have been very concerned that local
students have not been taking up these TAFE courses
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like they used to, so it was important that this
government sought to reverse that.
Irrespective of the attempts by the member for Euroa to
rewrite the former government’s history, the fact of the
matter is that with the TAFE rescue package and by
working collaboratively with the TAFE sector,
students, teachers and community representatives this
government is turning the TAFE sector around. We are
trying to get students back into these institutions, and
we are trying to support staff. The changes to the
governance arrangements will make sure that those
policies are in tune with what is needed to again make
the TAFE sector a really successful, enterprising,
dynamic and, more importantly, inclusive institution for
students to attend.
I want to draw attention to the fact that the university
sector is a very important sector. In fact I am very keen
on telling other people that Victoria is the smartest state
in Australia. We have some excellent universities, and I
agree with representatives of the university sector that
we have to make sure that our universities remain world
class. When the previous government was in power
there was an open letter of criticism indicating that our
universities are not in the business of selling education
and that they require representation by diverse
communities that have a real interest in the activities of
the university. The changes brought by the minister are
sensible and much needed. They will set the TAFE
sector on a course of being successful, inclusive and
representative in the future.
The bill represents another election commitment
delivered in the government’s first year of office. More
importantly it delivers improved governance
arrangements for TAFEs and university boards and sets
them up to succeed, and all Victorians want that to
happen.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. Having
dealt with the TAFE and university sector, from the
outset I wish to place on the record my congratulations
to board members and staff within those institutions on
their work. I will start by asking those opposite to tell
me and to tell Victorians which TAFE board is not
acting appropriately under the current regime and
legislation. Those opposite are quick to lecture, but they
will not stand up in this house and explain to Victorians
which TAFE boards they believe are not doing an
appropriate job.
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When the then opposition announced it was going to
make these changes I was in conversation with a
number of people who worked in and served on boards
in the sector, and these changes were met with dismay
by them. You need only look at the comments recently
made by representatives of the Victorian
Vice-Chancellors Committee, who said that whilst
there were a range of views on this, all universities
agreed that further state government intervention in this
area was unnecessary and undesirable. That is the
commentary coming from the university sector.
I will start by saying that the issue of governance is
critical in any organisation. The whole point of
governance is that you have people who sit on a board
determining policy, and then you have people who
work in the administrative wing of the organisation to
implement that policy. I make the point that that is
exactly what we are doing in this chamber. We are
elected officials developing policy for the state of
Victoria. Once Parliament enacts legislation, that
policy — now law — is handed to the departments to
implement. We do not have the secretaries of the
departments sitting in this chamber determining
positions on policy that affect their respective
portfolios. The Secretary of the Department of
Education and Training, Gill Callister, is not sitting in
this house determining policy; the policy is being
determined by us as elected members of Parliament.
That is exactly what we also see in local governments.
The CEOs of the local governments do not sit on the
council; the councillors make the policy decisions, and
the CEO implements the policies. With regard to health
boards, we have elected members of health boards, but
the CEOs of the respective health organisations does
not sit on those boards. So I ask this logical question: if
this government has seen fit to put the CEOs on the
boards of TAFEs and universities, can we then assume
that the CEOs of respective health organisations around
the state will also sit on health boards? I ask the obvious
question. If the answer is no, then why not? Why is it
okay for the CEO and staff in an education setting to sit
on a board, but it is not appropriate for the staff and
CEO of a health organisation to sit on its board? What
is the difference? The logical extension is to apply the
same logic to local government.
The reason we do not is that we know that once a CEO
is sitting on the board there is obviously an opportunity
for a blurring of the lines. Do not take it from me,
Acting Speaker, that that is something that may occur;
in fact that is something that did occur, and it occurred
in the TAFE sector. This was a matter dealt with by the
Victorian Auditor-General last year. It related to a
situation that occurred in 2008 under the former Labor
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government with respect to Box Hill TAFE. In the
situation at Box Hill the CEO sat on the board and had
voting rights while the board was making a decision
about the salary package of the CEO — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WAKELING — The comment was made, ‘The
CEO should have walked out’. What happened? I will
tell you what happened. A contract was negotiated with
the CEO, which was then handed to the minister’s
office to be ticked off. They sat around the table and
organised a side agreement with the CEO which
provided an additional four weeks of paid leave of
absence per annum after two years of service; one fully
paid overseas trip per year for self-directed professional
development; access to purchasing Box Hill-supplied
home office equipment at market value after five years
of service; in the event of the CEO’s retirement,
retention of his motor vehicle as a retirement gift; and
access to Box Hill’s IT systems and networks for a
further five years beyond the contract term and subject
to the institute’s network policy. In effect what
happened was that the board, in concert with the CEO,
came to an arrangement to provide the CEO with
conditions that went well beyond what was acceptable.
From a governance perspective where was the
separation? There was no separation because the CEO
was a voting member of the board.
In any other organisation you would have a board of
elected representatives making determinations of policy
and of the CEO’s employment. Separate to the
operation of that board you would then have an
appointed CEO who would be responsible for the
administration of that organisation and the appointment
of his or her directors. Accordingly they would then
employ staff within the state. That is what happens.
People think this is an absurd position, but that is
exactly what happens in the operation of the state. The
secretaries of the respective departments in this state do
not sit around the cabinet table. I am sure that the
Secretary of the Department of Premier and Cabinet
may well sit in the room providing advice — and I will
stand corrected by the minister at the table, the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing — but I am sure
that the Secretary of the Department of Premier and
Cabinet does not sit at the table of ministers, making
decisions about the operation of his or her department,
because under a governance arrangement that this
government has in place, and which has been the
practice of all governments, the policy direction is
determined by the board. In this situation the board
happens to be government ministers. That is exactly
what the issue is here.
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One needs to ask the logical question: what is it that the
boards of the respective universities and TAFE
institutions have done in the past 12 months, two years,
three years or four years to warrant the changing of
their board structure? If those opposite could stand up
in this house and roll out the litany of mistakes that
these board members have made which meant that the
only way to fix the operation of those boards was to
make the CEO and a staff member sitting on them a
requirement, then I would be interested to hear those
arguments. But we have not heard that from those
opposite because they know there is no logic to that
argument.
We do not have health representatives working in
respective hospitals sitting on the boards as of right, and
we do not have the CEOs of the respective health
organisations sitting on the boards as of right, because
they sit separately from the board. They provide advice
to the board, and they provide information to the board,
but ultimately the board makes the decisions regarding
governance. That is the clear reason, when you look at
this whole issue, that this has nothing to do with
governance, this has nothing to do with the operation of
TAFEs within the state and this has nothing to do with
the operations of a university within the state. In fact,
we had a previous speaker stand up in here and actually
praise her local TAFE. She did not stand up in this
house and talk about her TAFE in the sense that it
needs to change its board structure; she actually praised
her local TAFE. This has got nothing to do with the
operations of TAFE. This is pure politics. This is
clearly something for which the government cannot
provide an explanation.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am pleased to
rise to speak on the Education Legislation Amendment
(TAFE and University Governance Reform) Bill 2015.
The member for Ferntree Gully talked about political
legislation, but there was nothing more political than
the legislation the coalition introduced in 2012 that
changed the structure of TAFE boards and university
boards, changes that were purely and simply about
power and control of our TAFEs and universities by the
then government and nothing else — although there
might have been the issue of preventing CEOs, staff
and students from speaking out against the cuts that it
inflicted on our TAFEs; it might have been about
gagging them.
This bill is about democracy. It is about making sure
that those who are directly involved in the education of
so many young people — that is, the students and the
teachers at our TAFEs and universities — have a say in
the provision of that education. It is simply about
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reintroducing democracy into a sector that had been
forced into a situation where it had no control.
This bill also allows for a governance change that gives
back a voice to those who are invested in education, to
students and to staff. I acknowledge the work that has
been done over the past year of the Andrews Labor
government by the Minister for Training and Skills. He
has set about with great rigour repairing the damage
that was done to our TAFE sector under the Baillieu
and Napthine governments. This bill is just another bill
before the house that fulfils the government’s election
commitments. It restores elected staff and directors and
the CEO to TAFE boards, and as I said, in 2012 the
former government passed legislation that removed
elected staff, students and CEOs from TAFE boards —
a case of ensuring that there was no-one in the sector
who would speak out against the former government’s
$1.2 billion cuts to TAFE.
The former government also removed TAFE
supplementary funding and changed the funding model
so that they were paid as non-TAFE providers are paid.
It is no surprise that the former government was driven
by ideology and chose to prioritise commercial practice
and efficiency ahead of the educational and social
functions of TAFE. The TAFE sector is a public
education provider and cannot and should not be driven
on the basis of commercial factors alone. The
governance changes in this bill mean that TAFE boards
will remain fit to govern large public entities, and they
ensure that TAFE boards understand the issues
affecting staff, students and the community. Staff have
a significant interest in TAFEs, and decisions made by
TAFE boards should and must take into consideration
their views.
During my time in opposition and as the cuts to TAFE
by the former government began to hit home to staff
and students, there were many staff who contacted me
to raise their concerns, mostly anonymously because of
fear of retribution for speaking out, and then there was
the flow-on effect to the families of those staff
members who lost their jobs. I also remember being in
the house back on 20 March 2013, when Hansard
shows that former Premier Denis Napthine said:
We have rejected the recommendation to merge TAFEs in
regional and rural Victoria. I make it very clear that we have
rejected that recommendation, because I believe and the
government believes that having local management, local
input and locally based TAFEs is really important to make
sure those TAFEs deliver the right sort of training, that they
are in touch with local industry and that they provide the
training that local people need. We have rejected the
recommendation to merge country TAFEs.
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Then came the announcement of the forced merger of
the Bendigo and Kangan TAFEs. And what did that
mean for those TAFEs, apart from the fact that the
former Premier obviously could not lie straight in bed?
According to the 2013 Kangan TAFE annual report,
52 courses were cut; 157 staff were cut; students were
slugged with increased fees; there was a reduction in
investment in building repairs, maintenance and
equipment; there was a massive drop in student
numbers, with 65 fewer 15 to 24-year-olds and
165 fewer 25 to 64-year-olds enrolled; and both
campuses were operating in deficit.
Nevertheless, since coming to office one year ago the
Andrews government has been getting on with
restoring the damage done to our TAFE sector by the
Liberals and The Nationals. There has been a
$2.2 million boost to the Bendigo Kangan TAFE from
the first $20 million of the emergency TAFE Rescue
Fund; a $5.38 million back-to-work grant with exciting
partnerships with local health and automotive
industries; and the cuts that destroyed individuals,
families and TAFEs across regional Victoria are slowly
but surely being repaired. This bill is just another step
in that repair.
While those opposite might like to object to this bill on
the basis of the fact that it is actually just reversing
some legislation that it put in place in 2012 and making
boards across TAFEs and universities much more
democratic and giving students and staff a voice, the
fact is that the Andrews Labor government is delivering
yet another key election commitment to restore student
and staff representation on university and TAFE
councils and boards. It is what we said we would do,
and we are getting on with it. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. I will
preface my comments by saying that there has been a
bit of back and forth, a bit of counterclaim between
government and opposition, on who is to blame for
TAFE, which is a good reason we need a different
perspective in this place. It really is a pox on both their
houses when it comes to what has happened to our
TAFE system. I will get to that in a bit.
This bill amends the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006 in relation to the composition and means of
appointment of boards of TAFE institutes and councils
of universities. It will ensure that at least one elected
student and one elected member of staff is on every
university council and one elected staff member is on
every TAFE board, and a CEO. In addition, TAFE
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institute boards will be able to appoint their own
members and elect their own chairperson. The
appointment of board members will be in line with the
government’s commitment that 50 per cent of all
appointments to boards be women. The bill will make
other amendments to various acts in relation to the
constitution of councils and universities, and it will
make related technical and consequential amendments.
The Greens will be supporting this bill.
Back in 2012 the Greens opposed the then
government’s Education Legislation Amendment
(Governance) Bill 2012, which abolished staff and
student representation on university councils and TAFE
boards as well as abolishing the right of boards to elect
their own chairpersons. In Parliament Sue Pennicuik, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, raised serious concerns about this bill and the
increasing corporatisation and commercialisation of
universities and TAFEs. Those amendments to the
governance structures of TAFEs and universities acted
to reduce transparency and accountability and were
unnecessary, undemocratic and counterproductive.
Universities and TAFEs are not big businesses selling
education and research projects. They are some of our
oldest and most trusted public institutions, and their
autonomy is critical to the proper functioning of our
education system. While it is clear that higher education
and TAFE institutes are complex entities —
Ms Ryall — A lot of money.
Mr HIBBINS — that deal with large sums of
money, as pointed out by the member for Ringwood,
they also provide much more than that. They must
ensure that the education needs of students and staff are
met and are given consideration in any decision-making
process. It is absolutely vital that universities and TAFE
boards represent the diverse communities that have an
interest in their activities.
The best outcomes for our TAFEs can only be met by
having staff and student representation on the
governing bodies. It is a pity that the government’s bill
does not provide an elected student representative on
TAFE boards. It is also in the interests of universities to
have elected staff and student representatives on
councils.
Chris Nyland, an international business expert at
Monash University, has cited public concern about
regular reports of universities sacrificing standards and
English language requirements in order to attain
full-fee-paying international students. This is just one
example of the systemic problems caused by financial
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pressures, and it is a situation where staff and students
can be an important counter voice to those of others.
Staff and students should have the right and opportunity
to take part in governing bodies and to criticise the
functioning of higher education institutes, including
their own.
This reform of course is important because we need
strong and active voices in our TAFE system. This is at
a time when our TAFE institutes have had millions of
dollars cut from their budgets, which has resulted in
staff losses, campus closures and courses being lost.
This of course all began under the failed marketisation
policies initiated under the former Labor government.
Those polices have been an absolute disaster for TAFE
and for the vocational education and training (VET)
sector. It was not just an adjustment difficulty, as some
have tried to spin it, but a fiasco — an absolute fiasco.
These reforms that deregulated our VET system were
implemented in 2008 and turned it into a
demand-driven system and turned our vocational
education and training system into a market where
entitlements followed the student rather than having a
capped number of course places on offer. The big
question of course is: why? Why did we even need to
do this? That still has never actually been explained.
These changes led to a budget blowout, with a big jump
in the number of private providers and enrolments, with
some offering second-rate and low-quality
qualifications that would not even be recognised out
there in the workplace. What did the coalition
government do in response? It did not change the
marketisation approach and it did not reverse it; it threw
fuel on the fire by cutting hundreds of millions of
dollars from TAFE budgets. It put our TAFES, these
institutions that go to such great lengths to ensure that
they are providing courses for their communities, on an
equal footing with registered training organisations
(RTOs) — for-profit private providers, some of whom
are basically operating out of their bedrooms. These
RTOs are not putting in the same commitment to
course quality or their local communities.
Now, incredibly, this government is sticking to the
same policy — there is no change. It is incredible. This
policy has led to a massive shift of funding away from
our TAFEs towards these for-profit public providers. At
one stage TAFEs held 70 per cent of the market share;
that has dropped to well below 50. TAFEs were
formerly in a strong financial position; they are now in
a weak financial position. The federal government’s
VET FEE-HELP scheme has only added to the
problems. Every month we see examples of this
get-rich-quick scheme that our training system has
become — shonky operators and profit-driven
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providers are popping up to cash in on this
government-created market and signing people up to
inappropriate courses that the vast majority will never
complete, leaving them saddled with debt. These
providers are offering freebie incentives such as iPads
and laptops, using brokers to target vulnerable
communities and making off with taxpayers money and
not delivering what they are supposed to.
We had this happen in Prahran at our local public
housing estate. When I raised it with the Victorian
minister he said it was a matter for the federal
government and the federal regulator. When I raised it
with the federal regulator it said the RTO was not held
accountable because they used a broker. The system is
a mess, and there is no accountability. There is clearly a
business model that benefits for-profit providers, that
lifts course fees and that reduces training quality to
increase providers’ profit margins, some by well over
30 cent.
The government’s response has been to tip money into
regulating a broken system whilst having a funding
review, all the while sticking to this market-based
approach to vocational education and training funding.
The opposition, would you believe, is still sticking to its
failed policy, arguing that it was an adjustment that was
the problem rather than the marketisation itself, but the
TAFE Structural Adjustment Fund was not put in place
until 2013, two and a half years after the coalition won
office and one year after it announced its own cuts.
There was concern that the coalition did not get a good
TAFE story out there; that is because there was none.
The solution — the response to this crisis — is clear.
There is $1.2 billion of recurrent funding for vocational
education and training. The lion’s share — the
majority — around 60 to 70 per cent, must be returned
to TAFEs and be guaranteed to TAFEs. TAFEs must
be at the centre of our vocational education and training
system. The federal government must stop allowing
for-profit providers to access the VET FEE-HELP
scheme. It must ban the use of private brokers to sign
up students. Training quality must be mandated.
Subsidised courses must have a mandated number of
hours of course delivery to prevent RTOs from offering
courses in ridiculously short time frames or cutting
corners on practical course delivery.
Finally, we have the Victorian Training Guarantee,
which puts a limit on the number of subsidised courses
that a student can access at a qualification level,
meaning that students have to be constantly going up a
qualification, regardless of what type it is, in order to
access a subsidised course. Our workforce is constantly
changing. New industries are popping up and others are
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changing. It is imperative that workers are able to train
and retrain regardless of the level of qualification. The
Victorian Training Guarantee is placing a barrier and its
limit on subsidised places for students is placing a
barrier on workplace participation.
The Greens support this bill, and we welcome student
and staff representation back on TAFE and university
boards, but our TAFEs and our VET system are in
crisis. They cannot be fixed by tinkering around the
edges or regulating a broken system, but rather the
government has to change the system, end the failed
experiment with marketisation and restore funding for
our TAFEs.
In Prahran of course we have Melbourne Polytechnic.
Formerly Swinburne offered TAFE courses at the site it
now occupies. The cuts came in, and of course
Swinburne left. Melbourne Polytechnic has moved in.
It is focused on the creative industries. They offer good
courses down there, but like all TAFEs they are under
pressure. It is certainly my vision to see that campus
back up and running as a thriving centre for education
in Prahran. It will make the Prahran community all that
much better. The key is that we need to restore the
lion’s share of the $1.2 billion in recurrent vocational
education and training funding. We need to guarantee
that and restore that to our quality public TAFE system.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — The former
coalition government gutted TAFE. In my electorate it
cut $25 million in funding to the Kangan Institute, then
merged it with Bendigo TAFE. This was all about
gaming the system for political ends instead of
delivering what government should be doing in the
public interest — the greatest good for the greatest
number. And it could not have happened at a worse
time. This was when the Ford Motor Company
announced that it would end its manufacturing — and
that will happen in less than a year. Then Holden and
Toyota fell like dominoes. We had the then federal
Treasurer, Joe Hockey, taunting Holden, and since it
has gone. At the most critical time, when we needed to
have responsible government, to have a coordinated
strategy to deal with the three tiers of government and
to bring this to fruition, that is what the coalition
government did.
This is part of what happens when we have the
convergence of two coalition governments, because
then the federal coalition government cut the
automotive transformation scheme, so that denied the
industry another $800 million. The then federal
minister for industry made the point that the
government wanted to use the money for higher
priorities; yet we still have not seen that. So what does
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this aggregation of having two coalition governments at
the same time mean we have ended up with? We have
ended up with an area where we have the legacy of the
coalition government’s unemployment equal to that of
Greece, youth unemployment of more than 40 per cent,
twice as many Muslim families living side by side with
Christian refugees in the poorest community in the
state.
When the then Prime Minister, Tony Abbott, went to
the Australian Security Intelligence Organisation to do
a photo opportunity around national security, the media
actually focused on where the potential recruitment
hotspots were, and it showed up Campbellfield, which
is also the national headquarters of the Ford Motor
Company. So we have had this convergence of events
that needs to be addressed in the national interest. We
need enlightened federalism. We need an enlightened
way of coordinating the three tiers of government to
stop these situations occurring. If you will not do it
because it is in the best interests of the public and
because it is the right thing to do, and you want to be a
bystander on industries and jobs and not a participant,
you would at least think you would do it for national
security reasons. What higher priority is there?
The evidence is in; no-one has ever argued the case
against me. So we need to have this coordinated
strategy of enlightened federalism that actually looks at
how we can achieve these things. The federal
government has to actually want to be a participant
rather than a bystander — it needs to actually join with
all of the strategies the Victorian government has put
forward to address this. We need access to the money,
the $800 million, that has been taken away. We need it
to be put into the different programs, the job creation
programs and the bigger businesses that we can bring,
to actually help these communities. This is a critical,
vital and urgent issue, and it cannot just be played off
with wilful blindness or political bias, as it has in the
past. You cannot just say, ‘This is a safe Labor seat, so
goodbye and good luck’. We need a return to
responsible government, not just gaming the system for
ultimate ends, which has happened for too long and
which is no longer a viable proposition with the new
forces that we have to confront within the community.
I use this contribution to make this call to the Australian
government and to the new Prime Minister. I encourage
whoever is the next Prime Minister to look at
innovation and how we actually build community
industry and to take regional views into account. We
have Bill Shorten, who is out there first of all staking
out the ground for innovation. Now the new Prime
Minister, Malcolm Turnbull, says that he wants to be
part of this as well. There are opportunities, but TAFE
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is critical to this. It is critical to giving the key training
that we need to actually help participation.
When it comes down to it, one of the investments we
are going to have to make in how we deal with the
community is an investment in attitude, education and
opportunity. A job is one of the best antiradicalisation
strategies, and using and engaging with the community
is also one of the best national security strategies. I
think this is a wonderful piece of legislation. I support
this and all the efforts of the minister to try to fix this
sector.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015. The purpose of the bill is to make a
number of amendments to the governance
arrangements of both universities and TAFEs.
Specifically it seeks to undo important governance
arrangements in the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006 in relation to the constitution of boards of
TAFE institutes. It also seeks to undo important
government arrangements in various university acts in
relation to the constitution of councils of universities. In
addition, it also makes a number of minor amendments
to those acts.
I note that in 2012 the Auditor-General welcomed the
governance changes that were made in relation to the
governance of TAFE and their oversight and
accountability. Obviously that is something that is very,
very important. Interestingly this bill seeks to reverse
those changes. So on one hand you have the
Auditor-General welcoming the governance changes
that were made, and on the other hand you have this
government introducing a bill that seeks to reverse
those changes. One would have to question why. The
bill reverses those changes to governance and
re-introduces staff membership of TAFE councils and
student and staff membership of university councils.
Interestingly, but not surprisingly, when we look at this
government we cannot see a prerequisite skill other
than that people will be publicly elected. I have no
opposition to people being on boards or councils if they
have the appropriate experience and education in
governance and they have been seen to have applied
those skills previously. I do not have a problem with
people who can meet specified criteria, but in this
instance there are none.
In addition, what is lacking in the bill is clarification on
what constitutes a conflict of interest for a staff member
on a board. The government in all its wisdom will leave
it up to boards to determine what a conflict of interest
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is, so we may end up with a staff member who is also
involved in enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations or student contact hours on a board. At
what point must they declare a conflict of interest and
absent themselves from discussions?
Boards require requisite experience and knowledge in
order to ask the necessary questions of CEOs. The
Australian Institute of Company Directors on its
website talks about what corporate governance is. It
says it:
… encompasses the rules, relationships, policies, systems and
the processes whereby authority within organisations is
exercised and maintained.

Those are particular words, including that authority is
‘exercised and maintained’. My question is: if a CEO is
on a board, who is exercising and maintaining the
authority over the CEO? You could end up with a
situation where a CEO has authority and oversight of
themselves, and that does not make sense. It certainly
does not make sense in the world as we know it in
relation to governance. We can learn a lot from the
private sector both here and in the US in terms of the
development of governance and how it operates.
For the information of government members, a CEO
manages the operations of an organisation. They then
report to their board or council. How does that happen
when the CEO is a member of that board or council? I
do not know a commercial organisation in this country
that would say that is a good move. Where is the
accountability for a CEO who is a board member? I
would like to talk to anybody in the commercial word
who thinks that would be a good move.
On 14 November 2012 when the former government
brought the legislative changes into the house, which
were subsequently enacted, I said:
TAFE institutes and universities are complex
multimillion-dollar entities that require strong governance and
a broad spectrum of experience with significant depth to
make sure appropriate responsibilities and accountabilities are
applied.

Mr Richardson interjected.
Ms RYALL — I am quoting from my speech in
November 2012. I said:
It is time to move to modern governance models. The public,
knowing that billions of dollars of its money goes into
funding our educational institutions, expects strong
governance with highly experienced and qualified people
overseeing the stewardship of their funds.

Honourable members interjecting.
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Ms RYALL — It is interesting that those opposite
think that the oversight and authority being exercised
over billions of dollars in funds is a joke. I find it hard
to believe. I continued:
People expect a strong council or board to use its collective
experience and judgement in the administration of these
funds.
In relation to TAFE boards, it was Labor that made the
change to a competitive model …

Labor put TAFEs into the competitive world. It put
them into a commercial environment and said,
‘Compete’.
Ms Ward interjected.
Ms RYALL — I think I heard the member for
Eltham say they destroyed it in putting it out into the
commercial environment. What I find bizarre is that
TAFEs were pushed out into the commercial
environment and now the government is trying to
hamstring them again by putting on boards and councils
staff and teachers who do not have any of the requisite
qualifications under law in terms of governance. There
is no requirement in the bill for them to have that in
exercising their responsibilities on boards.
When Labor opened up TAFEs to commercial
competition it left them without any understanding or
knowledge of or experience in how to compete in a
commercial world. Organisations need to have strong
governance and systems and be nimble and efficient to
work in the commercial environment when they are
faced with competition. This did not occur, and TAFEs
were not given the tools by the former Labor
government — God help them! — to compete in a
commercial environment. Labor dropped them on their
faces, and the commercial realities kicked in.
Just as TAFE boards are now getting on top of learning
how to operate in a commercial world, and doing a
good job in being able to compete, this government
wants to put the chokehold back on them, to restrict
them and hamstring them again. It wants to wind back
the clock on governance processes and take TAFEs
back to a time when they did not have to compete,
when the reality is that they have to compete, because
Labor makes them compete. I am not opposed to
competition; competition is good. It helps people to
improve the way they do things, improve their
efficiency and get better outcomes. I have no objection
to that whatsoever, but to now hamstring TAFEs
through governance processes as if they were not
operating in that environment is just extraordinary.
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We only need to look at Labor’s history with its unions
to understand that governance and administration of
funds is not its strong point, and we are seeing that a lot
in the media these days.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms RYALL — The member for Melton is not
sitting in his seat, but he wants to make a contribution. I
am sure he will be welcome to do that at some point in
time.
The government wants to hamstring organisations that
have now developed and have the appropriate skills,
qualifications and board and council members. To undo
that work is nothing short of disgraceful, especially
when the Auditor-General welcomed the increased
oversight in governance. It shows how much Labor is
going backwards and taking Victoria backwards under
its watch.
This legislation is a step backward; it is not a step
forward. When trying to move our organisations
towards an efficient process where they can compete
effectively and where governance can be applied,
oversight and authority can be monitored and the
appropriate questions can be asked while making sure
that the funds of those organisations hit the mark and
their CEOs are accountable to boards, the only right
thing to do is to oppose the bill.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — It is a great pleasure to
stand up yet again — and I have lost count of how
many times I have stood up in this place in the last
12 months — to talk about our government delivering
on our promises and delivering for this community. I
want to set the record straight for the member for
Ringwood that it was her government, both B1 and B2,
or N2 if you like, that set about destroying TAFE with
the $1.2 billion cuts. The fallout from these cuts
continues today, and we are setting about rebuilding
this incredibly important infrastructure in TAFE.
Between 2011 and 2014 total state government
contributions to the TAFE sector declined by 36 per
cent. It is incredibly difficult for any sector to compete
with those kinds of cuts. TAFE institutes are now in
financial turmoil thanks to those cuts. The sector has
dropped from an operating surplus of $101 million to a
deficit of $72 million, a massive 166 per cent
deterioration.
Over the same time TAFE’s market share has
plummeted to 25 per cent of the total trading market
and there are 30 000 fewer government-funded
students, a 21 per cent decline. Yet those on the other
side of the house want to pretend that they did great
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things for TAFE. They did not. They should look at
what they did to TAFE, they should look at their
record, they should recognise the mistakes they made,
they should own them and they should set about joining
with us in working together to rebuild TAFE and give
our community, our students, our people the skills and
the training they need and deserve.
This legislation will amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 to ensure that there is one elected
student and one elected member of staff on every
university council and at least one staff member on
every TAFE board, along with the CEO. This is
important because TAFEs are not like hospitals, and I
am surprised that those on the other side are not able to
recognise that. It is especially important for a
community like mine. In 2012 this legislation came in,
and what happened in 2013? I ask the member for Yan
Yean: what happened in 2013 to our TAFE? What did
they do to our TAFE?
Ms Green interjected.
Ms WARD — They shut Greensborough TAFE.
That is exactly right. If there had been staff and student
representation on that TAFE board, they would have
been able to explain to the board the terrible mistake
they were making in shutting that TAFE, the mistake
they were making in my community and how they were
letting my community down. That was thanks to the
influence of the previous government.
Ms McLeish interjected.
Ms WARD — The member for Eildon asks what
we are doing about it. We are reopening it. If she
actually got herself involved in the community she
would see how hard we are working to reopen that
TAFE. That is exactly what we have been doing
throughout this year: we have been working with our
community. In fact we have been doing something the
other side does not know much about. Guess what we
have been doing? We have been consulting with our
community, we have been talking to them about exactly
what it is they want to see, what it is they want and how
we can create the best possible TAFE in
Greensborough.
We know exactly what to do, thanks to the input of
local residents, local students and local mums and dads,
principals and school council presidents. They all want
to know about the TAFE. They all want to participate in
reopening this TAFE. They all want to have ownership
of this TAFE. Why do they want that? Because they
want a TAFE. They want a TAFE for the community of
the north-east. They want to give their kids
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opportunities, they want them to have skills and they
want them to have training. This is something the
Liberal Party and The Nationals obviously do not
understand because they bleat on and on about how
fantastic they were in TAFE. Guess what? They were
not. They were not great when it came to TAFE. They
let down this community, they let down the people of
Victoria and they let down the people in the north-east.
They let down the people in the seat of Eltham. I
commend this bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to debate on the Education Legislation
Amendment (TAFE and University Governance
Reform) Bill 2015. The purpose of this bill is to make a
number of amendments to the governance
arrangements for universities and TAFE institutes. In
particular it seeks to amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 in relation to the constitution of
TAFE boards, to amend various university acts in
relation to the constitution of councils of universities
and to make a number of minor amendments to
facilitate this.
The main provision in this bill changes the way TAFE
institute board members are appointed, removed or
suspended. The bill also provides for the election of a
chair of a TAFE board. It gives the minister the right to
object before the appointment is made and gives the
minister and the board the power to remove or suspend
a board chair, with the minister to exercise that power
only in exceptional circumstances. This represents a
considerable change to board structures, and I think it is
the reason behind The Nationals in coalition opposing
this bill.
The bill also establishes two new categories of
membership on TAFE boards, providing that at least
one is an as-of-right elected staff position. It includes
the chief executive officer of TAFE as a full board
member with voting rights and increases the maximum
size of TAFE boards from 9 to 10 members. I know
there has been considerable debate about how boards
are structured and how they operate, and there are
certainly some concerns around the governance model
that is being applied with this bill.
The bill provides that at least half of the directors on a
TAFE board must be appointed by the minister in
addition to a minimum of one director, but no
maximum, to be elected by staff and the chief executive
officer. The remaining directors must be appointed to
the board by cooption. This replaces a process where
the minister appoints a number of directors after
considering advice from the board. This, too, is a
departure, and while I think its intention is well
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meaning and could work, there are some significant
risks in the checks and balances involved when
deciding who ends up being coopted to a board.
The bill sets out a six-month transitional period from
16 July to allow the new governance model to take
effect. Board positions will be extended until January
2017 to allow time for TAFE constitutions to be
redrafted and elections held. The bill also amends eight
university acts, allowing those universities to appoint
elected staff and student members on university
councils.
There is some comment that needs to be made, and it is
around the governance models that are used, the
governance models that work. The previous changes
made in 2012 were welcomed by the Victorian
Auditor-General as part of a suite of measures designed
to improve the accountability and oversight of TAFEs.
The government is moving away from a skills-based
model by reintroducing staff and student members to
university councils, with no prerequisite skills to
provide the mix that might be needed to effectively
govern these organisations.
There are also no clear guidelines around what
constitutes a conflict of interest for a TAFE institute
board member, and that is very significant. Those
guidelines are going to have to be developed, otherwise
I think we will find good people ending up in trouble.
Other than being bound by the standards set out by the
Victorian Public Sector Commission, the government is
leaving it up to individual boards to determine whether
a staff member will be required to declare a conflict of
interest or not. Again I think this is putting good people
at risk.
The government has also rejected suggestions from the
sector that candidates be filtered by a skills matrix to
ensure that they have the skills required. I do not think
the government’s claim that the bill makes TAFEs
more democratic by adding more control to TAFE
boards is necessarily correct. The control still lies with
the minister, who retains the right to appoint half the
board members.
It is fair now to talk about TAFE in Mildura.
SuniTAFE in Mildura is an isolated TAFE, but it is a
model for TAFE that has worked very well through
difficult times. SuniTAFE has campuses primarily in
Mildura and Swan Hill. I will talk about Swan Hill first
because the member representing that area is at the
table.
One of the things that TAFE has shown in Swan Hill is
its ability to be very much in touch with industry. It has
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the heavy automotive training area there, as well as the
steel fabrication facility. The heavy automotive area
deals with tractors and other machines and things that
are vitally important across the Mallee cropping areas
and some of the larger irrigation areas. It attracts
considerable enrolments not only from the local area
but also from beyond what would normally be
considered SuniTAFE’s catchment.
SuniTAFE is an example of a TAFE college that has
picked a niche area and delivered high-quality training
in a way that attracts students and competes effectively
against the private providers. It also teaches steel
fabrication, which is another well-considered course.
The other major campus is at Mildura. Again, although
it is isolated, it has to be very much in touch with the
industry it is servicing and the market and the
community it is servicing. SuniTAFE has done this
very well. This has put them in particularly good stead
to compete against the private sector in the courses that
it offers and the quality of the graduates it delivers.
There is no doubt that all of us have been concerned
over time with the variations in the quality and types of
courses offered and the outcomes delivered as the
private sector has become involved in training.
One of the strengths of SuniTAFE is in fact its training
reputation. It is a brand that has a solid reputation in the
Mildura region. When other training areas were off
chasing rainbows, SuniTAFE was training apprentices.
It stuck with its core business, and that has been
strongly recognised in Mildura. SuniTAFE has
weathered the storm of private competition particularly
well, and I congratulate it. That only occurs with a huge
team effort. It comes because its board is very much in
touch with its local community and its local industry
and it understands the needs and demands upon the
local economy. It has to have a CEO and staff who are
dedicated to the cause and a community that is
supportive. It has to compete in an environment where
its staff can be cherrypicked and it can be undercut, but
again, it is the reputation that will carry it through in
those difficult times when meeting competition head
on.
We have a lot to be proud of in the Sunraysia region
with our TAFE. I know it has had some interesting
times with the unbundling of training and then the
capping of training. SuniTAFE’s future lies in servicing
and understanding its community, and in taking up the
opportunities that will occur in the community — and
there are many in the Mildura region. There is still
considerable interest in irrigated horticulture; there is an
additional mine and a mine relocating. All of these offer
training opportunities for TAFE to be involved in, as
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they do for the private sector. They live and die by their
reputation to deliver what the community needs and
wants in this isolated environment which is
north-western Victoria.
This bill puts these things somewhat at risk with the
way that it fiddles with the governance model. The
current governance model has worked well in my
region. I have great concerns about the government’s
meddling with this model, because it is the key to and
the heart of a TAFE college’s survival in a competitive
market and in a community that demands that certain
skills be supplied.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the debate on the Education
Legislation Amendment (TAFE and University
Governance Reform) Bill 2015. This is a bill that yet
again delivers on an election commitment, an important
bill relating to the administration and governance of
universities and TAFEs in the state. It is an important
bill for students, and it is an important bill for equal and
fair representation. The bill restores student and staff
representation on university and TAFE councils and
boards.
Those of us on this side of the house value the input of
staff and students at education institutions across
Victoria. We value their ideas and we value their
feedback. We understand that for our educational
institutes to be the best, we must make decisions in the
best interests of students and staff and the TAFE and
university as a whole.
Just last week I had the great pleasure of bringing eight
students into Parliament House from the four secondary
schools in my electorate. These students make up the
Sunbury youth advisory council. They come from
Gladstone Park, Sunbury Downs, Sunbury and Salesian
colleges. They are talented, passionate students who
want to make a difference in their community.
In relation to the bill, I want to touch on the reasons we
formed the youth advisory council. For me it revolves
around the notion, the idea, of understanding young
people, helping young people to be the best that they
can be, and asking them what are the areas that matter
to them and how can they best buy into youth policy.
Since forming the youth advisory council the students
have met on a number of occasions and have shared
many great ideas. As I mentioned, last week they toured
Parliament House, and I thank Sarah for her tour.
I also thank the member for Yuroke, who has been
involved with the youth advisory council, and the
Minister for Youth Affairs. I know the minister met
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with the council and was certainly impressed by the
young people’s ideas and their passion.
On the way home from Parliament House I was quite
disappointed to hear some students saying they did not
really think politics had much to do with them, that they
did not think their opinions mattered. I told them that
nothing could be further from the truth, that they were
the next generation, that they were here to help shape
the future.
In the context of this bill I believe these are very
valuable lessons. This bill is designed to ensure that the
views of staff and students are central to the operations
of TAFEs and universities across the state, and
restoring their role as representatives on councils and
boards represents good governance.
We have already heard from a number of speakers on
this side of the house that unfortunately the former
government did not show respect to young people and
to staff when it abolished their representation on the
governing boards of these institutions. This bill reverses
that mistake and repairs the damage done by those
opposite. When we look at the damage done by those
opposite, we see that it has been absolutely astounding
and significant. TAFEs were forced into mergers,
campuses were closed, courses were cut, fees
skyrocketed, 3000 jobs were lost and there was a total
of $1.3 billion in cuts.
Higher education and vocational training institutes are
large, complex entities that are responsible for large
sums of money. While there must be concern with the
business and financial outcomes, they must ensure that
the educational needs and concerns of staff and students
are considered in their decision-making process, hence
the importance of this bill. Having staff and student
representation on TAFE and university governing
bodies will be fundamental in ensuring their role in the
decision-making process. These are people who care
greatly for the institutions in which they study and to
which they belong. In my view, and in the view of
members on this side of the house, they should be in
these positions so they are able democratically to have
their say.
The Andrews government has listened to university and
TAFE staff and students who feel their voices were not
being heard after the changes made by the former
government. This government understands that
decision-making authorities — from governments
themselves to boards, councils and local
organisations — are at their very best when they are
made up of a diverse group of individuals. Boards
comprising members of different ages, different sexes,
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different backgrounds and even different football teams
often result in the most robust and effective discussion
and in essence a greater decision-making process.
The previous government viewed staff and students as
merely special-interest groups. That is certainly not the
view of the current government. Their input is vital in
this decision-making process. This legislation will
ensure that these boards make decisions that are not
only in the best financial interests of the TAFE or
university but also in the best interests of all those who
are involved with a particular campus. With those
comments I commend the bill to the house.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. I want to
make some remarks around clauses 5 and 6 in
particular. They are the clauses that change the
make-up of TAFE boards. In doing so, I want to set the
scene as to the particular expertise I believe I have to
offer the Parliament in this debate.
I am a fellow of the Australian Institute of Company
Directors. To hold that designation I am required to
have had at least five years directorial experience with a
significant organisation. It is the highest level of
membership of the institute. I understand that I am the
only current Victorian MP with that designation. I am
also a graduate of the company directors course.
Twenty years ago I was the first Liberal elected to the
University of Melbourne council — the first Liberal
elected to the council in 20 years. I was a student
representative on the university council, so I have some
experience in what you can and cannot do as a student
representative.
Clause 5 increases the minimum size of a TAFE board;
provides that at least half the directors must be
appointed by the minister; adds a minimum of one
director or any other greater fixed number of directors
to be elected by staff; and adds the chief executive
officer of the institute to the board. I believe all these
provisions are flawed. They will not help to manage
TAFEs properly; in fact they will lead to ongoing
problems in the governance of TAFEs.
In terms of increasing the minimum size of a TAFE
institute board, I refer to the Victorian Ombudsman’s
report of December 2013 entitled A Review of the
Governance of Public Sector Boards in Victoria. It
states:
The size of a board is a key element of board composition …
Consideration should be given to whether boards with
membership over nine are appropriate.
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This bill sets the minimum at 10. These are big boards,
and big boards tend to lead to a few things happening: a
couple of directors will be passengers, a couple will be
pretty active and dominant and factionalism is created.
It is not a good model.

chief executive. That is always a difficult process —
and I think it would be near impossible if the chief
executive were a member of the board. That is setting
TAFEs up to fail, because they will not be able to get
rid of underperforming chief executives.

Then we come to the provision that at least half of the
directors must be appointed by the minister. People
might be a bit surprised by this, but I do not mind this
provision; it is all right. But having a minimum of one
director — it could be one, two or three — being
elected by staff members of the institute is a very
old-fashioned and discredited model of governance.
Current governance does not have representational
groupings on boards. The reason the institute of
company directors and other similar groups globally do
not support such election of interest groups is because
the board needs to act as one. These days boards do not
actually have votes; if you were a member of a large
company board, it would be extremely rare to have
motions put and people voting. People come to
consensus. Having elected members, whether they be
staff or students, does not enable that process.

The bill also makes consequential amendments to other
clauses, and one of them is around who is subject to the
skills test. When boards coopt people and when the
minister makes appointments there is a requirement that
consideration be given to knowledge in various
areas — in management, finance and corporate
governance; the normal things that you would
expect — but elected staff and elected student
representatives will not be subject to those skills
matrixes. That is a problem, and it goes against the
legal framework for board governance as set down in
recent High Court cases and other cases.

I have heard other members speak in their contributions
about having students on boards. As someone who was
a student representative on the University of Melbourne
council for two years, I genuinely do not think that it is
the most appropriate way to ensure that student
representation is effectively heard. No matter how
brilliant one is as the student representative, you are
only one person, and you only have one set of views. I
am sure those opposite would have a different view —
particularly given my politics and their politics — as to
the appropriate way to behave as a student
representative on a council board. Particularly in these
days of technology, there are many other ways to have
student voices heard without having one person elected
to a board.
Now I come to one of the really strong objections I
have to this bill, and that is returning chief executive
officers to institute boards. The most important job of a
board is to hire, review and in some cases fire the chief
executive. It is not considered good governance these
days to have the chief executive as a member of the
board. Boards need to spend a lot of time thinking
about what their role is and what the role of the
executive is. One of the most common things you see
across all sorts of boards, whether they be profit,
not-for-profit or government, is confusion on the part of
directors as to their role and the division between
executive and board roles. Having a chief executive on
the board does not help that. It certainly does not help
when you have an underperforming chief executive. I
have been in situations where we have had to fire a

Fundamentally the current law is that a director of an
organisation must be able to read a balance sheet.
Everybody has to be able to. It is not just the finance
guy or the finance woman; everybody on a board has to
be able to read a balance sheet. That is what the law
says. Under the bill the staff and student representatives
are not subject to that requirement, yet they are subject
to that aspect of the law, and this bill is flawed because
of that.
The final thing I want to talk about is that this bill
removes from the minister the right to appoint the chair
of TAFE boards. Evolving governance means that the
chairs of boards are getting more and more powerful.
Electing the chair is certainly not something that the
TAFE board should be doing The minister is giving up
a key lever of power in not being able to appoint the
chairs of TAFE boards. The relationship between a
chair and the CEO is a profound and fundamental
relationship for good governance. I personally think,
and the government has been strongly advised, that it
should have kept that power. For all of these reasons I
join with my colleagues in advising the house that I will
be opposing this bill.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to speak on the Education
Legislation Amendment (TAFE and University
Governance Reform) Bill 2015. It is an important bill
that not only delivers on a Labor election commitment
but also restores the balance in terms of the make-up of
governance for TAFEs and universities back to that of
the previous model, putting it on par with various states
across Australia. It goes without saying how important
the TAFE sector is for our community. As members in
this place will know, across Victoria and across my
area in the south-east of Melbourne TAFE is
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fundamental to skilling not only our young people but
also young people who might be transitioning out of a
particular industry. In particular in my area employees
in the automotive industry and the component part
manufacturers, who are subject to an uncertain future
over the coming years, in the future may very well be
relying on our TAFE sector to re-skill and find their
next job.
It is important to put into context the comments of the
lead speaker for the opposition, the member for Euroa,
who tried to rewrite history in suggesting that the
$1.2 billion worth of cuts to the TAFE sector just did
not happen, that they were some sort of mythical
creature that came out of nowhere. That is not what the
Victorian people concluded at the ballot box in 2014. If
opposition members do not believe me, they should go
to the Liberal Party’s own party review entitled Good
Government for Victoria — Review of the 2014 State
Election. Produced in July 2015, this document tried to
look at what went wrong over that period of time.
Under the heading of ‘Policies’ — and it is a bit lean
under that heading; I think there is about three-quarters
of a page — it comes to a section that says:
Some decisions, however, aroused active opposition which
became significant in the campaign, foremost among these
being the TAFE decisions of the first budget and the
unresolved industrial disputes.

That puts it in black and white. The coalition’s own
review acknowledges that the savage cuts in its first
budget were one of the fundamental reasons it lost the
election. If the member for Euroa, as a former advisor
to former Premier Baillieu, does not understand that,
then what hope do members on that side have of ever
coming to terms with their callous decision to butcher
TAFE over their term of government? If they cannot
come to terms with that now, they never will.
But the opposition’s failure goes a little bit deeper. I
was doing a bit of a fact-finding mission, and I think I
have cracked the code. I have come up with the reason
the coalition in government put forward its legislation,
the Education Legislation Amendment (Governance)
Bill. It is a question of timing and a question of history.
That bill came before the house towards the end of
2012, pre-Napthine but during the dying days of the
Baillieu government. At the time, as the Liberal Party
review concluded, it had lost the election potentially in
mid-2012. But in the frenzy to try to stifle any
opposition voices to the then government’s damaging
and destructive cuts and its erroneous policies, it tried to
take people off these boards who held the view that the
hundreds of teachers lost at Chisholm, the thousands of
teachers and educators who had been looking after
students across the sector for many years, might have a
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representative on the board who would voice their
opposition to that.
So in the callous, dark days of the Baillieu government,
what did it do? It concocted this legislative change to
try to stifle opposition voices. That is what I meant
when I said ‘cracking the code’. That is exactly what
the former government’s bill was about, because it went
far beyond anything that any other state has done. With
this bill the balance, as was reported in the Australian
newspaper, will be restored and Victoria will be on a
level playing field with other states and territories.
We can talk about governance and we can dance
around the issues, but the fundamental thing was those
changes, those cuts — a decision of the first Baillieu
budget — were the overarching reason why TAFEs
were under that kind of pressure.
Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I draw your attention to the content of the
member for Mordialloc’s speech. He has strayed quite a
bit from the bill and he has confused two issues: the
former government and this issue of governance.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! My understanding is that he is responding to a
previous speaker in terms of the context of this bill.
Mr RICHARDSON — I am happy to provide my
speaking notes to the member for Eildon if she is up
next and wants to have a bit of a history lesson, because
what her mob did was an absolute disgrace to our
TAFE sector. In terms of the context, the opposition
can dance around all over the issues and dance around
the fact that it cut TAFE and cut the sector. If the
member for Eildon wants to talk about governance, I
will ask: why was there an open letter from the
universities? How many are listed on there? Not 10, not
50 — I reckon about 500. Why did they put forward to
her minister and government that they opposed that
bill?
Mr Morris — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the use of props is outlawed under Rulings from the
Chair, and I ask you to enforce that ruling.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I think it best that the member for Mordialloc
not raise that again, unless he is tabling it as a
document.
Mr RICHARDSON — In conclusion, the
governance changes that this bill makes restore the
balance and fulfil an election commitment that we
made. You cannot get away from the fact that you do
not let Liberals and you do not let Nationals anywhere
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near the TAFE sector. Everyone in the industry knows
that. We all know that, and we are restoring the balance
and protecting TAFE into the future for Victorians as
they try to upskill and transition into industry.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE
and University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. I, like
others on this side of the house, am opposing this
legislation. The purpose of the legislation is to amend
the governance structures of boards of TAFE institutes
and amend various university acts in relation to the
constitution of university councils, and of course as
often happens with a bill like this, there are a lot of
minor amendments that go with it.
I spoke on the coalition’s bill in November three years
ago, which was the Education Legislation Amendment
(Governance) Bill 2012. I understand that this bill
results from a Labor election commitment, in particular
to restore student and staff representation on university
councils and TAFE boards. One could say this is
payback for the work that the unions did for Labor
during its term in opposition and for helping it with the
election. In a general sense this bill is about undoing the
reforms that we put in place that were there to
strengthen the governance of the education and training
sector.
I want to draw the attention of members to the fact that
Labor has been in power in this state for 12 out of the
last 16 years. It is a long stretch to try to blame any
failings in the TAFE and university sector on us when
for the lion’s share of that time it has been in the
domain of governments under Labor, which is now
claiming that it looks after TAFE. If Labor members
check history carefully, they will find that this is not the
case.
I want to put a bit of context around this bill and around
governance. What are we talking about when we talk
about governance? We are talking about leadership —
those at the top level of the organisation and its
governing body. It is about directing, controlling and
exercising the powers of senior executives and the
boards in those organisations, and there are structures in
place and there are systems and relationships in place
that are important in making this happen.
I am sure everyone would agree that good governance
is important. What we are disagreeing about is what
good governance actually is. Governance is focused on
performance and relevance. Boards or councils look
very carefully at the performance of their
organisation — a university or a TAFE college — and
they also look at the relevance of that. I think the
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premise of good governance is that it will also bring
about good performance. This has been evident in
many cases, because when you see an organisation that
is failing or doing poorly, that can be turned around
when there is a change in the make-up of the board or
sweeping changes are introduced. We have seen that in
a number of instances where an organisation has been
struggling but change at the top has resurrected it and
brought it back to being a success.
Some members in this house may know of the book by
Bob Garratt called The Fish Rots from the Head. This
book is a particularly good read; it is about developing
effective board directors. When we look at boards and
organisations that have struggled, we need only look
back to that director level. I am very concerned that
with the weakening of the legislation in this regard, the
Labor government is setting up TAFEs and universities
to fail.
One of the other elements of good governance is having
the best possible mix of board members. That is really
crucial for good governance and performance. I think it
is understood that you need a mix, but it is about how
that mix is put together for the best interests of that
organisation. I want to draw the attention of the house
to a report by the Ombudsman of the review that he did
on the governance of public sector boards in Victoria,
dated December 2013. The report talks about risk, it
talks about accountabilities and it talks about the
relationship between the board and the CEO. That
relationship is fundamental to good governance.
An issue that was raised consistently by witnesses in
that review was the inadequate definition of or
separation between what the CEO does and what the
chair of the board and the board do. Clarity around that
is essential because there are large differences between
a board and the CEO, and it is important to know who
does what. It is also important to understand that the
CEO is answerable to the board. Within that is the
knowledge and the understanding of the difference
between setting a strategic framework and undertaking
operational work.
We know that modern institutions need to have a
contemporary structure, and that is also about size. We
know that the larger the board or council, the less
productive it can be. We are looking at a proposal that
boards or councils will have between 10 and
15 members, and with that number we are starting to
lose a little bit of focus. As the member for Ripon said,
some members of the board will be sitting there as
passengers, others will dominate and others will try to
chip in where they can. The larger the board, the less
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productive it is going to be and certainly the less
effective it will be.
We also know that modern institutions need to be
accountable and effective. They need to deliver on what
they are supposed to do, and they need to compete for
market share. This is what we tried to set up with the
reforms that we made. When we were in government it
was no secret that TAFEs were floundering. Is it any
wonder? If we look back we will see there were some
changes made to the TAFE sector well before we were
in government which looked at deregulating it. One
union said — and I am happy to table this document —
that thanks to the changes made by the Labor
government there were higher fees and abolished
concessions. It also said that this meant borrowing
money and going into debt. The union thought that
people needed skills and not debt, opportunities and not
loans. The campaign was called TAFE4ALL, and it
was directed at the member for Bendigo East in her role
as minister. The document says, ‘Jacinta, you are
pricing TAFE out of our reach’. Those over there who
believe that the changes were made and the failings of
TAFE happened under our watch are quite misguided,
because we know the changes were introduced under
their watch. I am very happy to put this document
before the house.
We had to make changes. One of the changes we made
was about governance, because by deregulating the
sector Labor left a number of the TAFE boards
floundering. They did not know what to do. They did
not have the skills or the expertise. A lot of them were
left high and dry. They did not know how to compete in
the business world. They did not know how to grab that
extra market share. The competencies of the boards
were perhaps lacking and deficient. But we saw
different responses across the system. Some TAFEs did
well, and others really struggled. Some had the
entrepreneurial skills, the marketing skills and the
business acumen required to thrive, but others did not.
The changes that were made around board membership
were to facilitate a stronger governance model to help
the TAFE sector get back on its feet.
A key change was the removal of as-of-right
appointments of staff and students to the boards, and
that is what is being rolled out here. The ALP sees this
as being more democratic and more representative. The
coalition sees these changes as being regressive in
nature and posing a risk to the structures by weakening
them. Again this is about setting them up for failure,
just like it was when the member for Bendigo East was
the minister at the time.
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Another concern I have is with CEOs having full voting
rights on boards, because conflicts can arise. CEOs do
need to leave the room at times, and you have to have
the culture in place so that they do, otherwise the CEO
will remain in there. I have seen instances where a CEO
has been present when board members have been
discussing their remuneration, and not just their
remuneration but also extension of their tenure. That is
really inappropriate, because board members cannot
have an open and honest discussion, and it is extremely
difficult for a member to raise such a matter.
Also one board position, possibly more, will go to
elected staff. Regardless of their competency level, it
will just be who is most popular or who is the union
person who is being put up. I do not believe that this is
the best way to restore what is being called the voice of
the students and the staff. There are many other ways
you can do this — for instance, through steering
committees and through subcommittees. You can
coopt. A good board knows how to get the
understanding of what is happening out there from the
students. They know how to harness that information,
and they know how to harness that of the staff as well.
There are many ways that good boards do this. If you
look at corporate boards, you see that they do this every
day, because they have to be in touch with their
stakeholders, whether those be the customers or
business partners. They have to know how to put
themselves in the best position going forward. I think
the loss of those sorts of skills is not perhaps
positioning TAFE in the best way, and I am really
disappointed that this bill is as it is, because it weakens
the structures in place.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — Where do I
start? My God! I could go on for a very long time on
this bill, but I will not. I will keep my remarks very
brief, understanding that we want to get through the
legislative agenda for the week.
Mr J. Bull — Good boards.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — I say to the member for
Sunbury that I will tell members about good boards —
absolutely. I am proud to say that this is yet another
election commitment that this government is delivering
on. On Sunday, I think it is, we clock up 365 days — a
year — and I think I have said that phrase, ‘election
commitments’ in the chamber about 20-odd times at the
very least. This bill restores what was good practice and
what was removed by the then government and now
opposition. As we have heard, it adds a staff member as
a director and the CEO to the TAFE boards; it removes
the requirement for the minister to approve board
nominees; it allows the TAFE boards to directly elect
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their own chairperson, with the ability for the minister
in exceptional circumstances to remove that
chairperson; it brings democracy back to universities
through the election of a student and staff representative
to the university boards; and it makes a few other
technical amendments to the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006.
This bill is important for a number of reasons. The key
one is that it represents an election commitment that
was thought out properly and taken to the Victorian
community and voted on by the Victorian community.
Number two is that the bill restores more independence
and better governance to TAFE and university boards.
You always achieve better governance when you allow
a board to have a say in the election of its own
chairperson. You always achieve better governance
when the key stakeholders of staff and students have a
say at that high level — on the board.
Opposition members have some cheek in going on
about TAFE, as I have heard them do in their
contributions. We have heard the statistics before —
about the $1.2 billion cuts, about staff cuts, about
courses being cut and about campuses being shut. But it
is more than that. This is an ideological position of
those opposite. Those opposite talk to us about union
paybacks, but they are ideologically driven to get rid of
any trace of employee participation in any of the
systemic governance structures of this community —
anywhere. They just want to get rid of them. This is the
same party which, at a different level of government,
wants to charge $100 000 for university degrees. This is
an ideological position which has nothing at all to do
with governance.
What smacks of elitism for me is the theme coming
from those on the opposite side — that people who are
elected are not fit to run an organisation. That is
effectively what they are saying — that the democratic
process does not throw up people who are competent.
What are the members opposite doing here, then? They
are here by virtue of the same process of election. They
are here by virtue of the democratic right of the people
to vote and put them here. This is exactly what we are
trying to bring into major institutions in this state. It is
elitist to think that the only people competent to run a
TAFE or university are those people who have had 30
years experience in one of the big four accounting
firms. Absolutely there is a place for them —
absolutely — but there is also a place for key
stakeholders who are elected to those boards. That is
how local governments run, and it is how this
Parliament runs. Through this conversation we have
made very clear that universities and TAFEs will be
required to provide a minimum standard of training to
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their directors to enable them to fulfil the functions they
have as directors.
I will address one last point before I conclude my
remarks — that is, that those opposite seem to have
created a division between those who are competent
and those who are elected. People can be both. Those
who are elected can be competent, and in fact this bill
addresses that very directly. In the current legislation
the board must have two people who have financial
expertise and one person with commercial expertise.
The bill we are introducing enables the requirement in
the existing provision to be fulfilled through both the
government and council appointees to the board;
currently the only avenue to fulfil that requirement is
through the government appointments. We are
therefore addressing the issue of financial and
commercial expertise.
I will wind up by saying that for me this bill is
absolutely key. Staff and students are among the most
important stakeholders of these institutions. If they do
not get a guernsey at the board level, the institution is
poorer. This is a far superior model. Also I ask those
opposite to reflect that what is uncomfortable for them
about this bill is the sense that it is allowing free choice
and democracy in institutions such as these, and that is
an appalling reflection on and criticism of them. This is
a great bill, and I commend it to the house.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I rise to speak on the
Education Legislation Amendment (TAFE and
University Governance Reform) Bill 2015. The bill
reforms the governance arrangements for TAFE
institutes by adding a minimum of one staff-elected
director; adding the CEO of each TAFE institute to its
board; increasing the minimum size of a TAFE institute
board from 9 to 10 directors to accommodate these
additional members; removing the requirement that the
minister approve board nominee directors and
empowering TAFE institute boards to directly co-opt
these directors; and removing the power of the
Governor in Council to appoint TAFE institute
chairpersons and empowering TAFE institute boards to
directly elect their own chairpersons. These
amendments ensure that TAFE institute boards consist
of directors drawn from those that can, and should,
have a valuable say in the way TAFE institutes are
governed.
In Geelong we are very proud of our Gordon TAFE, a
great institution since 1888. Under the previous
government we watched as Gordon TAFE was stripped
bare. The $1.2 billion in cuts had a devastating impact
on training across Victoria. The Gordon provides a vast
range of training options, particularly for retrenched
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workers. It provides opportunity for over
25 000 students. It gives working people access to
education, and that is what we are all about —
providing everybody with access to education. The
Gordon has been helping people to gain real skills and
real jobs for 125 years.
Teachers and students protested the previous
government’s cuts to show how important the Gordon
Institute is to the people of Geelong. The Geelong
community was strong in its belief that local board
representatives chosen at a local level are important for
good governance. Representatives with a range of
expertise make for good governance and provide
balance to the board. Prior to 2010 we had a vast range
of people from all areas of our community on the
Gordon TAFE board, including representatives of the
trade union movement, who unfortunately were
removed from that board after the 2010 election. It is
important that we have good representation on boards
such as that of Gordon TAFE, for example, because it
gives balance. It gives a broader view, and the expertise
and knowledge is provided not only by those in finance
and such areas but also by working people, by teachers
and by people who know what needs to happen on the
floor. Staff representatives can share their expertise and
provide good feedback. I am pleased that we will give
back the voices of those people, particularly the staff,
who are committed to ensuring that their students get
the best possible education and training.
The Andrews government started immediately to save
the TAFE system with its $320 million TAFE Rescue
Fund. This was important for communities like
Geelong. As I said, our TAFE was on its knees. It is
now climbing back and providing outstanding services,
particularly for retrenched workers, who as we know
face a difficult time in Geelong. The training packages
that are coming online are going to benefit those
workers to retrain after they are retrenched from the
likes of Ford. We have already lost workers at Alcoa,
obviously, so retraining at Gordon TAFE gives them
opportunities to get back into the workforce.
The bill also reforms the governance arrangements for
the eight Victorian public universities by restoring a
minimum of one elected staff member and one elected
student to each university council and by increasing the
minimum size of a university council from 11 to 13.
Again, it is important for our local community to have
representation on the likes of the Deakin University
board. Deakin University was the first regional
university, established in 1976, and we are very proud
of it as well. It has been doing some amazing work, not
only in terms of the usual run-of-the-mill university
courses but also in terms of modern technology,
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modern jobs, clean jobs, clean energy and carbon fibre
technology — the list goes on — and Deakin is very
much entrenched in that modern technology.
It is very important to have balanced representation on
the council to ensure that the people of Geelong and the
people of Victoria have access to a good university that
is well governed and knows what it is doing because of
the expertise on the council.
These reforms will be supported by a number of key
safeguards to ensure the continuance of good
governance for TAFE institutes and universities. These
educational institutions are valuable resources within
the Geelong community, and we want them to work
well. I am proud that the Andrews government has
identified the need for this legislation and has acted on
what the local community needs and wants in terms of
strong representation. I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PAKULA
(Attorney-General).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance).
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
on behalf of the coalition to open debate on the
Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015. Before I get
to my commentary on the bill I first of all want to
acknowledge the briefing that was provided by the
minister’s staff and commission staff a couple of weeks
ago, which was comprehensive and informative. I also
want to acknowledge the courtesy of the Leader of the
House in allowing this bill to be brought on now rather
than, as was anticipated, sometime tomorrow when,
because of personal circumstances, I may not have been
able to attend. I acknowledge those two aspects.
Turning to the bill itself, in physical terms there is not
much to it. In terms of clauses that are worthy of
consideration, clauses 1 and 2 really do not require any
debate, and neither does clause 7, which is required as a
consequence of the effect of clauses 3, 4, 5 and 6, nor
clause 8, the repeal clause. That essentially leaves us
with four clauses of interest to the house.
Of those four clauses, the only one that adds to rather
than takes away from the bill is clause 4, which is about
providing indexation. There is in the act provision for

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT BILL 2015
4926

ASSEMBLY

an amount of $32.50 to be paid to persons who are in
supported accommodation. That was introduced in the
changes made by the coalition in 2013. The intention
was that that be indexed. I understand that as a result of
a drafting error those indexation provisions did not find
their way into the final bill that came before the house.
This clause will correct that drafting error and
implement that provision retrospectively to
20 November 2013, which is the commencement date
of the amending act.
The remaining three clauses of interest — clauses 3, 5
and 6 — essentially wind back some of the changes
made to the act in 2013. They are all different, but what
they have in common is that they wind back some
changes that were made as a result of legislation
brought before the house in, I think, October 2013.
Clause 3 repeals section 46A(2C) and (2D), which
enabled the commission, with the approval of the
minister, to implement guidelines that enabled the
American Medical Association guide to be amended.
The American Medical Association guide is used to
assess the degree of permanent impairment. Those
provisions were put in as a response to a Supreme
Court decision in, if I recall correctly, 2010, which had
an impact on the way the guide was interpreted. I will
come back to that in quite some detail in a little time.
Clause 5 repeals section 93(2A) of the principal act.
That section effectively limits the liability of the
commission in relation to common-law damages for
mental injury if there is driver negligence or an
attempted suicide. Changes of this nature were also
considered to be contentious at the time because of a
campaign run by emergency services workers. The
claim was that by changing the Transport Accident Act,
as was proposed in 2013, they as first responders would
not be able to make claims for any mental injuries that
they may suffer when attending transport accidents in
the course of their duties. That was simply not true.
When I reviewed the file from the bill some weeks ago
it was certainly the subject of much press comment and
many false accusations, but it was ultimately untrue. It
was unfortunate that that campaign to some extent
rather took over the issues that were being addressed by
the original legislation.
Clause 6 repeals section 93(17A) of the principal act.
That section inserted a definition of severe long-term
mental or severe long-term behavioural disturbance or
disorder for serious injury. The bill proposes to remove
that provision retrospective to 16 October 2013.
As I said, the bill does one constructive thing, and
depending on where you stand the other three could
easily be construed as destructive. My view, and the
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view of the opposition, is that a compensation scheme
of the nature of the Transport Accident Fund needs
clarity, and it needs to ensure consistent treatment no
matter who the claimant is. Unfortunately you do not
tend to get that consistency of treatment when each case
is litigated individually through the courts. That is not a
criticism of the courts; it is certainly not at all surprising
when you have an enormous variety of circumstances
and an enormous variety of people interpreting on the
bench. It is entirely reasonable that you will get
different interpretations. But in the context of a
compulsory scheme which is intended to treat every
claimant consistently, you do not always get that result.
These sorts of things should be straightforward; they
should not be a lawyers picnic. If we look at the
circumstances of 2013 when the bill was brought before
the house, we see there were some 1735 active claims.
The law firm Slater and Gordon handled 521 of those,
which is 30 per cent of the total number of claims.
Maurice Blackburn had some 264 of those 1735, which
is 15 per cent of that work. Transport Accident
Commission WorkCover work, similar work, is
potentially highly lucrative, given the nature of it, so
when we were debating the original bill those firms and
some of their colleague firms were closely interested in
the outcome, to say the least.
Of course it is not only of interest to the principals and
shareholders of those firms, because in the four years to
2012 we saw Slater and Gordon donate a total of
$256 315 to the Australian Labor Party, $32 350 of
which went to the federal party and some $223 965 to
the state party. In a slightly different vein, in the same
period of time Maurice Blackburn donated a total figure
of $182 900. The federal Labor party did a little better
over that time, with $130 609, and the state party
gained $53 300. A cynic might say that not only do the
principals have a strong interest in the continued
profitability of the plaintiff law firms, but those who
benefit from their largesse — —
Mr Pakula — But you wouldn’t say it, would you?
Mr MORRIS — No. I have been called many
things, Attorney-General, but rarely have I been called
a cynic. But certainly other parties might have a strong
interest in their profitability.
I will return, as I indicated I would, to the issue of the
case back in 2010. Without going into the specifics of
that case, it revolved around spinal injuries, and
obviously the area of spinal injuries is a complicated
one. To someone with my very limited medical
knowledge it is perhaps even more complex. The
document that I am using as a basis for my remarks is
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the Proposed Spinal Impairment Guides Modification
Document — Regulatory Impact Statement, dated July
2014, issued by the former government, which comes
back to the modification to the American Medical
Association (AMA) guide that I referred to earlier.

claimants to have one or more fractures in their spine.
This document refers to torsional forces, such as one
motor vehicle hitting an immovable object, but with
two motor vehicles colliding the force is obviously
enormous, so it is not surprising.

Once the Transport Accident Commission (TAC)
receives a claim, the injured party can also apply for
additional compensation depending on the severity of
their injury. How that is assessed is critical. Two
particular impairment benefits are paid when there is a
whole-person impairment of greater than 10 per cent
and common-law damages apply. A person injured in a
transport accident can only recover damages if they
have sustained an injury that satisfies the criteria of
serious injury. Serious injury requires a whole-person
impairment of at least 30 per cent. Then you go into the
third area of income benefits and the threshold at which
income benefits will conclude, which is normally after
three years; to go beyond the three years you need a
whole-person impairment of 50 per cent.

In terms of the Supreme Court case, the impairment
assessment of the multiple fractures was considered or
was dependent on the clinical assessment of medical
examiners as to whether or not those multiple fractures
represented multiple levels of structural compromise —
in other words, in terms of the degree of disability. The
claimant in the particular case sustained an injury to the
lower part of the back. When X-rays were done, no
spinal fractures were detected. A subsequent CT scan
detected fractures of three lumbar vertebrae, but the
impairment examiners agreed there was no basis for the
spinal injury to fall into DRE IV category for the loss of
motion or loss of structural integrity.

Can I say, when you are working through documents
like this and having these sorts of discussions, the
language is technical and quite often it does not sound
as if you are talking about people. It is always very
important when we are having these sorts of debates
and considering these sorts of issues that no matter how
complex the arguments, the bottom line for all of this is
individuals and the sort of support they get. But it is
important at the same time to make sure that people are
getting the support that is justified by the injury and the
degree of injury, and that the structure that is set up
does not lead to perverse outcomes where people who
may have a theoretical impairment but not a practical
impairment nevertheless receive compensation which is
disproportionate to the practical effect of the
impairment.
As I mentioned, the impairment scores are combined to
get an overall whole-person impairment somewhere
between 0 per cent and 100 per cent, as the document
says: 0 per cent essentially being minimal or no
impairment and 100 per cent being catastrophic
injuries. We get to the issue addressed in 2010, and that
hinged around the approach for assessing spinal
impairment. Bear with me because it does get a little
complicated, but the preferred approach in the AMA
guide is the diagnosis-related estimate (DRE) model,
and there are eight possible categories in that ranging
from DRE I, which is against effectively a 0 per cent
impairment, through to DRE VII, which equates to
75 per cent impairment. Then there are subsections
relating to structural inclusions. I am sure I will lose
everyone if I try to get into that detail, so I will not try.
The thing about this is that it is not uncommon for

One examiner considered that although there were
minor multiple fractures in the lumbar spine, those
fractures did not represent multiple levels of structural
compromise and assessed the spinal impairment as
DRE II category. Others concluded, on the basis of
structural inclusion 2, that the injury equated to DRE IV
category. Now I am sure I have lost absolutely
everyone in the house, but remarkably a few people are
still awake — —
Mr Scott interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Unfortunately I cannot leave.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr MORRIS — That was some years ago, I think.
The bottom line of all this, though, is that when the
conclusion was reached, the matter was taken to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. The
tribunal ruled, the matter was then appealed to the
Supreme Court and the determination of the tribunal
was upheld. The outcome of that is that where there are
in practical terms multiple fractures in the spine, they
are now effectively deemed to be sufficient to justify
DRE IV rather than a lower assessment.
The argument used by TAC is that that interpretation
means that in the case of a claimant who sustains spinal
fractures, even very minor spinal fractures which in that
situation may not be indicative of physical impairment,
is considered to have physical impairment for
compensation purposes. You may not have an injury
that is anything like as severe as the description the
DRE category IV suggests, but because of that
particular case, the matter is considered that way and
compensation is paid. That comes back to my point
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about the need for fairness and the need for consistency,
and it does not seem to me on the face of it to be a fair
interpretation.
I wish to look at the table that is provided in the
regulatory impact statement, headed ‘Example of post
Serwylo impairment assessments by injury type’. If we
are talking about non-significant non-spinal injury, the
level of impairment before is 5 per cent and post it is
5 per cent; for significant non-spinal injury, before is
20 per cent and post is 20 per cent; for multiple spinal
fractures with multilevel structural compromise, before
is 20 per cent and after is 20 per cent; but for multiple
spinal fractures without multilevel structural
compromise, before is 5 per cent and after is 20 per
cent.
I am not by any means stressing this point, but of
course that interpretation in addition to what appears on
the face of it to be a lack of fairness in the way that
people with similar practical impairments are treated
certainly has some knock on financial effects on the
commission itself. That of course is a matter for the
commission, but my central point is about whether in
using this common-law interpretation we are in fact
being fair to the participants in the scheme.
The TAC scheme, as we all know, is a no-fault scheme.
It is funded by payments from motorists. You cannot
access the public highways unless you pay with your
registration the TAC charge, and that is entirely
reasonable. But where you have a compulsory charge,
where you have a scheme that has been established by
statute, where you have to pay the fee, it is compulsory
to participate if you want to drive on the road, then
those funds need to be used responsibly and of course
they need to be used fairly.
The changes that were introduced back in 2013 — they
were debated in this house in October 2013 —
established that policy direction. That was the intent,
and the regulatory impact statement that I have been
referring to was the vehicle that was intended to give
effect to the will of Parliament. That of course did not
find its way through the system to be applied prior to
1 December last year, and not surprisingly the present
minister — I acknowledge he is present in the chamber
to be part of the debate or to observe the debate, and
that is a good thing — did not then sign the regulatory
impact statement into operation, so in that sense we are
rolling back the authorising provisions but not any
operative provisions of the act.
It comes back I think to the role of the Parliament and
the role of the courts. I talked earlier about the role of
the courts and the peaks and troughs that you get when
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each interpretation is done individually. Of course
courts have to decide each case on its merits and on the
basis of the evidence presented to them, but when you
use those decisions as a precedent for other cases, the
application is not always appropriate.
In my view, it is very much up to this Parliament to
make those decisions. The 57th Parliament was up to
the task. It appears on the face of it that this government
and the 58th Parliament are going to have a different
view. I would certainly prefer that the Parliament did
not abrogate what I see as its responsibilities and hand
them to the courts. We have certainly talked about that
issue in different contexts in recent weeks.
That is the situation with this bill. I think that while the
government’s view is it opens up the opportunity to
contest determinations by the commission in the
courts — yes, it certainly does — it also introduces an
inherent inconsistency. That might be fine in most
instances, but as in the case of the interpretation of
spinal impairment provisions you have a glaring
inconsistency. Unfortunately this legislation is going to
do nothing to extinguish that; it is simply going to
prolong that situation. With those reservations, the
opposition will not be opposing the bill.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am very
pleased to hear that the opposition will not be opposing
the bill. The Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015
repeals some of the measures of the Transport Accident
Amendment Bill 2013, which was introduced by the
previous government. I recall speaking on that bill at
the time it was introduced in this house and raising
significant concerns about it and the impact it would
have on victims of road trauma.
All transport accidents destroy people’s lives, there is
no doubt about that. In regional Victoria we have our
fair share of road accidents, and many people in
regional Victoria suffer as a consequence of losing a
family member through a road accident. Unfortunately,
many accident victims in regional Victoria are young
people.
The repealing of the 2013 act was a promise made
when we were in opposition. It was done on the basis
that there was an unjustified reason for taking away
common-law compensation rights for people who are
injured in car accidents and for their family members.
This bill is about reinstating those common-law rights.
Common-law rights have been a pillar of our
community and our legal system for a very long time. I
recall a former member for Bendigo West, when he
was the minister responsible for WorkCover,
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introducing common-law rights for workers, which was
widely acclaimed.

event such as a car accident or the loss of a loved one in
a car accident.

The bill repeals the sections of the act which provide
the power to enable the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) and its responsible ministers to
create guidelines that amend the American Medical
Association Guides to the Evaluation of Permanent
Impairment to ensure that TAC and its responsible
ministers cannot potentially exclude any injury from
compensation without going through parliamentary
scrutiny. It repeals section 93(2A) of the act, which
limits the liability of TAC to pay common-law
damages to people who have suffered a mental injury
or nervous shock as a result of their own negligence or
if they were attempting to commit suicide. It also
repeals section 93(17A), which defines what constitutes
a ‘severe long-term mental or severe long-term
behavioural disturbance disorder’, otherwise known as
post-traumatic stress. It ensures that TAC does not limit
the rights of families of people who die or who are
severely injured in transport accidents to seek
compensation for mental injury or nervous shock.

We are repealing this legislation because the Andrews
government has a deeply held conviction that
vulnerable people in our community need to be
protected. It is as simple as that. You do not want to
make even worse what is already a traumatic
experience for people, particularly for victims of road
trauma. This is about reinstating the safety net which
Victorians have had and which was taken away. We are
bringing it back so they can be sure that they will be
compensated for their injuries.

I congratulate the Minister for Finance, who is in the
house, on introducing the bill and returning
common-law rights to people injured in tragic car
accidents and to their family members. I also commend
him for the Towards Zero campaign approach to our
road toll, which is something we all hope to see one
day.
When someone is injured in a car accident they can
suffer long-term mental impairment. It is not just about
their physical injuries; it is also about the mental and
psychological impairments they might have as a
consequence of their injury. It takes a long time for
someone with a mental injury or post-traumatic stress
to get their lives back on track. Under the current
legislation the victims or their family member are
required to wait three years before they can apply for
compensation, and during that three years they have to
somehow prove that they are unable to work, they have
family breakdowns or ongoing mental health issues.
We all know that mental illness is generally not
something you can see. People walk around every day
with a mental illness. They have highs and lows when it
comes to the way their mental illness is reflected.
Someone could be well for quite some time and then
have a relapse, which means that during that three-year
period they may be able to return to work but still suffer
a mental illness. The 2013 legislation was quite
draconian in that it did not recognise that mental illness
was something people live with for a very long time, in
fact for most of their lives, particularly after a traumatic

The TAC scheme was designed a few years ago to look
after the most vulnerable people, people who were
impacted by horrific circumstances, and to provide just
compensation for people who were injured.
Unfortunately the Liberal-Nationals legislation reduced
people’s rights to claim compensation and went against
what the scheme was intended to do. When the current
legislation was introduced in 2013, it was done without
any consultation. It was unwelcome across the whole
sector, not just by lawyers and unionists but also by
people who contacted me in my office every day about
how they understood it would impact on them. If you
go back and look at some of the clippings from the
regional newspapers in 2013, you will see there were
letters to editors and articles written about the
legislation. There was not a section of regional Victoria
where people were not concerned about what was
happening with the legislation.
In 2014 we made a promise to repeal the legislation,
and that is exactly what we are doing. We will make
sure that people who suffer from traumatic injuries,
those who suffer from psychological and mental illness
as a result of a traumatic car accident and the families
of people who are killed are compensated appropriately
under common law for that injury. It is equitable, and it
is exactly what Labor governments do. I commend the
bill to the house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is a pleasure to add my
contribution to the debate on the Transport Accident
Amendment Bill 2015. I note from the outset that The
Nationals and the Liberal Party will not oppose the bill.
However, we have a number of concerns, which I will
raise today, particularly around the impact of the
amendments in the bill.
It is interesting to note that of the amendments in the
bill, only one makes a positive change — and that is the
correction of a drafting issue. I would not have thought
that was really significant in making a difference. It is
obviously an oversight in the drafting of the bill around
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ensuring that certain amounts of money were adjusted
by CPI, but that is what the Labor government is
adding to Victoria — one minor amendment. The three
other amendments are all repeals. It is interesting to go
back to the documentation at the time of the reforms
made by the coalition to the Transport Accident Act
1986, a few years ago now. The reforms are very
positive, and I urge the Labor government not to
rewrite history but to look at some of the amendments,
which provide a more robust legal environment for
people who have been involved in vehicle accidents.
They provide support in terms of mental health and
make compensation accessible for many more
Victorians. I think the rhetoric around mental health in
particular being ignored is incorrect.

accident. Therefore, I do not understand why the Labor
government is so proud that it is going to be in effect
directing more money to private lawyers. It is taking
money away from the key people who need medical,
clinical and mental health support by basically taking a
section of the budget allocated to the Victorian
WorkCover Authority scheme and moving it from
people who have been involved in vehicle accidents to
the legal team. Taking money away from people who
have been in a vehicle accident is the wrong step for
any government to take. It is certainly something that
those on the opposite side should not be skiting about
and proud of. They should be considering what they are
actually doing by imposing these repeal provisions on
the Victorian people.

When we look at the repeals in the bill there are two
sections I will refer to, and they are the results of
changes to the legislation brought in by the coalition
government about the greater clarity around the
definition of severe mental injury. For the first time
there were clinical criteria to ensure that people who
had a long-term mental illness or severe long-term
behavioural disturbance could be measured in a way
that would compare them to a strict set of criteria. That
is important so we can understand the impact of their
injury on their day-to-day lives, and it is why the
government brought in the change. It was a decision
made in conjunction with the chief psychiatrist, so it
was not just thrown together. The medical fraternity
was widely consulted and the measures provided a
consistent framework which is always used within the
medical fraternity.

I want to point out some of the positive changes that
were brought in as part of the coalition’s changes. The
former government was very supportive in improving
access for people who had been injured in a transport
accident. The cap on counselling increased from $5870
to $15 000 per claim, a nearly threefold increase in the
amount that can be claimed by people who have been
injured in an accident. This is about counselling, so it is
obviously about mental health support. The counselling
was not just for the individual; it was for family
members, which was a very positive move.

That is going back to using core measurements so that
we can make sure we can assist someone appropriately
and deliver the appropriate amount of care and support
they need to ensure they can live, thrive and survive.
The second area I would like to address in relation to
repeal relates to fixed costs. The coalition’s legislative
package also provided for the making of a fixed costs
order in respect of legal costs associated with TAC
common-law claims. This did not restrict the ability of
anybody to access a common-law remedy, it really just
called for a fixed costs model for legal costs covered by
the Victorian WorkCover Authority scheme. Of course
this means there is a limited amount of money going to
the legal teams.
I am sure that any Victorian would be happier to know
the money was going to support people who are injured
in a vehicle accident to make sure they have appropriate
access to medical supports, to mental health supports
and to other supports to make sure they can continue
with their lives and hopefully recover from the vehicle

The coalition’s legislation also brought in changes that
would assist injured Victorians to recover from
transport accidents, including extending the period for
claiming travel expenses from 12 weeks to 24 weeks
immediately following the accident. It extended the
travel expense entitlement for students to cover
attendance at university, TAFE or other registered
training organisation as well as school. It increased the
cap on individual funding agreements from $200 to
$1000 for the purchase of aids, appliances and
apparatus and increased the amount that could be
claimed for family travel and accommodation expenses
from $7310 to $10 000 per claim. The coalition put in
place an entire suite of changes which really helped to
provide key supports, mental health supports and
clinical supports to individuals and families who had
been tragically involved in transport accidents.
The key message though for all of us is that the
Parliament, particularly the government, should be
proactive rather than reactive. Ideally nobody would be
injured in car accidents. It is terrible to see that this
year’s road toll has already exceeded last year’s. Sadly
we have had 229 deaths on Victorian roads this year
compared to 222 last year. We need to do all we can to
reduce that road toll. The number of deaths on rural and
regional roads is even more tragic. In the past financial
year there were 164 deaths on rural and regional roads
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compared to 92 deaths in urban areas. That makes you
wonder why on earth this Labor government would be
intent on not supporting rural and regional people but
would instead cut road funding. I refer to the 10 per
cent cut to the road asset maintenance budget delivered
by the Andrews Labor government in this year’s
budget.
This government also scrapped the $160 million
country roads and bridges program. If members were to
drive on the roads in the Lowan electorate they would
be absolutely appalled. I am disappointed, and so are
locals, that even though I have invited Minister
Donnellan to the region on a number of occasions —
over 10 occasions — he refuses to come to the area.
Last week when I was travelling through to Casterton
some of the locals even made the comment that perhaps
the minister did not want to travel to the area because
he thought it might be too dangerous on the roads.
I travelled to Casterton just last week, and I would not
travel on the Coleraine to Casterton road because, quite
frankly, it is just too dangerous to travel on that section.
There are enormous patches of bitumen missing, there
are B-doubles carrying heavy logs — heavy, shifting
loads — and there are enormous potholes in the road
surface. It is extremely dangerous. Families and local
businesses are being put at risk. The costs associated
with the damage to vehicles is unfair, not just on
individuals and families but also on the local operators
who must use those roads in order to conduct their
businesses.
I urge the Andrews Labor government to have a look at
the road toll in rural and regional Victoria to see how it
may be able to decrease those numbers. It needs to
urgently look at the roads in south-western Victoria,
particularly the Casterton to Coleraine road, the Glenelg
Highway and the Wimmera Highway between
Mount Arapiles and Horsham. There are also some
terrible sections of the Western Highway. The Henty
Highway also needs a lot of work. Fortunately there are
sections of that road that are now in good condition
because of the work and investment of the coalition
government. However, we clearly need an enormous
amount of additional money invested in our rural roads.
Just because we are a long way from Melbourne, just
because we are beyond the train tracks, does not mean
that we do not deserve our fair share of road funding.
Minister Donnellan needs to make sure that he is not
just the minister for urban roads and urban road users.
He needs to make sure that he is the minister for all
Victorian roads. Again I ask the minister to come out to
Lowan, to travel on our roads and to speak to the local
people and to actually get some on-the-ground insight
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so that he can understand just how dangerous those
roads are and how concerned the local people are. I
would like to emphasise again that we will not oppose
the bill, but I call on the government, rather than being
reactive and looking at TAC terms, to look at being
proactive.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I want to make a
brief contribution on the Transport Accident
Amendment Bill 2015. As those who have spoken
before me have indicated, this bill implements a key
government commitment to reverse the changes made
under the former Transport Accident Amendment Bill
2013. It is important to state at the outset that a key
focus of this bill is to make sure that any future changes
are brought back to the Parliament.
It is not simply a case of a future minister, a future
executive or a future board of the Transport Accident
Commission just unilaterally making changes without
coming back to the Parliament. I think that is a really
important message. When you are dealing with victims
of trauma and they are receiving compensation
payments, that becomes in many cases their principal
source of income. It is important and imperative that as
legislators we have the opportunity to review and
scrutinise that and to really make sure that what is being
proposed by any future administration is fair and
reasonable.
I take on board the comments made by the member for
Lowan in her contribution that the government should
be proactive rather than reactive. I think the
government has very strong ground in terms of talking
about its proactivity. We are talking about the Towards
Zero campaign. Any of us can look at the current
advertising campaign with a great deal of pride. When
asked about what would be an appropriate road toll, the
person on the advertisement says ‘Seventy’, then
70 members of their family come out, and the response
is ‘Zero’. This is really an important step forward. It
proves that the member for Lowan is misguided in her
assertion that we are being reactive rather than
proactive. The reality, though, is that this is an
important piece of legislation.
Ms Kealy interjected.
Mr PEARSON — Dear, oh dear. All I can say to
the member for Lowan is it is wonderful to be the
member for Essendon.
The Transport Accident Commission is a very
important vehicle. Its establishment in the 1980s was
really a world first. It was about trying to ensure that
there was a no-fault compensation scheme in place. It
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was also about making sure that we had a focus on
reducing the road toll. In particular I think it is
important to recognise that clause 5 of the bill will
repeal section 93(2A) of the principal act. It addresses
the amendments that were made in 2013 which ensured
that the TAC was not obliged to indemnify people who
had suffered a mental injury or nervous shock as a
result of a transport accident, who were not directly
involved in and did not witness the accident and whose
mental injury or nervous shock was caused by the death
or injury of another person that was directly involved in
the accident and had caused the accident because of
their negligence or they were attempting to commit
suicide.
This bill is an important piece of legislation because it
will remove those provisions from the act. It is about
making sure that both the bill and the act more broadly
reflect those views and values of society. We were very
clear on this matter. We took a clear position to the
election last year. We were very focused on what we
thought was wrong with the changes made by the
previous government, and that is why we were very
clear and up-front with the electorate that this was what
we wanted to do.
Again, I want to make the point that the key important
initiative in this bill is making sure that no future
administration can unilaterally make these changes
without the scrutiny of Parliament. That is an important
point to make. It is important when you are talking
about people’s benefits when they have been victims of
serious road trauma that there is appropriate and
reasonable parliamentary scrutiny.
The other final point I would like to make relates to
what is a minor amendment, but it is about making sure
that indexation occurs not at the level of average
weekly earnings but at CPI. That is something that I
think all sides agree was an oversight, an error that was
made, and this bill will effect that change.
The government is getting on with it. We take road
safety very seriously. We are proactive, we are not
reactive. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to speak in the debate on the
Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015. It is
interesting to reflect on the history of the accident
compensation arrangements in Victoria and how they
have evolved over a long period of time. When you
look back you see that the touting of a no-fault benefits
scheme first emerged in 1971 and that the Road
Accident Hospital Accounts Committee was
established at the time.
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Interestingly, if you go back a year prior to that — it
has been the focus of much discussion in previous
times — a line was drawn in the sand in 1970, when we
had 1061 fatalities on our roads. It is absolutely horrific
to contemplate that statistic in this day and age. Some
lines were drawn in the sand at that time.
I recall reading the autobiography of Walter Jona, who
was part of the Road Safety Committee of the
Parliament at the time. Of course one of the key
features of improving safety on our roads was the
introduction of the compulsory use of seatbelts in our
vehicles in Victoria, which was a world first. That was
really the impetus, if you like, of governments of the
day making sure that they did something to address
those awful fatality rates. We have seen significant
progression, but the reality is that one death on our
roads is one too many. While we have made some great
inroads, there is much that we can do.
Post its establishment the Road Accident Hospital
Accounts Committee evolved into the Motor Accident
Board in 1974; and subsequent to that, in the 1980s, the
Motor Accident Board effectively went broke and we
saw the inception of the Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) in 1987. The commission has
served us well over many years now, with some
changes.
Members who have spoken on this bill this afternoon
have referred to the legislation that the coalition
introduced in 2013, and the current government is
obviously repealing certain elements and provisions of
that act through this bill.
But as the member for Lowan said in her contribution
to the debate, it is important to note that the coalition
government introduced some very positive changes at
the time with respect to reforms to the TAC. Some of
those included the entitlement of surviving family
members to funeral expenses, which increased from
around $10 500 to close to $15 000. We saw an
increase in family travel and accommodation expenses
from a bit more than $7000 up to $10 000. We also saw
the extension of the claim period for travel expenses
from 12 weeks immediately following an accident to
24 weeks throughout the life of the claim. We also saw
an increase in the cap on counselling for family
members of those Victorians who were injured in a
transport accident from $5872 to $15 000. So I make
the point very loud and clear that there were some
significant supportive reforms for those who were
involved in traffic accidents in Victoria and indeed their
family members.

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Tuesday, 24 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

It is interesting to note when you have a look at some of
the road toll statistics over the past years — even if you
compare 2009–10, when there were 291 fatalities, to
2014–15, when there were 256 — that we have been
gradually getting the road toll down. Again I emphasise
that one fatality is one too many, but there are also a
number of people injured on our roads who need to be
supported, hence the importance of the TAC and the
role that it plays.
The member for Lowan also spoke about the fact that
unfortunately this calendar year we have seen an
increase in the road toll already compared to 2014. It
always has to be in our minds that we have to do
whatever we can to try to address that. Unfortunately
we males are not great when it comes to the road toll
statistics, with the five-year average for males dying on
our roads being 195, compared to 77 females. The age
demographic is interesting as well. Of course there is a
lot of focus on the younger drivers and making sure that
they are supported through various programs, but in
fact many of our elderly citizens are quite prominent in
the statistics as well.
The member for Lowan also spoke about our regional
and rural roads. If you have a look at the five-year
average statistics in areas where fatalities occur, you
note that the figure for rural roads is 148 in comparison
to 95 in what is described as urban Melbourne. In
addition to deaths on our rural roads, the figure for
fatalities in provincial cities and towns is 22. If you add
those two numbers together, a quick calculation shows
that there are 170 fatalities on our rural roads and in
provincial cities and towns compared to 95 in urban
Melbourne.
There are a number of reasons for that. There is no
doubt that travelling long distances or driving on
unfamiliar roads are factors that play a part. But, as the
member for Lowan said, one great disappointment from
the perspective of many regional Victorians is that we
have seen a reduction in maintenance funding for our
rural roads, as well as the abolition of the country roads
and bridges program, which means the loss of
$160 million over four years. We know that our
regional and rural councils are not at all thrilled about
that. It is incumbent on this government to ensure it
invests adequately in regional roads, because the fact is
that regional Victoria is over-represented in fatalities on
our roads.
The TAC has done plenty of good work over a number
of years. A whole range of campaigns have been
undertaken, whether it be around speed, vehicle safety,
drink-driving or drug driving, many of them very
graphic, to say the least. But if they make a difference,
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if they hit home and change driver behaviour, then I say
go for it. One campaign I like is the TAC’s significant
engagement with the under-18 football competition in
Victoria. A number of the players have been involved
in advertising campaigns. People go along and speak to
young people in those clubs about what can happen on
our roads. Hopefully that will have a lasting impact.
I was unfortunately reminded of all this on Sunday
when I picked up the Herald Sun and read an article
headed ‘The road tragedy that sentenced Hutchings
family to lifetime of pain’. It refers to an accident that
occurred near my electorate two years ago in which
Robert Hutchings lost his wife, Theresa, and his
daughter, Mikayla, who was only seven years old. The
accident left his son Andrew, eight years old, a
paraplegic. Thankfully his son Matthew, four, was
uninjured. This had a significant impact on our
community. Robert, who worked at the Department of
Defence in Sale, was travelling with the family to
Melbourne to visit a relative. A driver with fatigue
ventured onto the wrong side of the road, with
devastating consequences. I was contacted by a local
emergency services worker who was disgusted at the
sentence that was handed down to the gentleman who
caused the accident. It is pleasing to see that the Office
of Public Prosecutions will be appealing the decision. It
is a tragic reminder of what can occur.
I am proud, as a member of the local community and a
member of Parliament, to be the chair of the L2P
program in Latrobe, which seeks to support younger,
disadvantaged people in the community in reaching
their 120 learner driver hours. Many young people do
not have a family member or a friend who can help
them make up that time. We match them up with
mentors in the community to make sure that they have
the opportunity to get their licence and that they do so
safely. It is a very important program that has bipartisan
support. It is heavily reliant upon volunteers in our
community.
In summary, whilst we have some concerns with
aspects of the bill, we support any measures that
support the TAC. On that basis, we do not oppose the
bill.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise today to speak on this important
bill, the Transport Accident Amendment Bill 2015,
which fulfils another election commitment of the
Andrews Labor government. The bill reverses the
amendments made to the Transport Accident
Amendment Act 2013 that affected compensation for
mental injury or nervous shock, as well as improving
the operation of the Transport Accident Commission
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(TAC) scheme to deliver fair, just and affordable
compensation for road accident victims.
Each and every day Victorians get behind the wheel
and undertake a task so automatic and fundamental to
our busy lives. Whether it is running the kids to school,
heading off for another day of work or setting off on a
road trip, driving and the use of our roads are a
significant part of how we live and get around our
communities. Tragically more than 230 people lose
their lives each year on our roads. It is difficult to
comprehend that an action so many of us perform so
regularly can suddenly and unexpectedly claim
someone’s life. Behind every road tragedy is a story of
utter devastation, of a life ended before its time.
That is why the work of the TAC in supporting families
and communities is so important. The TAC describes
this as the ripple effect — the pain, suffering and
anguish that lingers for family, friends and
communities as they try to reconcile their grief and
attempt to face the future. It is a harrowing journey. It is
hard to comprehend that since 1989 more than
9000 Victorians have lost their lives on our roads. It
breaks your heart to think of all the families that have
been affected and the lives that have been tragically cut
short.
I would like to take this opportunity to acknowledge the
work of our emergency services — our police, our
firefighters, our paramedics, our first responders —
who confront these harrowing situations where people
are at their worst. Thankfully campaigns such as the
ones undertaken by the TAC over many years have
helped to bring the road toll down from a high of over
750 people in 1989. However, one person lost on our
roads is too many. That is why I so strongly support the
recent campaign by the TAC to bring the road toll
down to zero. It is powerful, it is emotive and it really
brings home just how important it is to take care each
and every day when we head out on the roads.
It is worth noting that Australia is ranked 16th amongst
OECD nations for road deaths per 100 000 people,
illustrating that we have a long way to go as we strive
to improve safety on our roads. We must also bear in
mind the impact on those who are lucky enough to
survive serious road accidents but are left with trauma
and a long road to recovery. That is where the no-fault
scheme of the TAC is so vital. Our state is so lucky to
have such a wonderful system in place. Each year on
average more than 5500 people will lodge a claim with
the TAC requiring support ranging from short to
medium to long term to bring them back to normality.
For some the TAC will become an ever-present
element of their life.
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As mentioned briefly before, the bill before us today
corrects an error of the former government by reversing
the provisions enacted under the Transport Accident
Amendment Act 2013 that limit the right of families of
people who pass away or are severely injured in
transport accidents to seek compensation for mental
injury or nervous shock. In effect the previous bill
introduced a definition of mental injury which aimed to
meet the serious injury threshold and in doing so
required people to demonstrate mental ill health or
disorder for three years, without abatement. In the view
of this government, as reflected by the policy taken to
the Victorian people last year, this change was
erroneous and needed to be amended to ensure that the
necessary support, compassion and care is provided to
individuals affected by road trauma. Importantly this
change will operate retrospectively from 16 October
2013, giving families greater certainty.
I will leave it to others to discuss the motives behind the
changes to the previous bill, but it is worth noting that
the Law Institute of Victoria urged the previous state
government to consider the real impact of the proposed
changes contained in its bill. It was a significant
lobbyist against the changes and put on the record that
the bill ‘would preclude many vulnerable injured
Victorians from accessing transport accident
compensation’. Geoff Bower of the law institute was
quoted as saying:
The proposed amendments seek to redefine ‘serious injury’ in
such a way that the ability of most people to claim
compensation for psychiatric injuries will be significantly
narrowed.

That was a significant statement, and it would have
been good if the former government had listened to
statements such as that one.
In conclusion, it is worth also reflecting that every
investment we make in trying to respond to road trauma
has an economic element. It is worth considering for a
moment that the federal Department of Infrastructure
and Regional Development estimated in a recent report
that road trauma costs the Victorian economy
$27 billion per year, the equivalent of 18 per cent of
health expenditure or 1.8 per cent of gross domestic
product. Every investment we make in reducing the
road toll and road trauma is an investment well made.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SOUTHWICK
(Caulfield).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 21 October; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety)
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise to speak on
the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015 as lead
speaker for the opposition. I have to say that the roads
portfolio is a huge responsibility for government.
Whatever the government of the day, it is a very
important portfolio. It requires vision; it requires
foresight. It requires significant investment, and it
requires the minister of the day to work very closely
with the Treasurer to ensure that the funds are available.
It requires the minister of the day to work very closely
with the planning minister to take into account
population growth, and there has to be an acceptance of
the population growth. In a city like Melbourne, which
is growing by around 100 000 people every year, there
needs to be a vision — indeed there needs to be one for
the whole of Victoria — when it comes to putting in
place a roads strategy. In that regard the roads portfolio
is extremely important.
If you have this vision and this foresight, then you will
have a solution to the congestion on our roads and a
solution to the frustration that motorists are feeling
every day as they drive on Melbourne’s streets. Having
a good roads policy and a good roads platform is also
an integral part of jobs growth in this state. It not only
facilitates building jobs but also increases productivity,
and that also is a jobs grower. This is particularly
relevant in areas such as freight movement. We are
seeing more and more people buying things online. We
are seeing businesses that need freight shipped back
and forth not only to and from our ports but also
between states and between the separate businesses,
from wholesalers to retailers.
A good roads policy means our tradesmen can get
around a lot easier. They can make their call-outs to
individual residents or businesses, do the work they
need to do and quickly get off to their next job and in
this way get as many jobs in the week as they can. In
the construction industry, with building materials being
moved around the state, a good solid roads policy will
help make sure that building materials are moved on
site as quickly as they can be.
In that regard, last week I had the pleasure of spending
a day with Metropolitan Express Transport Services,
and I gained a clear understanding of the frustrations its
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drivers feel when on our roads. It was a good
opportunity to work closely with the drivers, those who
load the vehicles and those in the building industry to
understand that when they have delays in moving those
products to sites it throws out the timetable
considerably. It throws out the timetable that tradesmen
may have, and it throws out the timetable for those who
are having premises built or extended.
We can see that roads affect every aspect of our
community and every aspect of our lives. Roads affect
our trips to work. They affect how difficult it is to drop
off and pick up the kids at school. They influence how
quickly emergency vehicles can get to where they need
to go. There is certainly an overarching need for the
government of the day to have a good roads policy.
In Melbourne and in the rest of Victoria there is a really
immediate need to get the policy right. There is so
much going on at the moment that needs addressing
with some urgency and some immediacy. We have the
congestion on Hoddle Street and Punt Road that
commuters feel every day. Nowadays it does not even
matter if you go to that area during the weekend; you
are still going to experience a fair bit of congestion, and
that is certainly adding to motorists’ frustrations.
There is an immediacy and an urgency in the need to
build a second river crossing, because we often see
accidents or hold-ups on the West Gate Bridge. They
grind the traffic to a halt. There is a real need to extend
the Eastern Freeway to connect with CityLink in some
way, shape or form. No-one will say there is not a need
for that sometime in the future. Indeed when Scott
Charlton, the CEO of Transurban, recently fronted the
upper house Standing Committee on the Economy and
Infrastructure, he said that Melbourne was currently
facing crippling congestion and that things have to be
done to alleviate that as quickly as possible.
There is an immediacy to the need to improve roads in
our farming communities, especially in the west of
Victoria. I note the member for Lowan recently talked
about driving to Casterton and the state of the roads
there. Over the past year I have been out to western
Victoria, indeed to all parts of country Victoria, and I
have seen that there is a need to do so much more with
country roads. As the former member for Rodney used
to say, if you fix country roads, you save country lives.
Two new members of this house, the members for
South-West Coast and Polwarth, both have a mandate
to act forcefully to get funding for the roads in the west.
It is an issue that their communities raised to a
significant degree during the recent by-elections, and
they have come in here with a mandate to make
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representations to the government to focus funding in
that area.
The government has made certain commitments around
some major arterials — Thompsons Road and Yan
Yean Road both require urgent works — but there is no
real movement in that regard, even though there is a
need for that to happen as quickly as possible. There is
no funding in the forward estimates for any work at all,
beyond some token amounts for planning. That is of
concern to those who live in those areas. There is also a
need for funding to be found for country roads, which
are already suffering from this government’s budget
cuts.
With so much work to be done and with so many areas
that need attention, I am sure Victorians were as excited
as I was when they saw the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015, which was introduced into the
Parliament just a few sitting weeks ago. With a title like
that, this bill could have gone anywhere. It could have
facilitated urgent road works, it could have legislated
new funding models for infrastructure, it could have
fast-tracked important congestion-busting projects and
infrastructure — it could have gone anywhere. But
unfortunately this week the government has presented a
bill that does nothing more than tinker at the edges of
roads administration. It is the sort of bill that
Sir Humphrey Appleby in that famous satire Yes
Minister would have been very proud of, dealing as it
does with government administration and ensuring that
nothing practical happens — ensuring that we do not
see any movement towards dealing with congestion or
dealing with poor roads in country Victoria.
This bill says very clearly to the people of Victoria that
the minister has no agenda, no plans for building roads
and is just a mouthpiece for his department. I
congratulate the department because it has shown us
that the minister has been perfectly house-trained over
the past 12 months.
We should acknowledge that the minister has to do
something. The Premier has taken all the important
things off him. The east–west link cancellation was
taken off him. Under his ports portfolio, the sale of the
port of Melbourne lease was taken off him. He really
has nothing to do until Transurban finishes writing its
plan for the West Gate Freeway super off ramp. He
does not have a lot to do, but I guess collectively we
should go a little bit easy on him. It is very hard to build
roads when your infrastructure budget has been cut by
$6 billion and when the Treasurer of the day has turned
an operational surplus into a deficit in just 12 months. It
is very hard to build any road infrastructure when that is
the case.
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In considering the bill that has been presented, such as
it is, I say that the coalition will not be opposing it.
There is no need for us to oppose it; there will not be
any rioting in the streets over this. There is no
controversy. In talking to some stakeholders about it, I
am fairly sure that some of them nodded off. As an
opposition, the coalition does not think these matters
should be the highest priority for the government after
just one year. However, when you have no
shovel-ready projects ready to go, you have to keep the
Parliament busy in some regard.
The bill is something of a potpourri of measures. It
contains over 20 changes to legislation, correcting
references and typos and a few other administrative
issues. It changes provisions in the Road Safety Act
1986, the Marine (Drug, Alcohol and Pollution
Control) Act 1988, the Rail Safety (Local Operations)
Act 2006, the Dangerous Goods Act 1985 and the Road
Management Act 2004. I will go through the different
clauses in the bill so we have a clear idea of what it
contains.
Clauses 3 to 5 in part 2, division 1 of the bill, replace
the term ‘properly qualified analyst’ with ‘approved
laboratory’ in the Road Safety Act, when referring to
the certification of blood, urine and oral fluid analysis,
as well as making related changes to put this into effect.
These clauses reflect, and it is reasonable that they do
so, that the law should accept that modern pathology
work such as this will be done not just by one
individual but by a laboratory comprising a group of
individuals, and when presenting certified results to a
court the practical reality that there is more than one
person working on these analyses should be reflected.
It is important in court cases that all points of evidence
should have a high level of procedural integrity, and
these provisions go to that. On this side of the house,
we care about natural justice, and as part of the briefing
process we raised the issue about the rights of the
accused to appeal evidence and challenge the chain of
evidence in court. I have confirmed that nothing in this
bill affects that right or would be detrimental to the
fairness of the process.
Further divisions in part 2 of the bill make the same
changes but with regard to marine safety and rail safety,
amending the relevant acts accordingly. Again this is a
reasonable modernisation of the process and we do not
oppose it.
Clause 13 in part 3 of the bill makes some additional
housekeeping changes to the Road Management Act,
but none of these changes give us any insight into the
agenda that this government may have on roads policy.
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For example, clause 13 updates a title from ‘surveyor
and chief draughtsman in the Office of Titles’ to
‘registrar of titles’. It concerns me that this seems to be
the government’s priority less than a year into
government. It bothers me that the ideas shelf inside the
Andrews cabinet is so bare that this is all they have to
put to this Parliament.
I am sure that there are communities which are
desperate for action. The member for South-West Coast
and the member for Polwarth, who have been talking to
their constituents about road works, and the member for
South Barwon, have all had many of their constituents
come to them about the state of the roads. I am sure that
those residents, as they go down the roads that used to
have 100-kilometres-per-hour limits and that are now
somewhere around 60 kilometres per hour will be very
pleased that the registrar of titles now has his correct
title put forward in this bill.
Clause 14 moves a reference from section 17A(1) in the
Road Management Act to section 17A(2A). I am sure
that is very important.
Clause 15 aligns Australian Bureau of Statistics CPI
data with the indexation provisions for the threshold on
damages that may be claimed from a road authority
below which the authority is not liable. This clause
relates to the threshold being linked to changes in the
CPI and neatens up the process. I agree that does assist
the processes of government, not that I have had many
constituents come to my office in Warrandyte with their
concerns about the former non-alignment. However, I
am sure that it is a very important change which needs
to be made.
Clause 17 talks about licensed vehicle testing and again
contains more housekeeping changes, this time to the
Road Safety Act. But once again these changes do not
give us any idea of how the government is planning to
make our roads safer or how it will save lives on our
roads or what work will be done to improve the
infrastructure of Victoria’s road network. It does,
however, clarify the powers surrounding the process for
suspending vehicle testers. The details of this process
are set out in the Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations
2009. Of course everyone wants to ensure that anyone
responsible for testing vehicles is doing so correctly and
with a high level of integrity, because I think we would
all agree that ensuring vehicles are safe is important to
all of us.
Again we on this side of the house want to make sure
that there is natural justice and decent processes, and I
confirmed with the departmental officials during the
briefing that there is nothing in this clause that will be
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detrimental to the application of natural justice in the
suspension process, with testers being given a proper
and fair chance to respond to any suspension notice
before being suspended outright. I think that is a fair
thing.
Clause 18 substitutes the phrase ‘unsuited to drive’ to
‘unfit to drive’ and makes this provision consistent
across legislation and regulations.
Clause 19 adds a list of factors that drivers should be
aware of when they are driving — issues such as the
physical characteristics of the road, the prevailing
weather conditions and the level of visibility. There are
a number of factors that drivers need to be aware of as
they drive. I am sure that the average motorist is not
aware that these factors are written in law. They are
largely factors that intuitively they are aware of as they
pass their drivers test and jump into their car each day,
but of course they need to be in the relevant legislation,
and this particular amendment ensures that list is
consistent across legislation.
Clause 20 clarifies that an international driving permit
is not a licence — a very important distinction again. I
am sure motorists sitting on Hoddle Street are very
concerned about having that portrayed accurately.
Clause 21 deals with drivers who are 75 years and
older. The legislation already allows VicRoads to grant
a license for a shorter period than the standard 3 or
10 years. This clause simply adds a provision enabling
VicRoads to renew a licence for that shorter period of
time as well. This clause is an interesting one. It refers
to the effects of the Equal Opportunity Act 2010 and, as
I said, changes the language in the bill to ensure that it
meets the criteria for an exemption under that act, thus
allowing drivers 75 years and over to have their licence
renewed for a period less than that standard period.
Following the briefing process, it is our understanding
that this is to ensure that those drivers who are 75 years
and over will have opportunities to decide on a more
regular basis whether or not it is the right thing to do to
renew their licence.
The issue of older drivers is one that our society is
certainly going to have to discuss at some point. As our
population ages and as life expectancy grows, the
question is going to be asked: how do you balance the
risk on the roads as capabilities in some cases diminish
with age with giving older people the freedom and
independence to drive and get out and about? We have
had some recent media reports — in the Herald Sun
just a few weeks ago — which raised those issues.
There was a push from QBE, one of Australia’s biggest
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insurers, calling for S-plates for seniors, and that is a
debate we need to have.
With respect to the policy platform of the government,
whilst as I said this is a debate we need to have, this bill
does not go anywhere at all towards having that debate.
It is not an issue the government has raised to any
degree. The government is not trying to start a
conversation in this area. It is not trying to have a
debate. It is not trying to understand the pros and cons
of balancing the independence of older drivers with
safety issues. This bill simply tidies up some legislative
language. It is disappointing that we have no sign at all
of the government’s agenda in this area.
I mentioned that the clause refers to the Equal
Opportunity Act. It is interesting that this government
has prioritised the exemption of elderly drivers from the
Equal Opportunity Act. This is the same government
that is keen to beat up faith-based organisations with the
same act. I find it quite odd that the government is
happy to pick and choose when it is going to be
righteous about discrimination without waiting for its
own review into the act to finish. Given that the
government has a process to review the act, these issues
should be dealt with once that review is finished.
Clause 23 refers to physical drivers licence and learners
permits and makes it law that these permits remain the
property of the state. This is already the case with myki
cards, as you may be aware, Acting Speaker. This
clarification ensures that the state, through VicRoads,
has total control over what can be put on these cards,
which ensures that offensive photos, in particular,
cannot be put on them. In the United States recently
some case law has developed relating not to licences
but to licence plates. There are issues currently before
the courts in Virginia and in Texas through which it has
been shown that the licence plate — in this case —
should be owned by the state. If that is the case, the
power to determine what is and is not printed is much
clearer.
The government has put forward these amendments to
make sure that with respect to licences we have the
same provisions by which we can police what is and is
not allowed on them. I am sure that all of us in this
house uphold the right to freedom of expression, but
that has to be balanced in society, and we want to avoid
a situation where that law needs to be tested in the
courts, as it has been previously done and as is currently
being done in the United States.
Clause 24 makes some changes to provisions that
referred to a permit such that they now refer to a
learners permit. Again, these are the sorts of changes
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that frustrated motor vehicle users can be proud of! In
relation to clause 25, I note a provision in the current
Road Safety Act 1986 gives a person immunity if they
report that someone may be unfit to hold a licence. The
amending clause will provide for giving immunity also
to a person if they report that someone may be unfit to
hold a learners permit.
Clause 26 refers to the fact that the courts can currently
disqualify someone from holding a drivers licence or
learners permit, and it also adds the capability to stop
people from getting a learners permit. We want to make
sure that those who should not be obtaining a learners
permit do not. We certainly support that very important
clause.
Clause 28 deals with alcohol interlock removal — the
processes around the removal of those interlock
devices. Increasingly these devices are becoming
commonplace. They are an important part of dealing
with drink drivers, certainly with repeat drink drivers,
and they keep our roads safer by ensuring that those
who are prone to driving while under the influence have
their actions policed. It is a great example of using
technology to handle some crime, and I am proud that
the former government did some good work in this
space. In October of last year we put in provisions to
make sure that anyone who blows above .07 and is
disqualified will get an alcohol interlock. That level —
which we moved to .07 — had previously been a lot
higher, up at .15. It is very important that we ensure we
get those drunk drivers off the road.
The changes in this bill improve the manner in which
data is used in determining whether a convicted
individual has met the terms of their court order and can
have a device removed. Drunk drivers on the roads,
however, are a very important issue, and again this bill
does not do anything to further the government’s
agenda in this space. Indeed it leaves us no wiser as to
what the government intends to do going forward in
this space.
Clause 30 refers to penalties that relate to a driver in an
accident and specifies that those penalties can apply to
holders of learners permits as well as those with full
licences. I am sure that most of those who are getting
learners permits are younger people, and it is very
important that we make sure those young people have
the education they need in order to be well equipped
and well prepared for driving on the road. There are
some great services out there. In this house I have
previously mentioned Road Trauma Support Services, a
great organisation which does important work in
diversion programs for younger drivers who are doing
the wrong thing — largely younger drivers but not
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always. I have sat in on one of those diversion
programs, and they are outstanding.
Seeing the young people walk in the door, a little bit
cocky after they had been sent by the courts to the
diversion program, I was fairly sceptical. I wondered
what good could be done in the 2 to 21⁄2 hour course that
they were sent on, but I have to say that those
participants were extremely contrite by the end of that
session and had a very clear understanding of what
damage they could have done to other people or even to
themselves. Certainly they could have paid the ultimate
price, and they had a far greater understanding of that
by being part of the diversion program.
The government has been largely silent about its
approach to younger drivers. Indeed there was a
much-hyped election policy of defensive driver training
for students. That was revealed in the budget to be an
underfunded sham, with the minister during the
estimates hearings of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee (PAEC) denying that it was even
a defensive driving course. I quote from the Labor
Party’s media release of 10 November 2014:
Labor will also enrol every year 10 student in a free defensive
driving course …

When questioned in the PAEC hearings by the member
for Gippsland South, the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety said:
It is not going to be a defensive driving course … So it is
definitely not going to be defensive driving.

On the one hand we have got a press release which says
Labor is going to give defensive driving courses to
young people and on the other hand the minister said to
the PAEC that it is not a defensive driving course. I
guess we are none the wiser about what actions the
government is taking with regard to educating young
drivers, but I have it on the minister’s word that it is not
going to be a defensive driving course.
Clause 31 changes some wording in a provision from
‘A person authorised by a police officer to do so may
release an impounded motor vehicle at a time directed
by a police officer’ to ‘A person authorised by a police
officer to do so may release an impounded or
immobilised motor vehicle at a time directed by a
police officer’. This is a very important distinction.
Again, I am very sure those who are winging their way
down to Casterton, as the member for Lowan often
does, will be very pleased that those couple of extra
words have been put in as a result of clause 31.
Moving down the list of riveting clauses, clause 33
repeals provisions in the Road Safety Act that allows
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VicRoads to use or disclose information to respond to
issues raised in correspondence as it has other means to
do so. That particular provision is no longer needed.
Clause 34 helpfully adds a footnote in the Road Safety
Act. The next time I am stuck on the West Gate Bridge
I am going to be very pleased that there is now a
footnote in the Road Safety Act. That is going to be
very important, and I am sure many of Melbourne’s
motorists will agree with that.
Clause 35 is about refusing an application for a learner
permit. The legislation currently omits references to the
circumstances under which VicRoads is required to
refuse an application for a learner permit. This clause
rectifies that omission and also replaces ‘permit’ with
‘learner permit’. The Road Safety Act is now going to
have the word ‘test’ changed to ‘assessment’, which is
very good.
There is a typo that clause 38 corrects towards the end
of the bill, and it is something I am very pleased about.
The minister obviously saved the best until last. This
clause amends item 3(e)(i) of schedule 6 to the Road
Safety Act 1986. In the act it says ‘the the’ where it
should be just ‘the’. I am very pleased that has been
tidied up. The minister can be very proud of those
amendments.
The opposition will not be opposing the bill. The
amendments improve the legislation broadly, if only in
a technical manner. Again, I raise my criticism that this
housekeeping bill seems to be all the government has to
offer in the road space, which is very disappointing. As
I said at the outset, we have issues with country roads in
the east, in the north and in the west. Traffic congestion
continues to increase. We have a number of road
announcements with no funding attached to any of
them. The one project that the government came to
office with, which was apparently fully funded and
shovel ready, the West Gate distributor, has gone off
into the ether.
We have had $855 million of taxpayers money thrown
away to remove a contract that would have put in
significant road infrastructure that everyone — every
road stakeholder and every road user — thinks is
important and is necessary to be in place. As I said, the
CEO of Transurban has said that the east–west link or
something similar will be needed within the next 10 to
15 years. These are the same guys who are currently
writing policy for the government, as we speak.
As part of the debate I am sure government members
will come in and opine that there are some great social
reforms happening in the road space with this
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legislation and that these changes are very important to
the future of Victorian motorists. It is certainly an
ongoing trend that the government is filling up the
parliamentary agenda with administrative bills and is
filling the speakers list, and I will watch with interest as
the departmental blue folder gets passed from Labor
member to Labor member as they desperately try to fill
the speakers list on a bill that really is nothing more
than some administrative changes. I am sure a few
members opposite know in their hearts that they are just
propping up a government that is obsessed by the trivial
and that the government lacks any sort of agenda in this
space. I am sure also that motorists are very keen to see
these administrative changes, as typos are corrected and
certain titles have been changed.
We all know on this side of house, and indeed Victorian
motorists also know, that these administrative changes
are really all that the government has got to offer after
one year in office. Not one shovel has hit the earth
when it comes to actually building anything, and this
has come off the back of a very important nationally led
piece of legislation about how we measure weights on
trucks and how we manage fatigue for drivers of
smaller transport vehicles. There were a lot of promises
and a lot of commitments made. There was a lot of
funding committed, but, as I said, if you cut $6 billion
from the budget and you turn an operational surplus
into a deficit after only 12 months, then I guess you
cannot be expected to have the ability to deliver the
road projects that Victoria needs. The government is
bereft of ideas. It is bereft of the ability to build any
road infrastructure. Melbourne motorists know it. They
feel the frustration of this government’s inactivity every
single day.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
following the member for Warrandyte and joining the
debate on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
I was struck by the member for Warrandyte’s
contribution. The thought that came to my mind was,
‘Do as I say not as I do’. The member seems to think
the sum total of what one does in a particular
portfolio — I am talking about the roads portfolio — is
simply legislation. Actually it is also about funding and
getting things done. I would compare our one year in
office to the former government’s four years any day in
relation to roads because the comparison could not be
more stark. We have allocated $1 billion for outer
suburban roads and $1 billion for regional roads. The
first of the 50 most dangerous level crossings has been
eradicated, which will do a huge amount to get rid of
congestion.
I think what the member said is a bit rich. Aside from
one road proposal, I was trying to rack my brains as to
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what those opposite actually delivered to this state in
four years. That proposal was a hastily signed contract
for a road that did not stack up with the business case
and which was actually going to make congestion
worse in Hoddle Street and do nothing to ease
congestion for my constituents on the Eastern Freeway.
Then I thought, ‘I’m sure I remember the former
member for Polwarth and the former member for
South-West Coast having another policy in relation to
roads. It was about cutting, and not just cutting
budgets’. It was a media event held in the backyard
here at Parliament — in the gardens. They had a giant
cardboard replica of a registration sticker and a big pair
of scissors, and they cut the registration sticker up.
They did not tell people that they were actually jacking
registration fees up. ‘We’re not going to give you the
sticker anymore; we’re going to cut it in half, and we’re
going to jack the fees up’.
I am glad the new member for Polwarth is in the
chamber. I heard him phone up talkback radio after he
was elected and before he took his place in the
chamber. He said, ‘People have told me about this
problem of no registration stickers’, but he failed to
actually say that it was his predecessor who had
chopped them up. ‘Yes, they’ve told me it’s a problem,
and it’s a problem we have to fix’.
There were two contributions made by the previous
government — a hastily signed contract right at the end
of its term and a big registration sticker that got cut in
half. I also recall cuts to the VicRoads emergency
response team, which cleans up and assists when
vehicles have been in accidents or are broken down on
the freeway. That was not a congestion-busting
measure. The fact that people had to queue for longer in
a shorter number of hours at VicRoads offices did not
really help any of those things either.
I can confirm one road project in my electorate that the
previous member for Polwarth and former Minister for
Public Transport came to cut the ribbon for, and that
was the duplication of Plenty Road, just past Provincial
Meats and almost as far as The Parkway. The former
minister, the mayor and a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region in the other place were trying to
imply that it was them who had funded this great
duplication. But there was someone else at this event,
and his name was Tedward Scissorhands. He appeared
and said, ‘I’m very good at cutting ribbons on Labor’s
projects with one hand and cutting budgets with the
other’. That forced the previous member for Polwarth
and Minister for Public Transport to acknowledge —
given that the member for Mill Park and I were also
there — that this was actually done under our
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government’s watch. That was the only project that was
opened in my electorate — the fastest growing and
most populous electorate in the state — during the last
Parliament, and it was not funded by the former
government.
There was no start made on duplicating Yan Yean
Road, there were no plans made for Plenty Road, there
were no plans made for a bridging road and certainly
there were no plans made for O’Herns Road. The
former government’s plan was to fund the O’Herns
Road-Hume Freeway interchange in 2044, when most
of those working people in North Epping who need that
interchange to get to work will be in a retirement
village. That was the former government’s plan to
support the roads of the north.
Since then those opposite have been silent. In our first
budget we funded that much-needed interchange, but
we heard silence from those on the other side. They will
not call on their federal counterparts to make their
contribution to this road of national importance, or
RONI. They have been silent on the fact that only 8 per
cent of federal infrastructure funds have been allocated
to Victoria despite it having a growing number of
residents, now amounting to 25 per cent of the
Australian population.
I am really pleased that the bill makes some changes to
the Road Management Act 2004. In particular I will be
drawing my constituents’ attention to the fact that the
bill ups the threshold, and I will remind drivers that
they can submit a claim for damage to their vehicles
where roads have not been adequately maintained. As
exhibit A I will mention Arthurs Creek Road in the City
of Whittlesea, which has dirt and flowers coming up
through the asphalt and which has not been looked
after. I will put to my constituents that they should
really have a look at the provisions under the Road
Management Act so that they can make claims against
the City of Whittlesea for reimbursement for damage to
vehicles because of its failure to address this issue.
This is a good bill that comes along with a great budget
that has allocated funds to reverse the damage that was
done and the neglect of our roads under the former
government. I wish the bill a speedy passage and
commend it to the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

Lilydale West Primary School
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Education. The action I seek is urgent
funding assistance for Lilydale West Primary School to
undertake vital safety maintenance works and an
upgrade of outdated facilities that are causing the
school to haemorrhage money. Lilydale West student
numbers continue to increase. The school currently has
376 students enrolled, with a further 75 new students
enrolling for prep in 2016.
I recently visited Lilydale West Primary School with
my colleague the member for Ferntree Gully in his
capacity as shadow Minister for Education. Despite a
vibrant and caring learning environment, with lots of
happy students filling the classrooms, the urgency of
the school’s maintenance needs could not be hidden.
We were appalled by what we witnessed and were told
about.
The portable on site has no electricity and has had to be
disconnected. It was found to be sparking, which could
have burnt down the school; it simply was not safe. The
school had a water leak, causing it to lose 700 litres of
water an hour, which was accelerating due to old,
eroding pipes. It was anticipated that the next water bill
would be in the vicinity of $10 000. Water was also
spotted leaking through light fittings, which has the
potential to electrocute staff and students. Other rooms
have black mould, which can aggravate asthma and
allergies in vulnerable children. The school has also
suffered a gas leak as a result of original gas heating,
which has not been upgraded since 1973. Adding to the
school’s woes, the heater is encased in asbestos, which
requires constant checking to make sure that students
are not at risk. The last air monitoring check racked up
another $10 000 bill.
Despite three rounds of maintenance funding, Lilydale
West Primary School has received nothing to date, and
I want to know why. I understand that the Minister for
Education has visited the school and offered his support
if it had any issues. Issues were raised, and the principal
has been told funding is in the pipeline for the school,
yet not a penny has come its way for maintenance.
I was recently provided with a copy of anticipated total
maintenance costs for Lilydale West Primary School,
which I am happy to provide to the minister. The bill
totals more than $1.9 million. Every item on that list is
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an essential item for the safety and security of the
teachers and students. I ask the minister to take swift
and immediate action to address Lilydale West’s
maintenance concerns to stop risking the wellbeing of
our next generation of aspiring minds.

Notting Hill Neighbourhood House
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. The action I seek is for the minister to provide
support to the Notting Hill Neighbourhood House to
install important water saving initiatives and
environmental improvements. I am pleased to see that
the minister is currently in the house. Such initiatives
could eventually be replicated by other local venues,
and Notting Hill hopes to be a leader in demonstrating
how environmental sustainability and the financial
security it brings can benefit community facilities.
The Notting Hill community is incredibly diverse.
More than half the local population was born overseas,
and a significant number of households live on below
average or limited incomes. In neighbourhoods like
these, community centres like Notting Hill
Neighbourhood House play a particularly important
role for local families, and it has a long record of
engaging new and long-term residents. Notting Hill
Neighbourhood House is a well-known and loved part
of the community. In addition to providing a meeting
space for local community groups and residents, it hosts
literacy and language classes, arts and crafts groups,
children’s groups and a variety of other services that
support the health and wellbeing of local families. My
favourite activity is a Friday night barbecue for anyone
who wants to drop in.
Despite its successes, Notting Hill faces a number of
challenges. It serves a larger and faster growing number
of local residents than nearby neighbourhood houses.
While this presents many opportunities for Notting Hill,
the busy timetable and constant use of the facilities
increase the cost of utilities and maintenance beyond
what most community centres in the area face.
Environmental improvements there would reduce cost
pressures on Notting Hill and allow it to continue to
deliver essential programs to the local community. It is
a successful, essential part of the local community that I
am proud to represent. I would be happy to work with
the minister to provide support to this important
community organisation.

Robinvale P–12 College
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Education. The action I seek is for the
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minister to visit my electorate and in particular to visit
Robinvale P–12 College. Robinvale P–12 has many
challenges. It has a large and diverse ethnic enrolment,
and there is a need for adult education resulting from
the ethnicity of the community and also because
Robinvale has varying expectations about what
education should be provided. Robinvale is at the heart
of a large and growing horticultural area. It is 1 hour
from Mildura and 1½ hours from Swan Hill. It has a
large seasonal workforce and a low unemployment rate.
The school has strong support from industry to feed
into the growing horticultural industry. The school has
been seeking to rebadge itself as a community hub and
better meet the needs of its community.
The previous government provided partnership funding
for a kindergarten on the site with Swan Hill Rural City
Council, which has a strong interest in Robinvale’s
future. The previous government also provided funding
to start the next stage of the school’s redevelopment.
All this work would not be possible without the support
of the community. Through the community there has
been strong support from both the school council and
the school principal, Ana Rees, who is a strong
community person. Similarly, Robinvale Advancing
Country Towns has been involved in the school’s
future. Without its leaders working hard, we would not
be where we are today in regard to Robinvale’s future.
The school is ready for the minister to visit and see its
issues firsthand. Part of the understanding he will gain
relates to what partnerships have been formed with the
community, such as with Robinvale Euston
Community Alliance, with support from Advancing
Country Towns, Mallee Family Care, Robinvale
District Health Services, Murray Valley Aboriginal
Cooperative and Robinvale P–12. All these groups
want is a better start for our young children and a strong
future for young people.
Industry partnerships are vital and can provide
employment. The challenge is to match those
employment opportunities to training, and to do so the
school needs a number of things to be developed. In
particular, it needs a state-of-the-art library complex,
and the council is prepared to help with that; enhanced
trade facilities; and resources to run community
education services. Some of the funding was committed
to by the previous government, and funding is required
to continue this transition. I request that the minister
visit Robinvale and meet the community, industry and
service providers to understand the vision for and the
commitment of the community to its future through a
community hub.
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Frankston Medicentre
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Health. The action I seek
is for the minister to give a written guarantee that the
people of Frankston will continue to have access to
out-of-hours GP services at Frankston Hospital. The
after-hours GP services located in Frankston Hospital
allow our community to utilise a number of facilities
such as radiology and pathology, which would
otherwise be inaccessible after hours. The Frankston
Medicentre, which has been in Frankston for over
20 years, takes the strain off the hospital’s emergency
department. It diverts less serious cases from the
triage-based system to the Medicentre, which also frees
up beds for patients coming in by ambulance. Many
ambulances do not have to ramp up or wait and can get
out to help other sick people in our community.
Summer, with many thousands of tourists on the
peninsula, is a particularly bad time for this service to
close.
The state government contacted federal Liberal
Minister for Health, Susann Ley, almost a month ago
but has heard nothing at all from her or from the local
federal member. The after-hours GP clinic located in
Frankston Hospital provides our community with
10 000 consultations a year and a number of facilities
such as radiology and pathology, which would
otherwise be inaccessible. Taking away our
community’s health care as a result of federal cuts is
unacceptable. The clinic is a very popular option for
families. Over the last week we have collected over
2000 signatures from concerned residents to call on the
federal government to reverse the cuts which leave
Frankston Medicentre little option but to close this
Sunday.

Narracan electorate education funding
Mr BLACKWOOD (Narracan) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Education. The action I seek is that
he address the funding needs of schools in the Narracan
electorate, which were forgotten in the 2015–16 state
budget and subsequent funding announcements by the
Andrews government. In particular Warragul Regional
College, Neerim District Secondary College, Trafalgar
High School and Moe’s Albert Street Primary School
require significant upgrades to ensure that students have
access to the best facilities possible during their
education.
In many ways Warragul Regional College is unchanged
from when I attended it many years ago, and that
includes a dilapidated toilet block that students are
required to use. A major investment is needed to deliver
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critical upgrades to meet the rapid growth in population
that will see student numbers rise significantly in the
near future.
Trafalgar High School has seen investment over the
past decade; however, it still requires funding to
complete a final stage, which will help the school
deliver the best facilities possible for students.
The Victorian coalition delivered a $300 000 science
wing to Neerim District Secondary College, and now
the school needs major investment in classroom
upgrades.
Albert Street Primary School in Moe requires not only a
modernisation program but also basic security fencing
to protect the grounds from vandalism and trespass,
which has been a major headache for the school.
The coalition government promised $15 million for
improvements at these schools prior to the last election.
The Andrews Labor government is touting itself as an
education government; however, schools right across
the Narracan electorate have expressed their frustration
that there has been no major investment by this
government in infrastructure at any local school.
I call on the minister to prove to the people of Narracan
that it is not just spin when he claims to be intent on
making Victoria the education state and funding these
schools in my electorate that so far he and the Andrews
government have chosen to ignore.

Blackwood wastewater management
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water concerning
the small and very beautiful township of Blackwood.
The action I seek is that the minister visit Blackwood at
her earliest convenience to update the community and
other stakeholders on the work her department has
commissioned to develop a sewerage solution for
Blackwood. As members well know, without a
wastewater management solution in place the capacity
of Blackwood residents to renovate, rebuild or develop
vacant residential allotments is severely curtailed.
I raised this matter in February, and on that occasion I
asked the minister to convene a working group
comprising the relevant local government and
environmental and water authorities to develop a
workable site-specific wastewater management solution
for Blackwood. I was delighted that the minister acted
immediately, convening the Blackwood project
working group and taking the time to travel to
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Blackwood to receive a report back from the working
group and to engage with community members.
It is worthwhile contrasting the response of the
Andrews Labor government to this tricky challenge
with that of the do-nothing, head-in-the-sand approach
of the failed one-term coalition government. Despite
the best efforts of the Deputy Speaker in his role as the
member for Melton and as the then representative of
Blackwood, the former government sat on its hands,
waiting and hoping for the township of Blackwood to
quietly disappear. As anyone who knows this
community is aware, it will never quietly disappear,
and so I have been very pleased by the minister’s
engagement with and response to this project.
The minister will be warmly welcomed in Blackwood
at a time she is able to visit in order to provide a
much-needed and much-anticipated update on this
important project.

Mansfield Primary School
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — My adjournment matter
tonight is directed to the Minister for Education, and the
action I seek is that he resolve the problem of the
classroom shortage at Mansfield Primary School by
arranging for the delivery of two relocatable buildings
to the school as a matter of priority. If that is not
possible, at the very least I ask that he expedite the
supply of a single mod 5 relocatable.
Jarrod Appleton, the school council president at
Mansfield Primary School, recently contacted me with
regard to the critical and urgent situation at the school,
because the school has not yet been able to secure a
response from the department. This of course impedes
the school’s planning processes for next year. It knows
its numbers and it has staff, but it has nowhere to put all
of the students.
I visited the school on Saturday to meet with
Mr Appleton and the principal, Mr Paul Volkering, to
discuss this matter and understand the situation clearly.
School enrolments are expected to increase by at least
28 students next year. At present it is expected that the
numbers will jump from 306 students to 334, although
the numbers could be even higher still. The school is ill
equipped to cater for this growth and will be short of
classrooms. This is exacerbated by the fact that one of
the existing buildings, which this year housed one class,
needs to be condemned due to asbestos and its
dilapidated condition. When you look at that building, it
is completely obvious.
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Mansfield itself is one of the most livable towns in
regional Victoria. Many families are moving to the
area, and it is important that they do so in the
knowledge that the school and its facilities are not just
adequate but good. On top of that, additional growth
can be attributed to the school’s attention to academic
achievement and to student welfare, and this has
certainly enhanced the school’s reputation in the
community.
The pressures faced by Mansfield Primary School are
very real, and the situation is time critical given that we
are only a couple of months away from the next school
year. The minister has branded this government the
education government. Now is the time to get down to
action and not let down the young families and school
community in Mansfield. Mansfield Primary School
needs decisions to be made now, not in another month.
Its planning for 2016 is well underway but has stalled
due to the lack of decision-making within the
department.
I request that the minister look into this matter as a
matter of priority and make sure the school has the
buildings it requires next year so that it can house all of
its classes.

Translation and interpreter services
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Equality,
who is also the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing, Minister for Mental Health and Minister for
Creative Industries. It concerns the federal
government’s cuts to translation and interpreter
services. Many of the people who use the services
provided by the minister’s department need access to
interpreter services. The action I seek is that the
minister raise this matter with the federal Minister for
Social Services.
Just last week I held a community forum with the new
chairperson of the Victorian Multicultural Commission,
Helen Kapalos. Together we met with multicultural
community organisations from right across Casey to
hear firsthand about the issues they are facing. One
issue that was raised by multiple organisations was the
federal government’s decision to cut funding for
translation and interpreter services. From 1 December
many organisations will now have to pay for these vital
services as the Department of Social Services
completes a review.
The Casey North Community Information and Support
Service, which I know the minister is aware of, does
outstanding work in my electorate, and it may be forced
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to pay for these services, which many of its clients rely
upon. Our local community is home to people from
more than 150 different nations and of many faiths:
26.7 per cent of local residents were born in
non-English speaking countries and 29.9 per cent speak
English as a second language. There are few
communities as wonderfully diverse as ours, but many
local residents require significant assistance with
complex and sensitive issues.
Working with people from different cultural
backgrounds who have limited English can be
incredibly difficult and often time consuming. I ask
anyone who has been in a situation where they have
had to communicate in a language they did not
understand to consider what it might feel like. Imagine
if you had been in need of urgent help. No-one should
have to feel so helpless and alone. Yet without funding
for these services, many community organisations will
have to either reduce their existing interpreter services
or look at cutting back on other services. Many
organisations already go above and beyond with their
very limited budgets, and now they will be forced to dig
even deeper.

4945

Over the last year a few things have come to light.
When we were in government we announced that we
would move VicRoads to Ballarat and create
600 much-needed jobs in Ballarat. What we have seen
since then is this government saying, ‘That was a
thought bubble’. However, it turns out it was not a
thought bubble, because on 30 September the Ballarat
Courier discovered some leaked documents that proved
that extensive work was done on the headquarters
relocation in 2014. The documents proved that the
relocation was well and truly underway and that there
was a business case. There is therefore no reason, you
would think, for there not to be an announcement or for
the government not to provide the certainty it said it
would provide.
Perhaps we could look at some reasons why we have
not seen that. I am reminded that back when the
Liberal-Nationals government announced we would do
this thing, who came out and said it did not like it? That
would be of course the Australian Services Union. It
was outraged that we were seeking to move these jobs,
and it was opposed to it. Perhaps that is why we have
not seen an answer on this; perhaps that is why we have
not seen this government act on this project, which is
incredibly important for Ballarat.

The Casey North Community Information and Support
Service does exceptional work providing support and
assistance to victims of family violence. Many women
and their children from many different backgrounds
come to the outstanding team at Casey North when they
have nowhere else to go. Casey’s programs make a big
difference to the lives of so many in our community,
and they simply should not be put at risk. I ask the
minister to raise this very important issue and give
voice to those who need our help.

Time is marching on, and members opposite have been
very vocal in talking about being one year into
government. If the Labor Party is a year into
government, it is well past the time that it announced to
the people of Ballarat its answer on moving VicRoads
there. For the communities of Ballarat that I represent, I
truly hope the answer to this question will be in the
affirmative.

VicRoads Ballarat relocation

Rangebank Preschool

Ms STALEY (Ripon) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. The action
I seek is a positive announcement on moving VicRoads
to Ballarat before Christmas.
I refer to an answer that the Premier gave to Mr Morris,
a member for Western Victoria Region in the other
place, back in March, when he said that the Victorian
government is considering its options for the relocation
of the VicRoads head office from its Kew site and that
the government is committed to providing certainty for
VicRoads staff and the community as soon as
practicable. That was 18 March 2015. We are now, as
we have been reminded all through this sitting week, at
the one-year mark of this government, and we still have
not had an announcement.

Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — I wish to raise a
matter for the Minister for Families and Children and
Minister for Youth Affairs, Ms Mikakos. The action I
seek is that the minister update the residents of my
electorate on the plans to deliver the much-needed
$125 000 upgrade of the playground at Rangebank
Preschool, Cranbourne.
I was pleased to see, leading up to the November 2014
election, the Andrews opposition commit $125 000 and
then subsequently secure it in the Labor government’s
2015 budget. Labor’s investment will modernise the
outdoor spaces at Rangebank Preschool, creating new
storage spaces and better play spaces, including
refilling the ever popular sandpit.
The electorate of Cranbourne is a booming area of
Melbourne, with young families looking for quality
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early childhood education services near their homes.
Rangebank Preschool in Cranbourne is run by a
committee of management consisting of parents and
interested community members. This upgrade will be
of great assistance to the whole preschool community. I
urge the minister to keep my constituents informed of
the progress of this project.

Responses
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for Frankston for his adjournment matter
and particularly his advocacy in respect of health
matters in his electorate. The after-hours GP service at
Frankston is an integral service for local community
members. It has been running for over 20 years. It is yet
another example of really pointless cuts by the federal
government. For a saving of $100 000 the impact on
our emergency departments is significant. Because
people cannot access primary care, this will cost a
significantly higher amount of money than that.
I can advise the member for Frankston that there are
ongoing discussions with all of the parties involved,
and I will certainly have more to say about this in
coming days. I look forward to working with the
member for Frankston on this matter and ensuring that
the people in his electorate of Frankston have access to
the best possible health services.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Equality) — I thank the
member for Narre Warren South for raising this very
important issue, because of course if we are serious
about making sure that people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds have full access as
citizens to both civic and economic opportunities, then
the role of interpreting services is critical to that — and
it is not just for people from non-English-speaking
backgrounds but increasingly people from disability
services. Only last week I launched a disability Auslan
service, in partnership with an interpreting service, and
there they shared with me the news that the member
had also established that the federal government was
cruelly threatening severe cuts to this important civic
opportunity for so many people from
non-English-speaking backgrounds.
Whether it is organisations such as the Casey North
Community Information Support Service, which does
an outstanding range of work, or organisations that I
would suspect exist in the community of every member
of this chamber, this is a service that the federal
government should not be cutting. It should in fact be
supporting it more, and I will certainly undertake the
member’s suggestion to ensure that the new federal
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Minister for Social Services, Mr Porter, delivers
protection of this very vital service.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for
Oakleigh for raising the important issue of the funding
request made by Notting Hill Neighbourhood House in
relation to investment in water efficiency, water-saving
measures and other environmental efficiency measures.
I am really pleased — as a former coordinator of a
neighbourhood house, I know what a great job they
do — that I have heard a lot about Notting Hill
Neighbourhood House from the member for Oakleigh,
in fact, time and time again. I am very pleased today to
be able to say, as a result of his very rigorous, ongoing
and regular advocacy for this particular project, that we
will enter some contract negotiations with Notting Hill
Neighbourhood House and provide it with funding so
that it can make some important changes and make its
neighbourhood house more energy and water efficient.
I thank the member for Macedon for her question in
relation to Blackwood. As you pointed out, Deputy
Speaker, you have had a long interest in this issue. I last
visited Blackwood on 4 June with the member for
Macedon, and she has done a great job working with
the working group and trying to find some solutions to
the issue of sewerage provision so the community can
continue to grow and expand and support its current
residents. I am very pleased to provide a commitment
to the member that I will visit next week, and I am
pretty sure we might have something very positive to
say to the local community in relation to a sewerage
solution. Much of that comes down to the member for
Macedon and her advocacy on this issue.
A number of other members have raised a number of
other issues for a number of ministers, and I will be
very pleased to refer those matters off to those
ministers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I am very
glad that the member for Macedon has taken over
Blackwood. The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.26 p.m.
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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

WHITE RIBBON DAY
The SPEAKER — Order! Today is White Ribbon
Day. White Ribbon is a campaign to end men’s
violence against women. It is recognised in more than
60 countries through prevention initiatives including
awareness raising and education. White Ribbon Day is
held annually on 25 November. The day signals the
start of the 16 days of activism to stop violence against
women, which ends on Human Rights Day on
10 December. The Parliament of Victoria will be lit in
orange for these 16 days to recognise this important
initiative.
The Victorian Parliament has joined the White Ribbon
program and is seeking to become an accredited
workplace. We are the first parliamentary jurisdiction in
Australia to commit to this program. The workplace
program involves surveys of employees and an
assessment of policies and training that can include
recommendations for future activities. It will cover staff
of the parliamentary departments and electorate staff.
The accreditation process takes 18 months and will
commence in March 2016. The President of the
Legislative Council and I encourage all members and
staff to become involved when the program is launched
next year.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Special religious instruction
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Ordered that petition be considered next day on
motion of Ms STALEY (Ripon).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Gembrook on 24 November be
considered next day on motion of Mr BATTIN
(Gembrook).

HAZELWOOD MINE FIRE INQUIRY
IMPLEMENTATION MONITOR
Report 2014–15
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health), by leave,
presented report.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Local Government: 2014–15 Audit
Snapshot — Ordered to be published
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources,
Department of — Report 2014–15 (three documents)
Ombudsman — Investigation of a protected disclosure
complaint regarding allegations of improper conduct by
councillors associated with political donations — Ordered to
be published
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Building Act 1993 — SR 134
Charities Act 1978 — SR 131
City of Melbourne Act 2001 — SR 133

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
County Court Act 1958 — SRs 129, 130
Residents in the Ripon electorate draw to the attention of the
house: that the government has scrapped 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 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 ensure that the Andrews government
reverses its broken promise and allows students attending
government schools to attend SRI during school hours.

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (215 signatures).
Tabled.

Food Act 1984 — SR 132
Road Safety Act 1986 — SR 135
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Education and Training Reform Act 2006 —
Ministerial Direction No. 145
Racing Act 1958 — Greyhound Racing Victoria —
Rule Amendments
Taxi Services Commission — Report 2014–15
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal —
Report 2014–15
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India visit
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I rise to
thank the many people who made my recent trip to
India a terrific success and one where the local Indian
community here in Victoria was overwhelmingly
supportive of me, the member for Ripon and
Mr Ondarchie, a member for Northern Metropolitan
Region in the Council, on this visit.
I want to thank the head of the Confederation of Indian
Australian Associations, Mr Vasan Srinivasan, who is
incredibly well connected and well received in India.
He arranged many of our visits, both organised and
impromptu. Both Mr Ambrish Deshmukh from FIAV,
the Federation of Indian Associations of Victoria, and
Mr Parwan Jaswal from the Federation of Indian Origin
Multi-Faith Organisation were part of the delegation
that packed much into just eight days.
In Delhi I had the honour to visit the Gurudwara Bangla
Sahib, one of the largest Sikh temples in Delhi, where
we were received by the chairman and committee
members. That night we attended the Sri Nirankari
Mission festival on the outskirts of Delhi, where a city
of 1.5 million people has been established for the
four-day event. It was an overwhelming honour to
address the main crowd area, which had
280 000 people present. It was quite an overwhelming
experience.
We helped to launch the Australia India Business
Alliance; met members of the Lok Sabha and the
charismatic Shiamak Davar; and also visited Mumbai,
Bangalore and Chennai where, in Bangalore, I met a
range of ministers from horticulture to planning to the
opposition leader. It was a pleasure and an honour. I
cannot wait to go back. I thank all those who made it
possible.

Werribee electorate government achievements
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to reflect on
365 days of an Andrews Labor government and in
particular on the key projects being delivered in my
electorate of Werribee. This government contributed an
extra $85 million to revolutionise the capabilities of
Werribee Mercy Hospital. We were able to achieve this
expansion of health services because this government
has proven itself as a sound economic manager.
The delivery of the regional rail link in my electorate is
another great example of a strong focus on the
infrastructure needed by our outer suburbs. The
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regional rail link, opened on 21 June, provides
20 000 commuters per week from the City of
Wyndham with a direct line towards the city. As a
direct result of this infrastructural upgrade the
metropolitan Werribee line has benefited, with
punctuality now at a 10-year high. Schools have also
benefited with the Andrews Labor government
contributing an additional $4.1 million in annual
funding as part of its plan to make Victoria the great
education state. Our commitment to Werribee
Secondary College was also met with $7 million
provided to upgrade ageing facilities. Lastly,
Werribee’s Chirnside Park, the proud home of the
Werribee Tigers, is also set for a major upgrade, with a
$1.5 million contribution towards a redevelopment
program.
Three hundred and sixty five days ago the Victorian
people placed their faith in this government to better the
state of Victoria. The Andrews Labor government has
held true to its values and fulfilled its commitments to
my electorate of Werribee and to the broader
community.

Ovens Valley electorate government
performance
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — The Andrews
Labor government celebrates 12 months in government
this week, but there will not be any champagne or
balloons, because all it has managed to do is rebadge
former coalition initiatives and to commence a report
into everything, This government is becoming the
government for mirrors, because it is looking into
everything. Consultants are swarming to Victoria like
bees to a honey pot, because under this Labor
government we have become let-us-do-a-report
specialists. It is another cruel hoax to try to convince
Victorians that the government is doing something.
The shovel-ready projects that we were promised are
just like the east–west link contract — not worth the
paper they are written on, apparently. This government
has a PhD in deception and a double degree in breaking
promises. In the Ovens Valley electorate we are still
waiting for the minister to approve the Mount Buffalo
Chalet renewal project that was scheduled to be
completed in 2016. This government is not even
prepared to begin the substantial works and it appears
to be getting cold feet in regional Victoria.
Last week we saw the absolutely disgraceful
performance of the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
and his sneaky offsider, a member for Northern
Victoria Region in the other place, Jaclyn Symes. The
good people of Yarrawonga have been lied to, deceived
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and let down by the Andrews Labor government.
Ms Symes talks about being born and raised in country
Victoria, but then turns her back on Yarrawonga and
selects a completely different bridge crossing route over
the Murray River to the one she promised to
individuals. I say to her, ‘Good luck on your next visit
to Yarrawonga. The community cannot wait to discuss
your cruel hoax’. Whether it is the green or grey bridge
route, members of this community will get on with life
and will not give the government another excuse to
delay a bridge so desperately needed, but they will
never forget the deception and the lies that were spun to
them.

Essendon electorate government achievements
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — This month marks
my first year as the member for Essendon, and I am so
proud of what we have managed to achieve in such a
short period of time. Education was a key theme I
campaigned on. I was absolutely thrilled when the May
budget committed $5.7 million to rebuild Strathmore
Primary School. In the course of the last week
architects were appointed to design this school, and I
cannot wait for it to finally be rebuilt.
The former government decided to exclude parts of
Strathmore and all of Strathmore Heights from being
zoned to Strathmore Secondary College. The college is
one of the premier state schools in the north-west, and
the decision by the former government denied hundreds
of families the right to attend their local state school. I
was delighted that we were able to rezone this school.
The theme of education has continued with the recent
announcement to provide funding of $250 000 to
improve the exterior appearance of Mount Alexander
College in Flemington.
Other notable achievements this year have included
abandoning the east–west link, which would have had a
devastating impact on Flemington and, in particular, on
the public housing estate in Flemington. We have also
introduced mandatory height controls for the first time
in the City of Moonee Valley with the decision to stop
the overdevelopment of the Moonee Valley Racing
Club. I am also looking forward to the removal of the
Buckley Street level crossing, which is one of the
50 worst level crossings in Melbourne. The first
12 months have represented a good start but more work
needs to be done, and I look forward to continuing to
work hard on behalf of my community and the
Andrews Labor government over the course of this
parliamentary term.
Finally, it would be remiss of me not to note that today
is the 21st anniversary of the passing of an old friend of
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mine who took his life, Stuart Dorward. Twenty-one
years have passed, but I have not forgotten you, mate,
and I wish you were here. Cheers.

Government performance
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — Today we observe
the first anniversary of the election of the Andrews
government, and it is certainly no celebration, with
almost $1 billion to not build a desperately needed
road; a $286 million budget deficit — the first in a
generation; net debt up by $673 million since 1 July, on
top of a $1.1 billion hike in the year to 30 June;
6600 full-time jobs lost on the Mornington Peninsula
since 1 December, 1500 in Gippsland, 16 200 in
north-west Victoria; 3600 in Geelong; 6000 in Bendigo
since 1 December; and 75 500 young people jobless.
Not one extra cent has been put into the TAFE sector,
despite fallacious claims from the former Labor
opposition that the system was broken, and a
win-at-all-costs mentality has been exposed by Labor’s
rorts for votes scheme. Not only is cage fighting now
legal, children as young as seven or eight have been
exposed to this mindless violence while the government
claims to be serious about eradicating family violence.
The last item is particularly troubling as today is White
Ribbon Day. Police stations have been closed, with the
brand-new station at Somerville apparently never to
open. After four years of growth in police numbers, not
only has recruitment stopped but numbers are now
dropping. The first anniversary of the election of the
Andrews government is certainly no celebration.

Geelong electorate government achievements
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — On Sunday,
29 November, we celebrate our first year of the
Andrews Labor government. The Andrews Labor
government has made a significant commitment to
Geelong, and the people of Geelong deserve this
attention and commitment.
Our announcement to save Avalon Airport, involving a
10-year deal with Jetstar, has saved hundreds of jobs.
There are now flights from Avalon to Sydney and the
Gold Coast, and further announcements are imminent.
The Andrews Labor government has not only saved
these workers jobs, but it has helped to create more jobs
for the next 10 years. We committed $70 million for
Simonds Stadium and work is now underway. This
project is generating construction jobs and also ongoing
jobs, once completed. The Minister for Tourism and
Major Events, who is also the Minister for Sport and
Minister for Veterans, has delivered on his commitment
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to bring events to Geelong, such as the Big Bash game,
and will soon introduce the Kardinia Park trust.

and experience its wonders and wonderful tourism
attractions.

Geelong High School and Whittington Primary School
will provide the first-rate education that our children
deserve. We have 15 new police committed to Geelong
and the Bellarine Peninsula. TAFE funding has been
restored, as well as local learning and employment
network funding, and this means more jobs for
Geelong. Geelong schools have received much-needed
additional needs-based funding. We have the
commencement of the Geelong Performing Arts Centre
upgrade about to start — a $30 million investment in
jobs. There is the manufacturing hub in Geelong to
support the development of new manufacturing in
partnership with Deakin University — another
$3 million investment in jobs. We have Stepping Up
being funded to deliver new therapeutic day
rehabilitation in the Barwon area as part of the ice
drug — —

Footscray electorate government achievements

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Mornington Peninsula tourism awards
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — Tourism on the
Mornington Peninsula was overrepresented at the
recent Victorian tourism awards. Along with our
natural attractions and range of tourism options, we are
lucky to have professional and enthusiastic operators,
led by the indefatigable Tracey Cooper.
Congratulations to the following winners and finalists.
The Major Tour/Transport Groups award was won by
Searoad Ferries. A Tour and Transport Operator finalist
was Horseback Winery Tours. The Adventure Tourism
award was won by Enchanted Adventure Garden and
Tree Surfing Australia. The Destination Marketing
award was won by Wine Food Farmgate. The Tourism
Restaurant/Catering Service was won by Stillwater at
Crittenden. Polperro wines and accommodation was a
finalist for the Tourism Restaurant/Catering Service
award. The Hosted Accommodation award was won by
Harmony Bed & Breakfast. The Self-contained
Accommodation award was won by Aquabelle
Apartments. The Excellence in Food Tourism award
was won by Green Olive at Red Hill. The Young
Achiever award was won by Matt McDonald from
Searoad.
The Mornington Peninsula swept up just about all of
the prizes, due to the great work of our tourism
operators. I congratulate them all, and I encourage
members to come down to the Mornington Peninsula

Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — It is almost
12 months since the election of the Andrews Labor
government, and my constituents certainly can feel and
see the difference. School communities in the Footscray
electorate, Victoria University and the Maribyrnong
City Council have been working hard with the state
government to deliver on the Footscray learning
precinct, a first for Australia, to provide lifelong
learning. Sunshine College and the school community,
who waited for many years after developing a master
plan for their new school, are getting the master plan
they planned for under the Andrews Labor government.
They are so happy to be getting the plan they
developed.
In the west we have also noticed the difference, after
four years of inactivity, in public transport, with the
recommitment to the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel that
will link the people of the west to the Parkville precinct
for the first time by rail, enabling access for those who
need to get to health treatment in Parkville, and those
who need to attend the Parkville precinct for education
will be able to get to it. The Andrews Labor
government is certainly pleased to be delivering on
behalf of the people of the west to give them access to
that precinct.
On the health front, in the fastest growing region in
Victoria, for the first time ever we are looking at the
redevelopment of the women’s and children’s hospital.

Government performance
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — The 12 months
of the Andrews government will be seen as an absolute
failure by Victorians. The decision by the Andrews
government to rip up the east–west link has exposed it
as a wasteful, deceitful and incompetent government —
it has wasted $1 billion of taxpayers money, and it just
keeps growing. This will be counted as another failed
project, along with myki, the desalination plant and the
north–south pipeline projects.
Before the election Mr Andrews promised to create
100 000 full-time jobs within two years. Instead
Victoria is the worst performing state in Australia and
we have seen almost 9800 full-time jobs lost in regional
Victoria. Even if we use Labor’s figures and count
4500 jobs that it believes it has covered in the
12 months, it is still well off the 50 000 jobs that it said

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Wednesday, 25 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

it would create in the first year. Let us wait to see what
it brings in year two.

Grand Final Friday
Mr SOUTHWICK — The grand final public
holiday: talk about a pointless and expensive policy —
the theme of the Andrews government. The public
holiday cost Victoria nearly $1 billion. It just keeps
adding up. And then if you want to see a government
that wastes money, the Auditor-General has recently
shown that the Labor government attempted to cook the
books by hiding a budget deficit. Again, this shows a
Labor government full of waste and mismanagement.

Government achievements
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am proud to
stand here as we approach the one-year anniversary of
this government. This is a government that was elected
on a platform of transforming Victoria after four years
of inertia from those opposite. A key element of that
platform was the removal of level crossings. For four
long years those opposite sat on their hands regarding
crossing removals in my electorate. Not one level
crossing in my area was removed, despite their often
repeated promises.
I am also proud of the community. This is their victory,
the community’s victory. The investment in level
crossings, the investment in TAFEs, the investment in
the Monash Children’s hospital, the investment in the
heart hospital — they are the community’s victory. This
is what the community called for in public meetings
and in doorknocking all over the state, and this is their
victory. I am proud that we are meeting their
aspirations.
We all recall the hollow Liberal promise in 2010 to
remove just one level crossing in Murrumbeena in my
electorate. When the election came around in 2014 we
were still waiting. To misquote Banjo Patterson, under
the Liberals there was absolutely no movement at the
stations.
To take credit you actually have to do something. The
Andrews government has moved swiftly. Level
crossing removals at North Road in Ormond,
McKinnon Road in McKinnon, Centre Road in
Bentleigh and Burke Road in Glen Iris are all
underway. Contracts will soon be issued for the
removal of crossings at Grange Road, Koornang Road,
Murrumbeena Road, Poath Road, Clayton Road and
Centre Road and three others on the same line. We
have got four station rebuilds and 37 new trains coming
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to increase passenger capacity. This government gets
on with the job.
I congratulate the Premier on delivering real change for
Victoria by removing these dangerous and
time-consuming level crossings.

Mildura charity golf day
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I would like to thank the
organisers of the Mildura Fruit Company, Wakefield
Transport and Nangiloc Colignan Farms charity golf
day. This event has raised over $250 000 in its 10 years
for local charities Chances for Children, Mallee
Accommodation and Support Program and Sunraysia
Residential Services. It was an early start, a hot day and
a busy day for the drinks wagon. What a difference it
can make when people reach into their pockets to
support these causes. Well done to Vicki Krake and her
team.

Clontarf academies award nights
Mr CRISP — Clontarf academies in Mildura and
Robinvale support young Aboriginals in the education
system. Sport is an important part of encouraging and
rewarding school attendance. Secondary school
completion has improved under Clontarf, and both
academies had their presentation nights recently. It was
my pleasure to attend and so support the endeavours of
these young Australians.

Victorian Consular Corps
Mr CRISP — The Victorian Consular Corps toured
the Mildura region last week, and 12 consuls general
took advantage of the opportunity to be shown our
region. For these guests the weather was memorable —
44 degrees Celsius. Thank you to Estelle Parker and the
state director of the Department of Foreign Affairs and
Trade for organising and promoting events.

Watchem Panthers Cricket Club
Mr CRISP — The Watchem Panthers Cricket Club
has re-formed after a break of about 30 years. I attended
its home game on Saturday. The pitch was green carpet,
the oval was dusty and the teams were keen. There was
a group of loyal local supporters. Well done to Barry
and his team for organising it. Events such as this help
to hold communities together.

Murray Basin rail project
Mr CRISP — Here we are at the first anniversary of
this Labor government, which has been marked in my
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electorate by bickering, disputes and a failure to get on
with the job of the Murray Basin rail project.

St Albans electorate government achievements
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — It has been almost
12 months since the Andrews Labor government was
elected, and we have hit the ground running. For my
electorate of St Albans this has meant removing the two
dangerous level crossings at Main Road and Furlong
Road, St Albans. This has been a long campaign, run
over many decades. Now we see cranes and
construction on the Main Road site and early works at
Furlong Road.
We have kept our promise to deliver the first women’s
and children’s hospital in the west, to be built at
Sunshine Hospital. We have ended the war on our
paramedics. We have delivered the $41 million Ice
Action Plan. We have seen the biggest ever injection of
funding for our schools in St Albans and also funding
for breakfast clubs serving over 25 000 children across
Victoria. We have seen the first round of custody
officers recruited to Sunshine police station. We have
established Australia’s first Royal Commission into
Family Violence, with recommendations due early next
year. We are getting on with delivering on our promises
and making a real difference to the lives of Victorians.

Ringwood electorate government performance
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — One year on and
Victoria is going backwards under Labor. One year on
and we have fewer police per capita than when the
Andrews Labor government came to office; fewer
police per capita, when crime is rising; fewer police per
capita when the scourges of ice and domestic violence
require intense policing; fewer police per capita at a
time when Victorians need to feel safe from those who
seek to harm us and our way of life; fewer police per
capita when police need to work in pairs; and fewer
police per capita, when removing police from the task
of babysitting criminals in the cells at Ringwood police
station is delayed. Our police station is not a priority.
One year into the Andrews Labor government and
Victoria’s population has increased by the number of
people you can fit in a full MCG, with fewer police per
capita. One year on and crime is rising in the electorate
of Ringwood. One year on and 13 000 full-time jobs
have been lost in the outer east. One year on and the
people of the Ringwood electorate are stuck in traffic.
Those travelling to the city, the airport and the west
cannot move. One year on and $1 billion has been
wasted to save inner city seats from the Greens by
cancelling the east–west link, which was apparently not
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worth the paper it was written on. One year on and
Victoria has its first deficit in 20 years. One year on and
funding for car parking relief has failed to be brought
forward for Maroondah private hospital. One year on
and Norwood Secondary College is without a master
plan. One year on and Victoria is going backwards
under Labor.

Government achievements
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — Almost a year ago Victorians gave
Labor the privilege of an opportunity to make a real
difference to our state, and it has not wasted a single
day. This government is putting the voices of the
Victorian Aboriginal community at the centre of the
communication process, and it has ensured that voices
are being heard and respected. We now have the
Aboriginal flag permanently flying over Parliament
House. We have recognised traditional owners and the
continuing strength of Aboriginal identity. The Premier
made a statement of self-determination, and we are
delivering on that. Lake Tyers has been successfully
transitioned to self-management. The significant site of
Budj Bim is now Victoria’s no. 1 priority for United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organisation world heritage listing.
The Andrews Labor government has stood up for
Victorian workers, particularly vulnerable and female
workers, through its submissions this year to the
Productivity Commission and the annual wage review.
We will continue to stand up for workers. Unlike the
former government, we have delivered agreements with
paramedics, TAFEs and early childhood teachers, to
name just a few. We have established the central
bargaining unit to support a cooperative and fair
approach to industrial relations and bargaining across
the state. I am proud to say we have committed to a
family violence leave provision for Victorian public
sector workers. We have delivered on the
commencement of an inquiry into the labour hire
industry and insecure work to get to the bottom of the
exploitation of vulnerable workers.

White Ribbon Day
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — Today is White
Ribbon Day, when all men should take the oath and
acknowledge that violence against women in any shape
or form is totally unacceptable. The Surf Coast Shire is
forming a human white ribbon at Banyul Warri Fields
this afternoon at 2.30 p.m. Unfortunately I cannot
attend, with Parliament sitting. I encourage all who can
get along to this event to attend and help spread the
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message that violence against women is not acceptable
under any circumstances.

Safe Plate Day
Mr KATOS — I was pleased to attend Safe Plate
Day conducted by the Torquay-Jan Juc Neighbourhood
Watch on Saturday, 14 November. Ably led by area
coordinator David Cheatley and a strong team of
volunteers, the group added anti-theft screws to
numberplates — some 125 of them on the day,
including my own. Along with a BBQ and donations,
the neighbourhood watch area added over $1000 to its
funds, which will be applied to future programs and
efforts of this very active group. Safe Plate Day was
also supported by the Torquay State Emergency
Service, the Torquay Country Fire Authority and the
Lions Club of Torquay. This event highlighted that
anti-theft screws should be mandatory on all new
vehicles sold in Victoria. This would make stealing
licenceplates much more difficult and would prevent
them being used for criminal activity, particularly in
petrol drive-offs.

Geelong Library and Heritage Centre
Mr KATOS — On Friday I attended the official
opening of the iconic Geelong Library and Heritage
Centre in Johnstone Park, Geelong. The building
received funding of $15 million from the previous
government’s Regional Growth Fund towards the
$45.5 million cost. It was a proud day to see it all come
to fruition.

Geelong government achievements
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — Almost a year ago today I had the honour of
being elected for the third time as the member for Lara.
I am proud of what the Andrews Labor government has
delivered for Geelong since then, and in the limited
time I have I will mention a few of those things. Last
week we announced that Geelong businesses will
benefit from over $11.2 million in funding under
round 3 of the Geelong Region Innovation and
Investment Fund. In October I welcomed Jetstar’s
inaugural flight from Avalon Airport to the Gold Coast,
less than six months after securing the airport’s future
for at least another 10 years.
In major events, the Victorian government is investing
$75 million towards the Kardinia Park stage 4
redevelopment, lifting the stadium’s capacity so that
more events can be held at that wonderful stadium. We
introduced into Parliament the Kardinia Park Stadium
Bill 2015, which will ensure we utilise the stadium to
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its full potential. We secured the first night cricket
game at Simonds Stadium between the Melbourne
Stars and the Melbourne Renegades, along with an
international tour match with the West Indies.
Other events secured include the Festival of Sails, with
the Viper World Championships, the Cadel Evans
Great Ocean Road Race and a Geelong ironman event.
We are committing $3 million to an aggressive
marketing campaign to draw visitors to regional
Victoria, including Geelong. We have recognised
Tourism Greater Geelong and the Bellarine as
Victoria’s 11th regional tourism board.
In terms of infrastructure, we are providing $50 000 to
produce the Geelong waterfront safe harbour precinct
business case and master plan. In education, 12 local
schools have been allocated a combined total of
$4.5 million in extra funding under our education state
plan. Other investments in education include $6 million
for the next stage of the Northern Bay College
redevelopment and $150 000 that has been allocated to
six local kindergartens. The Lara train station received
$1 million to upgrade the car park for an additional
100 spaces, and there is lots, lots more.

Grand Final Friday
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I rise to talk about the
one-year anniversary of a bad government for Ballarat.
Commerce Ballarat conducted a grand final public
holiday impact survey, which it recently released. With
4000-plus businesses participating in this survey across
Ballarat, 54 per cent reported that they chose not to
open on the public holiday, 40 per cent of businesses
said their casual staff had reduced hours because of the
holiday and 93 per cent indicated that they do not
support the holiday continuing. I will share with
members a few of the serious comments that some
respondents made. One said:
As a small business owner the public holiday meant our
family had to work this day to cover some of the losses for
having to pay staff who did not work. As such our family
time was very much lost.

Another said:
This public holiday has an enormous impact on our
productivity. It is a terrible idea.

Another one said their business ran at a loss because of
the additional costs. They said the weekend was up but
the holiday was bad.
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Eltham High School
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise to congratulate
Eltham High School students who are currently
participating in the World Challenge. Last weekend 24
year 11 students began their month-long trip to
Cambodia and Vietnam to complete the World
Challenge, accompanied by four teachers and two
challenge leaders. The challenge has been undertaken
by Eltham High School students for a number of years
and involves completing a trek, undertaking a
community project, sightseeing and cultural
experiences. The students are each responsible for
planning and funding the trip or working towards
individual targets to enable them to embark on the
journey.
I recently met with Bethany Phillips and Tom
McInerney, who shared their plans for the challenge
with me. Their group has chosen to complete the
community challenge in an orphanage for disabled
children in Ho Chi Minh City. The students will be
building a playground, starting a vegetable patch in the
orphanage and teaching the children how to be
self-sufficient in its maintenance.
I was very impressed to discover that the challenge has
been fully funded and planned by the students
themselves through their own fundraising efforts and
workshopping. We often hear about the failings of
young people — that they are spending their days on
devices and losing themselves in social media. This is
not always the case. We need to be careful not to
generalise about the great work that many of our young
people do.
The kids at Eltham High are great kids. The kids in my
community are great kids. They are hardworking kids,
and they are kids with very big hearts. I commend
Eltham High School students on their very hard work
and motivation over many, many months in the World
Challenge. I wish them all the best on their journey
through Cambodia and Vietnam, and I am sure that it
will be life-changing for them.

Government performance
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — What a wasted first
year of the Andrews Labor government — 12 months
of wasted opportunities. The Premier has presided over
job losses across the state and cuts to police numbers. I
refer to the Mooroolbark police station, a 24/7 station
that is now permanently closed on night shift. We were
out there last week, and it was closed from 7.00 a.m.
until 11.00 a.m. There is not one new police officer at
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Mooroolbark police station, and there have been cuts to
sworn police officer numbers.
It must be a record for Labor — it has taken less than
12 months for Labor to record a budget deficit. There
are no new infrastructure projects, but there are
paybacks for union hacks and a grand final parade
public holiday. That is what Labor has delivered to
Victoria in the first 12 months of wasted opportunities.
Why? Because the government has been too busy
stitching up a former Labor minister and juggling the
books to try to pretend the budget is not in deficit.
Government members are under investigation for the
Labor rorts scandal — the rorts that Labor used to get
elected using taxpayer funds — and now we hear they
are trying to kickstart the massively expensive
desalination plant just to justify its cost. Victorians,
including my kids and my grandkids, will continue to
pay for that desalination plant long into the future. Now
the Premier wants to kickstart it to try to justify that.
What wasted opportunities in 12 months of a Labor
government!

Broadmeadows electorate
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Australia needs
enlightened federalism, a new era of collaboration that
simultaneously counters terrorism, replaces ideology
with practical solutions and forges new industries, jobs
and growth. Australia needs responsible government,
not a continuation of the ruthless gaming of the system
for ultimate ends. The convergence of federal and
Victorian coalition governments has revealed the
danger, denying access to more than $1 billion in
funding for counterterrorism and economic
development in one of Victoria’s most vulnerable
communities. The epicentre of this volatile mix is the
electorate of Broadmeadows, where twice as many
Muslim families as in any other state district live side
by side with Christian refugees from Syria and Iraq,
seeking a life beyond the burden of history.
The Australian Security Intelligence Organisation
identified Campbellfield, home to Ford Australia’s
headquarters, as a hotspot for terrorist recruitment.
Victoria Police has declared the area a red zone for the
seizure of illegal guns. Unemployment under coalition
administrations, state and federal, equalled the rate in
Greece, and youth unemployment was estimated to be
above 40 per cent. Improved coordination and
collaboration between the federal and Victorian
governments should begin with the reinstatement of the
automotive transformation scheme, which had available
$800 million designed to help supply chain businesses
survive the end of the industry and find new markets —
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because a job is one of the best antiradicalisation
initiatives to help connect the disconnected and
engaging communities is one of the most effective
strategies for national security.
Broadmeadows should be remembered for the rise of
CSL, not the demise of Ford. This transition is
emblematic of our international leadership and
innovation in medical technology. Therefore I call on
the Australian government to establish the medical
technology and pharmaceutical industry growth centre
in Melbourne.
The SPEAKER — Order! Time!

Melton electorate
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — I want to thank my
community and the people within my electorate for
working with me over the last 12 months and before
then on the projects and things that we need. There
have been a number of really great developments in the
revitalisation of the centre of Melton. There is Bacchus
Marsh College, under principal Dionne Fenton, and a
range of other projects that we are getting off the
ground only now that we are in office. I thank them all
for helping me to face the challenges of the future as
well.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
investigation into allegations against
Auditor-General
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Today I
would like to make a contribution on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) Report of
the Investigation into Allegations Made against the
Auditor-General. Allegations of sexual harassment and
of any form of harassment should always be taken
seriously. No-one should be made to feel
uncomfortable or unsafe in their workplace. It is very
pleasing to see that this matter has been taken so very
seriously by the Parliament and by those on the
committee. I imagine it was a very difficult episode in
PAEC’s esteemed history.
Today we are all wearing orange, and this issue of
gender inequity and the unsafeness of people in their
workplace is a very important issue and a very
important factor in the stamping out of violence against
women. Indeed we woke up this morning to see a
headline in the Herald Sun about kids being ‘Raised to
rage’. The newspaper report makes the comment that
new data:
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… exposes a tendency amongst youngsters to blame female
victims and excuse male perpetrators. Primary school-aged
children think violence against women can be acceptable in
some circumstances.

I am therefore very pleased that the PAEC committee
took this issue head on, and I also note that the
committee did so with a great degree of deliberateness
and sensitivity. On page 62 of the report we read:
Not only is the allegation very serious, the conclusions which
I reach may have very serious consequences for both
Mr Doyle and the complainant. The conclusions I express
about the bullying allegations are formed in the light of these
considerations.

We should always commend women who are brave
enough to make the complaint and say, ‘Enough is
enough’. It takes a lot of courage and a lot of character
to be willing to step up, speak out and place yourself
under such scrutiny, especially in such a public forum.
To the complainant, I thank her for doing so. Sadly,
many women fear the possible consequences of
speaking out and instead remain silent. We read today
how easily girls excuse the violent behaviour or
statements of young men.
We know that so very many women experience sexual
harassment in their workplace. The Australian Human
Rights Commission’s report entitled Working without
Fear — Results of the 2012 Sexual Harassment
National Telephone Survey found that just over one in
five people over the age of 15 had experienced sexual
harassment in the workplace in the previous five years.
The report also found that a quarter of women had
experienced sexual harassment in the workplace during
that period. One of the most disturbing findings of that
report is that progress in addressing workplace sexual
harassment has stalled in Australia. There has also been
little improvement in raising awareness and rates of
reporting. The Sex Discrimination Commissioner,
Elizabeth Broderick, said that this was despite:
… stronger legislative protections against sexual harassment
and the steps taken by many Australian workplaces to prevent
and address sexual harassment.

Right now there are women who are living in fear, their
lives are being ruined, and yet they do not feel safe to
speak up and report unacceptable behaviour. Women
and men must be able to work together without fear.
After all, being safe at work is a basic human right, one
that the complainant in this case was denied. In her
grievance she said:
[I]t has now become impossible for me to continue working
in this environment where I am being bullied, intim[id]ated
and harassed …
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She added:
My health is seriously compromised and I believe that I am
being set up to fail by the —

person —
because I rejected his sexual advances.

This brave woman documented her harassment over a
period of 18 long months. One of the people
interviewed as part of the investigation said:
… I watched her, over a period of 18 or so months, just
disintegrate, and that was hard.

They also said:
… a person who is that strong, that resilient, a real
implementer in an organisation, significant things must have
happened for me to watch that kind of person struggle, try to
cope, try to rally so many times, to the point where she broke.

How does someone really survive such a period of
relentless bullying, harassment and intimidation in our
public service?
In a just and fair society we can and should do better to
protect each other, and we should not be subject to
bullying and harassment. We must always protect the
rights of those who are employed, especially in the
public service, who are seeking to provide for their
families or to achieve a particular career goal. They
deserve to be able to do so without fear or harassment.
I commend the work of the committee and hope all the
parties to this dispute are dealt with justly. I especially
wish the complainant a future of success, good health
and happiness.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — I am pleased to rise
this morning to make some comments on the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee’s Report on the
2015–16 Budget Estimates. This is the 301st report
released by the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee or its predecessors since 1895, and this year
marks 120 years of those committees. At the back of
the report it states that:
… the very first report noted that, ‘The form in which the
information is prepared does not appear to enable the public
to easily understand the accounts’.

The more things change, the more they remain the
same I suspect, but we will keep working on that
process.
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I am delighted to finally have the opportunity to speak
on this report. Often a process is referred to as a
marathon, not a sprint. I guess the estimates process is
both because it is a series of sprints in terms of the
actual estimates hearings and then it is very much a
marathon to get the report out. In this case it was
probably a double marathon because we are now
almost five months into the 2016 financial year and we
have only recently tabled this report. When you
consider that this report was intended to assist the house
in terms of its considerations on the budget, that is not
particularly helpful.
I wish to make some observations regarding some of
the recommendations. There are a total of
68 recommendations and 101 findings. Briefly, there
are some significant recommendations around asset
investment. Finding 69 states that the 2015–16 budget
does not set a quantified target for asset investment, and
there is a recommendation to that effect. Finding 70
notes that previous budget papers listed projects that
were categorised as high value and high risk. That
practice has been discontinued, and the committee is of
the view that it should be reintroduced.
Finding 74 notes that direct investment by departments
and general government sector agencies is expected to
peak at $6.2 billion in 2016–17. It has not been the
practice of successive governments to provide
information on year-to-year variations in this area of
investment, and the committee is of the view that it
should be. There are a number of other
recommendations, particularly around public-private
partnerships, and hopefully in future committee report
sessions I will have the opportunity to address them.
I refer to the minority report included in the main
report, which makes three findings. Firstly, finding 1
states that:
The Andrews government failed to meet its election
commitment to reform the conduct of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee estimates hearings.

Secondly, finding 2 states that:
The actions of the Andrews government in failing to appoint
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in a timely
manner and the government’s failure to respond to committee
questionnaires in an appropriate time frame have been a
significant impediment to the conduct of this inquiry.

The third and final finding was that:
The failure of the Andrews government to appropriately
account for the $1.5 billion advanced to Victoria as the
commonwealth’s contribution to the construction of the
east–west link stage 1 has resulted in the alleged $1.2 billion
operating surplus being overstated by that amount.
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That, of course, was written prior to the recent
comments made regarding the annual financial reports
from the Victorian Auditor-General.
With regard to the first finding of the minority report,
we are still waiting for reform. Not only did we not
have the promised reform implemented in the 2015
budget season, we are unlikely to have it implemented
in the 2016 budget season. I remain firmly convinced
that the current process is not the best possible process,
and I make that observation as a former chair. A
bipartisan committee selected from both houses is
absolutely the right way to go, as we do not want to
limit membership of the committee to one house, but
we need to have the opportunity to talk not just to
ministers but to the people who have to implement the
promises and go into those issues in much greater detail
than is currently the practice. I hope we get that fixed
for the coming estimates season, but in the meantime I
commend the report to members of the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — Acting Speaker, as
always it is a delight and pleasure to see you in the
chair today. I also am pleased to rise to make a
contribution in relation to the Report on the 2015–16
Budget Estimates. I take up the comments made by the
member for Mornington in his contribution. While I
note that the appropriation bills have passed both this
place and the other place, it is important that these
reports are not seen in isolation. The reality is that
budget papers are a set of facts and projections at a
moment in time but they also spread out over a number
of years.
What the committee has tried to do in this report is to
simplify and demystify the budget papers. The benefits
from this report — and I would commend all members
of the house to familiarise themselves with it — are that
it will better enable members to digest the May 2016
budget papers, because it will help raise that level of
education and awareness of what the different budget
papers represent, what is in them, what to look for and
what are some of the key themes, so I take a different
view from the member for Mornington about the
importance of this report.
I would now like to turn my comments to chapter 2,
section 2.4.4, ‘Net debt’, which is on page 35 of the
report. It looks at both the net debt for the general
government and public non-financial corporation
sector. Table 2.11 shows that with the revised estimate
for 2015 the general government sector net debt is
$21.240 billion and the public non-financial corporation
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sector is $14.9082 billion. Over the forward estimates
period we are looking at a reduction in net debt. A lot of
that reduction will be as a result of the proposed lease
of the port of Melbourne’s operations. The government
intends to repay borrowings during the 2015–16
financial year, which would see net debt declining from
$21.2 billion to $16.9 billion during that year. The
report states:
Net debt is expected to increase to $19.3 billion in the
following year and then increase at a slower rate over the next
two years, reaching $19.8 billion in 2019. This pattern reflects
the budget assumptions that asset investment will peak in
2016–17 and that, in the following two years, asset
investment will be less …

It is fundamentally important that we ensure that in
terms of the sale of the port of Melbourne we get the
very best price to try to reduce those borrowings.
It is also worth noting that these budget projections
were based upon a gross state product (GSP) of
2.25 per cent, whereas the Australian Bureau of
Statistics data from last week shows that the projections
were actually 2.5 per cent. What does that mean? It
means that by growing the economy more rapidly we
have a greater capacity to repay this debt and we will
have the ability to look at reducing net debt as a
proportion of GSP through a growing economy. That is
quite important as well. Members should bear in mind
that this report was based upon the earlier GSP figure of
2.25 per cent rather than the revised upward figure of
2.5 per cent.
Page 37 of the report states:
Although net debt for the PNFC sector is expected to rise in
dollar terms across the forward estimates period, it is expected
to decline as a proportion of GSP. This is driven by estimates
that, although both debt and GSP will grow, GSP will grow at
a faster rate.

Again, what we can see here is that those projections
have been outstripped by the latest ABS data showing
that the economy is growing greatly, which will again
help to reduce the level of debt we have.
It is also worth pointing to page 37 of the report and
section 2.4.5, ‘Assessment by ratings agencies’, which
concludes that Standard & Poor’s has reaffirmed its
AAA credit rating for Victoria with a stable outlook.
This was based on:
… the extremely predictable and supportive institutional
framework benefiting state governments in Australia, plus the
state’s very strong financial management of the economy, and
its exceptional liquidity. The ratings also reflect Victoria’s
strong budgetary performance and low contingent liabilities.
Victoria’s average budgetary flexibility and its moderate debt
burden partially offset these strengths.
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The reality is that we have a very strong budget and a
very strong set of accounts, and this report
demonstrates that. I commend the report to the house.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I rise this morning to
speak on the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Report on the 2015–16 Budget Estimates, and I
specifically refer to chapter 9 of the report, which is
headed ‘The government’s election commitments’. In
particular this is an analysis of Labor’s Financial
Statement 2014. This chapter sought to assess the
extent, the output and the expenditure reduction
commitments in Labor’s financial statement that had
been funded and to what extent the asset commitments
in Labor’s financial statement had been funded.
If you have a look through that particular report, you
will see it talks about a number of commitments that
were made and that were funded, partly funded or not
funded. Of those, there were 14 projects that were not
funded. I have not got the list of the whole 14 here, but
I did not see the West Heidelberg police station on that.
The Acting Speaker, the member for Ivanhoe, might
have something to say about that.
Section 9.2.4 refers to the projects that were funded, but
to an unclear extent. Within that, it refers to 450 new
firefighters. In that context I want to speak about some
of the fire services in my area, in particular the
implementation of Country Fire Authority (CFA)
district 27. I also want to talk about the budget and
election commitments of a new Morwell CFA fire
station or, in the government’s words, the ‘new
emergency services hub’. In addition to that,
appendix 9.3 of the report, headed ‘Output initiatives
noted as fulfilling election commitments where it is not
clear what commitments they relate to’, specifically
refers to firefighter training at Hazelwood, with a
$1.7 million commitment in the 2015–16 budget.
With respect to the implementation of a new CFA fire
district, district 27, which essentially covers the Latrobe
district and includes 23 fire stations within the Morwell
electorate, $5.5 million has been allocated to introduce
it, but unfortunately there are a series of questions that
remain unanswered in relation to its implementation. At
this point in time, as I understand it, we have an
operations manager supported by a couple of
administrative staff. It is not fully operational and not
fully resourced, and I am approached on a regular basis
by both volunteers and CFA staff with respect to what
is happening with district 27.
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In this place recently I submitted 14 questions on notice
to the Minister for Emergency Services with respect to
district 27, including how this $5.5 million commitment
will be spent. I asked for a staffing profile of district 27,
I asked how many employees would be required to staff
CFA district 27 adequately and I asked when district 27
would be operational at full capacity. Where is the
implementation plan? Where is the business plan?
What has happened with the communications with local
CFA volunteers and staff? All these things are missing.
There is some concern that resources and equipment
will be transferred from other districts to establish
district 27. If so, will those resources and assets be
backfilled? Appendix 9.3 does not make clear what
brown coal or specialised brown coal fire training
would occur.
We talked about the emergency services hub. There is
$8 million in budget and election commitments
provided for that hub. Will the Morwell CFA station
have a brand-new site? Will it be co-located with
ambulance services as it currently is in Morwell? None
of these questions have been answered. With respect to
technical rescue vehicles and associated equipment, my
understanding is that there is a shortfall in the region,
and that needs to be addressed as well.
There are a number of questions that were put on notice
with respect to these issues, and unfortunately the
minister’s response was totally unsatisfactory. She
basically said it is a matter for the CFA to work
through. There has been no comment and no
communications with local CFA volunteers and staff. It
is simply not good enough. The government needs to
answer these questions of not only CFA volunteers but
also the community.

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I refer to the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee inquiry into
the budget estimates 2015–16, particularly in relation to
contributions by the Minister for Industry, who referred
to the federal government and the automotive industry
transition and the supply chain issues, and also to
identify the Melbourne’s North Innovation and
Investment Fund. I want to make sure that we are
getting value for the investment.
I note with concern what has happened to the chocolate
manufacturer Koko Black. This company was subject
to funding and is now struggling to keep its business
going. I wish it well, but nevertheless it goes to the
issue that this funding was undertaken with substantial
fanfare by the previous state government before the
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election. I want to ensure that the investments are going
to new industries and new businesses that can deliver
jobs, and that specifically we are looking to help
transfer those jobs from the automotive industry into
new jobs and new businesses. I want to raise in the
house that we need to have this targeted approach to
make sure that the money is invested in businesses that
will deliver jobs and that the ultimate end is to get the
connection to jobs for former automotive workers.

proposition that we have had with an area like
Broadmeadows, which has the issues of postcodes of
disadvantage that are far more complex, and we are
having to deal with issues simultaneously on the demise
of the automotive industry and what that means and the
terrorism issue, which is as simple as this: when former
Prime Minister Tony Abbott went to the Australian
Security Intelligence Organisation it identified that this
was an area of potential recruitment.

In particular this goes to my bigger theme of calling for
a new era of collaboration that looks at simultaneously
countering terrorism, replacing ideology with practical
solutions and forging new industries, jobs and
growth — a proposition of enlightened federalism. We
must deliver the paradigm shift because the old model
has failed and continuing wilful blindness politically is
perilous.

My proposition is about the automotive transformation
scheme, which had $800 million, and we need to get
that back on the agenda and get that put into place. We
need a better relationship with the federal government
to negotiate. I am hoping this can be done under new
Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull. This is sensitive,
urgent and vital, and it is something that needs to be
addressed at the national level. We need to be doing it
in a progressive way and we need to be on top of it, not
looking at it retrospectively.

Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Acting Speaker, I
have been listening intently, but I do not see any
relationship to the report that the member is speaking
on.
Mr McGUIRE — On the point of order, Acting
Speaker, it goes directly to the automotive
transformation scheme and the report, as I said at the
outset, from the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to the Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! On the point of order raised by the member for
Evelyn, I consulted the Clerk earlier on in the
contribution from the member for Broadmeadows. I
will take that under advisement, and I am sure that the
member will continue to address his comments to the
report that he referred to at the beginning of his
contribution.
Mr McGUIRE — Absolutely, Acting Speaker, that
is not an issue, because I am going to the themes that
are the underlying issues that come to these reports. We
examine them retrospectively, and what I am trying to
do is to get the focus not just of the Victorian
government but more importantly of the federal
government as well to understand where this ends up. It
is no use just looking at it in review when we have got
these critical issues that could not be more urgent and
sensitive than they are right now.
This is the proposition behind what I am saying about
how we avoid the competition between the different
governments and the different strategic approaches that
they bring when there is a change of administration so
that we do not end up with communities isolated and
marginalised. We do not want to end up with the

Public Accounts and Estimates Committee:
budget estimates 2015–16
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to rise
today to speak on the fourth report tabled by the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC) in the
58th Parliament, and that is the report on the 2015–16
budget estimates. I note in passing that on the last page
of this document it says that this is the 301st report
released by PAEC since 1895 — a terrific work rate by
the members of the PAEC team over all that time. The
very extensive report contains, in the main report,
101 findings and 68 recommendations, as noted at
pages XVI to XXXIV. In addition the report contains,
at the rear of the report, a six-page minority report. That
particular report contains three findings, which is where
I will focus my contribution today.
The minority made the following three findings:
Finding 1
The Andrews government has failed to meet its election
commitment to reform the conduct of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee estimates hearings …
Finding 2
The actions of the Andrews government in failing to appoint
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee in a timely
manner and the government’s failure to respond to committee
questionnaires in an appropriate time frame have been a
significant impediment to the conduct of this inquiry …
Finding 3
The failure of the Andrews government to appropriately
account for the $1.5 billion advanced to Victoria as the
commonwealth’s contribution to the construction of the
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east–west link stage 1 has resulted in the alleged $1.2 billion
operating surplus being overstated by that amount.
Had those funds been appropriately accounted for, the
claimed operating surplus would in fact have been a deficit of
$300 million.

I want to take a look at those particular findings. In
relation to the first of those in terms of the government
yet again not fulfilling an election commitment, we
could turn our attention back to May 2014 when the
then opposition delivered a media release headed ‘More
government scrutiny under Labor reform plan’, and that
contained a number of things, including the following:
Labor’s plan will:
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that the questionnaires were not issued because they
had not been approved, there was a lack of information
available and of course the pressure was on the
members and indeed the staff of PAEC to try to get
through the responses to those questionnaires and other
information so that the budget hearings could be held in
some sort of intelligible manner. It was interesting that
the committee noted that the late receipt of the
questionnaires was exacerbated by the significant
delays on the part of some departments in responding to
the committee’s request for information. It cites the
most extreme case, from the Department of Health and
Human Services, where the response was not received
until October 2015, more than four months after the
hearings. That is extraordinary.

introduce one day of hearings per department;
allow committee members —

referring to PAEC, of course —
to ask questions of relevant senior departmental
officials;
allow committee members to ask a series of questions
about a single, serious issue;
ensure ministers are not asked so-called ‘Dorothy Dixer’
questions with rehearsed answers;
enforce an equal number of government and
non-government members on the committee.

It has been interesting to note in the findings of the
minority at page 3 of the six-page minority report that
indeed no reform plan at all was implemented for the
2015–16 estimates hearings and nor has any plan been
considered since the hearings were completed.
So again we have a situation where the incoming
government said one thing in May 2014 and after
coming to government — despite all of the talk and
bluster and bluff earlier on — has done nothing to
reform this particular process.
The next finding talks about the failure to appoint
members to the committee in a timely manner. This is
an interesting one as well, and I think it is worth
members being apprised of it. The minority report goes
on to note that the government failed to appoint the
committee until 16 April 2015, less than three weeks
prior to the introduction of the 2015 state budget. This
was an extraordinary situation, particularly when
compared to what happened with the PAEC committee
that was appointed for the 57th Parliament on
10 February 2011, almost three months prior to the
state budget of that year.
What that meant for everybody involved in the process,
not the least being the PAEC members themselves, was

The third finding deals with the east–west link stage 1
money, where the government completely mis-stated
the financial statements, and there was indeed a
qualified audit report from the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. The Auditor-General’s office
report tabled in this place yesterday states that it was
not a technical accounting — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! The time for making statements on committee
reports has now ended.

EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM
AMENDMENT (VICTORIAN INSTITUTE
OF TEACHING) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Victorian Institute of
Teaching) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Victorian Institute of Teaching) 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 Education and Training Reform Act 2006
(the act) to:
a.

empower the Victorian Institute of Teaching (the
institute) to suspend, on an interim basis, the registration
of a teacher or early childhood teacher, or a permission
to teach, where the VIT has a reasonable belief that the
teacher poses an unacceptable risk of harm to children
and the suspension is necessary to protect children; and
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enable the Australian Education Union (Victorian
Branch) (the AEU) and the Independent Education
Union (Victoria Tasmania) (the IEU) to nominate
people for appointment to the council of the institute.
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a teacher’s registration, the institute is required to record that
fact on the register of disciplinary action. The notifications
and the published record will contain personal information by
virtue of identifying the individual and noting the fact that
their professional registration is suspended.

Human rights issues
The following rights under the charter are relevant to the bill:
a.

every child’s right to such protection as is in his or her
best interests and is needed by reason of being a child
(section 17(2));

b.

the right of families to be protected by society and the
state (section 17(1));

c.

the rights to privacy and reputation (section 13);

d.

the right to a fair hearing (section 24(1));

e.

the right to freedom of association (section 16(2)); and

f.

the right to take part in public life (section 18).

Section 17: protection of families and children
In my view, the bill promotes the protection of families and
children under section 17 of the charter.
Section 17(2) of the charter provides that every child has the
right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in his or
her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of
being a child. Section 17(2) recognises that children are
vulnerable because of their age and entitled to special
protection.
Section 17(1) of the charter provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. Section 17(1) recognises
the importance of the family unit in today’s society and
acknowledges the role that the government plays in protecting
families.
Clause 5 of the bill amends the act to allow the institute to
suspend the registration of a teacher or early childhood
teacher, or a permission to teach, if the institute reasonably
believes that the teacher poses an unacceptable risk of harm to
children and the suspension is necessary to protect children.
The proposed power provides the institute with the ability to
take immediate action to suspend a teacher and enable their
removal from a teaching or education and care environment
while serious allegations against the teacher, and regarding
potential harm to children, are investigated further. The
proposed power promotes children’s rights to such protection
as is in their best interests and needed by them by reason of
being a child and recognises the importance of families and
the role of society and the state in protecting them.
Section 13: privacy and reputation
Sections 13(a) and 13(b) of the charter together provide that
people have the rights not to have their privacy unlawfully or
arbitrarily interfered with and not to have their reputation
unlawfully attacked.
Clause 5 of the bill amends the act to require the institute to
notify a teacher’s employer if that teacher’s registration has
been suspended. In addition, whenever the institute suspends

In my opinion, clause 5 of the bill is relevant to, but does not
limit, the rights under section 13 of the charter.
There is no unlawful interference with the right to privacy
because there will be a legislative basis for the institute to
notify specific people, or publish on a register, information
that identifies an individual teacher. The notification and
publication requirements in the bill are critical to ensure
employers or potential employers are aware of the current
registration status of individual teachers.
Promoting awareness of the suspension of an individual
teacher’s registration is reasonable (and not arbitrary) because
it is necessary for the effective operation of a professional
registration scheme. In addition, promoting awareness of the
institute’s summary suspension decision is necessary to
protect children from an unacceptable risk of harm (both at
the school or service at which the teacher is currently
employed and other places where the teacher may seek
alternative employment).
Similarly, the institute’s reasonably formed belief about
gravity of risk a teacher poses to children, and notification
and publication of a suspension on the basis of that belief,
does not unlawfully attack a person’s reputation. The institute
will be authorised by law to summarily suspend a registered
teacher or early childhood teacher if the institute forms a
belief, on reasonable grounds, that the teacher poses an
unacceptable risk to children. The notification or publication
of the fact of a teacher’s suspension, for the duration of the
suspension, does not unlawfully attack a person’s reputation.
Such notifications and publication are required by law.
Section 24: fair hearing
Section 24(1) of the charter guarantees the right to a fair and
public hearing in both civil and criminal proceedings.
Clause 5 allows the institute to summarily suspend a teacher’s
registration pending the outcome of an investigation or
hearing. In my opinion, clause 5 may limit a person’s right to
a fair hearing under section 24(1) of the charter. However, I
consider this limitation to be reasonable and proportionate in
accordance with section 7(2) of the charter.
The section 24(1) right to have a criminal charge or civil
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing is
relevant because clause 5 of the bill does not provide a
registered teacher with an opportunity to be heard and make
submissions before the institute decides to summarily suspend
that teacher’s registration.
The institute’s decision to summarily suspend a teacher’s
registration, and their right to teach, without first holding a
hearing abrogates the principle of procedural fairness and
other common-law rights. The procedural protections operate
after the initial decision to suspend a teacher’s registration.
The purpose of clause 5 of the bill is to ensure that the
institute has the power to take immediate action to protect
children from potentially serious harm. Currently the institute
can only suspend a registration once the police have charged
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the teacher with a sexual offence or after having conducted an
investigation and hearing into the teacher’s conduct or fitness
to teach. This creates an unacceptable risk to Victorian
children who may be harmed in the time between serious
allegations first being made and police charges being laid or
disciplinary action taken by the institute.
In my opinion, the limitation on procedural fairness is
reasonable and proportionate in the circumstances because the
institute currently has no power to summarily suspend a
teacher’s registration pending further inquiry or investigation
by the police or the institute.
To minimise the impact on the individual teacher, the bill will
require the institute to review the continuation of the
suspension at least once every 30 days. This review provides
a fair hearing very shortly after the initial suspension and
provides the suspended teacher the right to make submissions
to the institute, which must be considered by the institute.
Further, the bill requires the institute to revoke the suspension
once the institute believes the risk to children no longer exists.
These measures aim to ensure that a teacher’s registration is
not suspended for longer than is necessary to protect children.
The institute could be required to issue a show-cause notice or
notice of intention before suspending a teacher’s registration
on the basis that the teacher poses an unacceptable risk of
harm to children. However, this needs to be balanced against
the bill’s purpose, which is to protect children from
potentially serious harm. I consider that the less restrictive
approach is not reasonable to achieve the purpose.
Section 16: freedom of association
Section 16(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of association with others, including the right
to form and join trade unions.
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The right to participate in public affairs is a broad concept,
which embraces the exercise of governmental power by all
arms of government at all levels.
Clauses 15 and 16 of the bill amend the act to require the
minister to recommend, for appointment to the council of the
institute, a minimum of five nominees of the AEU and a
minimum of two nominees of the IEU. The act already has
the practical effect of requiring the minister to consider
recommending persons from specified classes for
appointment to any position on the council. Under the bill the
minister must consider those people nominated by the AEU
or the IEU for 7 out of the 13 appointed positions on the
council.
The bill may therefore limit the right to take part in public life
under section 18(1) of the charter. I consider this limitation to
be reasonable and proportionate in accordance with section
7(2) of the charter.
The purpose of the limitation in clauses 14 and 15 of the bill
is to ensure that the council of the institute is representative of
the stakeholders and sectors that are subject to regulation by
the institute.
The council’s primary function is to manage the affairs of the
institute, which is responsible for the regulation and
registration of teachers and early childhood teachers in
Victoria.
Other functions of the institute include developing,
establishing and maintaining standards of professional
practice and codes of conduct and investigating the conduct,
competence and fitness to teach of registered teachers and
early childhood teachers.

Clauses 15 and 16 of the bill amend the act to require the
minister to recommend, for appointment to the council of the
institute, persons nominated by the AEU and the IEU. In my
opinion, these clauses are relevant to, but do not limit, the
right to freedom of association under section 16 of the charter.

One of the underlying objectives of the institute’s establishing
legislation is that the institute is representative of, and its
strategic direction is set by, a range of education sector
stakeholders who are affected by and interested in the
institute’s functions. This enables the institute to make
informed and appropriate decisions in relation to the
discharge of its functions and the exercise of its powers.

Participants in the education industry will still have the right
to form a union or join an existing union of their choosing. It
is possible that representation on the council would be one of
a range of factors considered by a person when deciding
which union best represents their professional and industrial
interests. However, representation on the council would
clearly not be the sole or determinative factor nor does the bill
prevent a person from choosing a union other than the AEU
or IEU.

In Victoria, there are approximately 120 000 registered
teachers as at June 2015. The institute’s functions were
expanded on 30 September 2015 to include the regulation and
registration of an additional 5000 early childhood teachers.
The AEU has a membership base of about 53 000 teachers
and early childhood teachers. The IEU has about
20 000 members. The proposed composition of the council
reflects the proportion of registered teachers and early
childhood teachers represented by these unions.

The bill seeks to provide the AEU and IEU with
proportionate representation on the council given that they are
overwhelmingly Victoria’s largest education unions in terms
of membership base. It is also possible that the minister may
recommend for appointment a person that represents a union
other than the AEU and IEU as one of the government’s six
remaining appointments.

The discharge of the institute’s functions and exercise of its
powers have the potential to impact on the livelihoods and
reputations of the individuals who are regulated by the
institute. Knowledge of the teaching and early childhood
teacher professions is critical for the institute to function
properly, effectively and appropriately.

Section 18: taking part in public life
Section 18(1) of the charter provides that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs
directly or through freely chosen representatives.

The minister also retains the discretion to recommend for
appointment six other people that meet the criteria set out in
sections 2.6.6A and 2.6.6B of the act. Accordingly, the
minister retains the flexibility to ensure that the council has
the right balance of skills, experience and qualifications and
represents a range of interests from the education sector,
including employers of early childhood teachers (i.e.
providers of early childhood education and care services), the
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independent schools sector, the Catholic schools sector, the
tertiary and higher education sector and parents of students.
The appointment of members to the council could be based
solely on the minister’s discretion. However, this will not
guarantee that the interests of a majority of teachers (who are
represented by the AEU and IEU) will be represented on the
council. The bill seeks to ensure that representation on the
council.
The Hon. James Merlino, MP
Deputy Premier
Minister for Education

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The bill proposes amendments to part 2.6 of the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006. Part 2.6 establishes the
legislative framework for Victoria’s teacher and early
childhood teacher regulator, the Victorian Institute of
Teaching.
The primary purpose of the bill is to empower the institute to
suspend the registration of a teacher or early childhood
teacher, on an interim basis and pending an investigation,
where the institute holds a reasonable belief that the teacher
poses an unacceptable risk of harm to children and the
suspension is necessary to protect children.
The new suspension power seeks to close a gap in the
institute’s existing powers aimed at ensuring that Victorian
schools and early childhood services are safe and protected
environments. Currently, the institute may only suspend the
registration of a teacher or early childhood teacher if they
have been charged with a sexual offence or after the institute
has conducted an investigation and hearing into the teacher’s
conduct or fitness to teach. The institute does not currently
have the power to suspend a teacher’s registration prior to an
investigation even where there are serious allegations about
the risk that teacher poses to children and the police are
investigating those allegations.
This means that even if a teacher has been investigated by his
or her employer, and the investigation has resulted in the
termination of the teacher’s employment because the teacher
poses a risk to children, the teacher’s registration continues to
be active and he or she may be able to look for teaching or
early childhood teacher positions elsewhere.
The amendments proposed in the bill close this gap by
allowing the institute to take swift and immediate action to
suspend the registration of a teacher or early childhood
teacher, and requiring the institute to notify any employers
about the suspension, to ensure that any teacher who poses an
unacceptable risk of harm to children is removed from the
proximity of children as quickly as possible.
In addition to notifying a suspended teacher’s employers, the
bill contains provisions which require the institute to record a
suspension on the register of disciplinary action. The register
is a publicly available document which employers and
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prospective employers, such as schools and early childhood
services, are expected to check frequently to determine
whether their employees or prospective employees hold an
active registration. By recording a suspension on the register,
the institute will reduce the potential for a school or early
childhood service to employ a teacher whose registration has
been suspended because of the risk they pose to children.
The government recognises that suspending a teacher without
first holding a hearing may seem unfair and could potentially
impact on a teacher’s livelihood or reputation. This is why the
bill contains a number of protections which minimise the
potential impact a suspension will have on a teacher or early
childhood teacher.
First of all, the bill will require the institute to review the
continuation of the suspension at least once every 30 days to
determine if it continues to hold a reasonable belief that the
teacher poses a risk to children and the suspension is
necessary to protect children. A teacher whose registration
has been suspended will be able to make submissions to the
institute, which the institute will be required to consider, at
any time after the suspension has been imposed.
Furthermore, the act will contain a provision which requires
the institute to immediately revoke a suspension, either on
review of the suspension or at any other time, if it no longer
holds a reasonable belief that the teacher poses a risk to
children. As a result, the suspension will only ever be in place
for as long as the institute holds the requisite reasonable
belief.
Thirdly, the proposed amendments will require the institute to
immediately commence an inquiry into the substantive
allegations which give rise to the suspension. An inquiry
consists of an investigation and a hearing into a teacher’s
conduct, competence, fitness to teach or ability to practice as
a teacher. The act contains existing requirements that an
investigation must be conducted as expeditiously as possible
having regard to the circumstances of the relevant matter.
Accordingly, unless there are circumstances that warrant the
institute deferring an investigation, the institute is compelled
to deal with a suspended teacher under the ordinary
disciplinary provision in part 2.6 as quickly as possible.
Situations where the institute may defer an investigation
include where a criminal investigation is underway and
Victoria Police has requested the institute refrain from
conducting its own investigation to avoid prejudicing the
police investigation. In such cases, the institute would be
expected to immediately commence its disciplinary process
upon the completion of the police investigation.
Finally, when the interim suspension ceases, either because
the institute revokes the suspension or decides to take other
disciplinary action after a hearing into the matter, the
amended act will require the institute to notify any employers
of the cessation of the suspension and remove the record of
suspension from the register of disciplinary action.
Empowering the institute to summarily suspend the
registration of a teacher pending an investigation by the police
or the institute recognises the importance of taking quick and
protective actions when serious misconduct allegations are
made, and children are involved and at risk.
Part 3 of the bill seeks to amend part 2.6 of the act to enable
the Australian Education Union (AEU) and the Independent
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Education Union (IEU) to nominate people for appointment
to the council of the institute.

nominate people who promote the interests of a range of
their stakeholders and members;

The council, which directs the strategic operations of the
institute, is currently constituted by 12 members; 11 are
appointed by the Governor in Council based on
recommendations by the minister and the 12th member is the
Secretary of the Department of Education and Training or a
nominee of the secretary. Currently, four council members
are also AEU members and two are also IEU members.

nominate a minimum number of nominees to provide
the minister with flexibility to ensure an appropriate
balance of skills and experience on the council; and

In addition to registering teachers and early childhood
teachers, the institute is also responsible for developing,
establishing and maintaining standards of professional
practice and codes of conduct for, and investigating and
disciplining members of, the professions it regulates. To
enable the institute to properly discharge its functions and
duties and exercise its powers, the council membership
consists of people representing a range of education sector
stakeholders who are affected by and interested in the
institute’s functions.
There are about 120 000 registered teachers in Victoria. On
30 September 2015, the institute’s functions were expanded
to include the regulation and registration of up to an
additional 5000 early childhood teachers. The AEU has a
membership base of about 53 000 teachers and early
childhood teachers. The IEU has about 20 000 members.
The bill proposes a composition of the council that reflects the
proportion of registered teachers and early childhood teachers
represented by unions in Victoria. Once the amendments
commence, the minister will be required to recommend that
the Governor in Council appoint to the council five people
nominated by the AEU and two people nominated by the
IEU.
While the bill essentially enshrines the existing composition
of the council, it also provides the AEU with an additional
position which must be a registered early childhood teacher.
Requiring the AEU to nominate at least one early childhood
teacher recognises the expanded role of the institute in
relation to early childhood teachers and that the AEU is the
union that represents early childhood teachers.
To ensure that the AEU and IEU do not have a majority of
votes, and to allow the minister to recommend for
appointment a representative of employers of early childhood
teachers, the bill will also increase the number of
government-appointed council members by one. This,
together with the additional position for the AEU’s early
childhood teacher member, will bring the total number of
council members to 14 consisting of:
five AEU nominees who are registered teachers or
principals;
two IEU nominees who are registered teachers or
principals;
six government-appointed members; and
the secretary or his or her nominee.
The bill will introduce a flexible process for the appointment
of AEU and IEU nominees by empowering the minister to
call for nominations from the unions. In practice, I envisage
that the minister will also request that the unions:

nominate a minimum number of women to assist the
government to meet its ‘women on boards’
commitment, which includes governing boards such as
the VIT council.
The bill includes provisions which require union nominees to
satisfy the existing requirement that council members have
the skills, experience and qualifications to enable the council
to exercise its powers and perform its duties and functions. If
the AEU or IEU fail to nominate someone with the requisite
skills, experience or qualifications, or fail to nominate a
person at all, the minister will be able to recommend another
person for appointment to the council.
The remaining six government-appointed members will
continue to be appointed by the Governor in Council on the
recommendation of the minister. The minister’s
recommendations will ensure that the council as a whole
represents a cross-section of the education sector including
registered teachers from government, independent and
catholic schools, registered early childhood teachers,
employers of teachers and early childhood teachers, higher
education providers and parents.
Lastly, the bill also makes a statute law revision amendment
to correct an incorrect section reference.
The government has consulted on the draft bill, which has
received broad support from the sector. The institute supports
the proposed new suspension power.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr WAKELING
(Ferntree Gully).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 December.

BAIL AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Bail
Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Bail 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 purpose of the Bail Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill) is to
implement changes to bail laws arising out of the
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government’s bail review. It does this by amending the Bail
Act 1977 to, amongst other things:
create tailored bail provisions for children and exempt
them from the offence of failing to comply with a
condition of bail;
expand who can grant permission for the publication of
the identity of those involved in Children’s Court
proceedings, from the President of the Children’s Court
to any Children’s Court magistrate;
increase the penalty for the offence of failing to answer
bail, and reversing the presumption in favour of bail for
persons charged with a serious offence who have a prior
failure to answer bail;
reverse the presumption in favour of bail for those
charged with Victorian terrorism offences and insert a
consideration relating to terrorism into the unacceptable
risk test.
Consideration of the particular needs of children
Section 17(2) of the charter provides that children have the
right to such protection as is in their best interests and needed
by reason of being a child. Section 23 of the charter provides
that children accused of crimes must be segregated from
adults in custody, brought to trial as quickly as possible and
treated in an age-appropriate manner. Section 25(3) provides
that children have the right to procedures that take account of
their age and the desirability of promoting their rehabilitation.
A number of clauses will enhance the rights of children by
ensuring they are not unnecessarily remanded or otherwise
criminalised.
Clause 10 of the bill inserts a new section 3B into the Bail Act
that will ensure that the particular needs of children are taken
into account in any bail decision relating to them. For
example, it provides that custody for children should be a last
resort and recognises the need to minimise the stigma
associated with incarceration. The importance of preserving
family relationships, living arrangements, education,
employment etc. is recognised, as is the need to ensure that
bail conditions are appropriate and proportionate.
Clause 16 amends section 30A of the Bail Act to provide that
children are exempt from the offence of contravening certain
conditions of bail. Children are often subjected to more
prescriptive bail conditions than adults. Prior to these
amendments children breaching the conditions of their bail
could be charged with an offence, but also would be placed in
a show-cause position in relation to any further bail
application.
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Clause 21 amends section 534(1) of the CYFA (which
restricts the publication of Children’s Court proceedings
except with the permission of the President) to provide that
any Children’s Court magistrate may grant permission for the
publication of details identifying a child involved in criminal
proceedings in certain urgent circumstances.
Currently, only the President of the Children’s Court is able to
grant such permission. The purpose of this reform is to allow
the Children’s Court more flexibility to respond to emergency
situations — for example, to assist with the identification and
arrest of young people who have escaped from a youth justice
centre where the President is unavailable.
This engages the right to privacy. However, any limitations
on the right to privacy will not be arbitrary or unlawful, as the
power of Children’s Court magistrates to order publication
will be limited to emergency situations and the publication
must be reasonably necessary for the safety of the community
or an individual, including the child in question.
As such, clause 21 falls within the internal limitation on the
right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Decisions about bail
The bill includes a number of provisions that impact on
decisions about bail. These provisions engage sections 12, 21
and 25 of the charter. Section 12 of the charter provides that
every person has the right to move freely and to choose where
to live. Section 21 provides a right to liberty and security.
Section 25(1) and (2) contain the right to be presumed
innocent until proved guilty according to law and minimum
guarantees in criminal proceedings. These provisions are
closely related to each other.
The Bail Act 1977 contains a general presumption in favour
of bail, but this presumption is displaced where an alleged
offender comes within ‘exceptional circumstances’ or ‘show
cause’. This bill seeks to import additional categories of
offenders into both of these exceptions to the general
presumption.
Exceptional circumstances
Section 4(2) of the Bail Act provides that persons charged
with certain serious offences must be refused bail unless they
are able to demonstrate that exceptional circumstances exist
justifying the grant of bail.
This provision operates to reverse the presumption in favour
of bail where the accused’s alleged offending is categorised at
the highest level of seriousness. Offences included
insSection 4(2) include murder, treason and serious drug and
customs offences.

Clause 20 inserts a presumption into the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005 (‘CYFA’) that police proceed by way of
summons if the accused is a child.

The test for exceptional circumstances is more onerous than
the ‘show cause’ provisions contained in section 4(4) of the
Bail Act.

The proposed amendments enhance the rights of children in
sections 17(2), 23 and 25(3) of the charter.

Clause 4 inserts new subsection 4(2)(b) of the Bail Act which
provides that bail must be refused to those charged with state
terrorism offences unless exceptional circumstances can be
demonstrated. The two relevant offences from the Terrorism
(Community Protection) Act 2003 are intentionally providing
documents or information to facilitate a terrorist act (section
4B) and obstructing or hindering the exercise of special police
powers (section 21W).

Publication of Children’s Court proceedings
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with.
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This clause does not create a new regime under which bail
must be refused, it works within the existing structure of the
Bail Act and adds a further two serious offences to a
provision under which the presumption in favour of bail is
reversed. Most terrorism offences appear in the
Commonwealth Crimes Act 1914 which provides that bail
must be refused unless exceptional circumstances exist.
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circumstances must still be considered by the court in making
a determination about bail and in every case the court retains
the discretion to grant an accused bail. Further, the ACT
Supreme Court acknowledged that the right to liberty in the
ACT Human Rights Act is ‘not protected in an equivalent
form in any other human rights instrument’.
Show cause

Clause 4 may limit the rights in sections 12, 21 and 25 of the
charter, as it expands the exceptions to the general
presumption in favour of bail, decreasing the likelihood of
release on bail where individuals are charged with the
offences specified in the amendments.
Right to liberty and security of the person
Section 21(6) of the charter provides that a person awaiting
trial must not be automatically detained in custody. This
section is engaged by the provision in this bill establishing a
presumption against bail for a particular category of offence
or offender.
It is recognised that pre-trial detention may be necessary to
ensure the presence of the accused at trial, but also to avert
interference with witnesses and other evidence or to avert the
commission of other offences. For example, in the recent case
of Woods v. DPP [2014] VSC 1 (17 January 2014) Justice
Bell recognised that ensuring the safety of the community is
an important purpose of the criminal law and that ‘members
look to the government and the courts for protection against
crime and the just punishment of offenders’ [33].
The inclusion of terrorism-related offences in the list of
offences that require an accused to show exceptional
circumstances is a reasonable limitation on the right to liberty,
as it is required to protect the community. Terrorism, by its
very definition, poses an increased risk to community safety.
Further, as with all offences that attract the exceptional
circumstances exception the proposed insertion of this new
category of offence into section 4(2) of the Bail Act will not
result in an automatic refusal of bail. An accused person still
has the ability to argue that exceptional circumstances exist,
and if the court is convinced by such arguments, will be
granted bail.

Section 4(4) of the Bail Act provides that certain categories of
accused persons should not be granted bail unless they are
able to show cause why their continued detention is not
justified. This provision also reverses the presumption in
favour of bail but the threshold is intended to be lower than
for exceptional circumstances and the offences listed under
this provision, whilst serious, are generally accepted as less
serious than the exceptional circumstances offences.
Clause 7 inserts new section 4(4)(ab) into the Bail Act which
provides that an accused charged with a serious offence who
has a prior conviction for failing to answer bail within the last
five years be refused bail unless they can show cause why
their continued detention is not justified.
This provision creates an additional category of offenders
who are required to justify their release on bail. The provision
targets serious offenders who have a proven history of failing
to comply with the obligations of their bail as an adult.
Clause 7 may limit the rights in sections 12, 21 and 25 of the
charter, as it expands the exceptions to the general
presumption in favour of bail, decreasing the likelihood of
release on bail for individuals charged with a serious offence
in specified circumstances.
However, any such limitation is justified for the following
reasons. Firstly, as with all offences that attract the show
cause exception, an accused person still has the ability to
present reasons why they should be granted bail. Secondly,
the purpose of clause 7 is to protect the community and
prevent the obstruction of justice. Thirdly, clause 7 only
applies in clearly defined, specific circumstances, where the
offence is serious and where the accused has had a recent
prior conviction for failing to answer bail.
Unacceptable risk

I note that a provision in the Bail Act 1992 (ACT) that
reversed the presumption of bail (s 9C) was held to be
incompatible with the ACT Human Rights Act 2004 in the
Supreme Court decision of In the Matter of an Application for
Bail by Isa Islam in 2010. However, the reasoning in that
decision is not transferable to the Victorian Bail Act for two
reasons.
Firstly, the court held that the underlying purpose of s 9C of
the ACT Bail Act was not apparent, as it applied only to
murder and not other serious crimes. In contrast, the Victorian
exceptional circumstances provision applies to a number of
very serious crimes.
Secondly, the right to liberty in the ACT Human Rights Act is
drafted differently from section 21 of the charter. The relevant
provision in the ACT Human Rights Act states that ‘anyone
who is awaiting trial must not be detained as a general rule’.
In contrast, section 21 of the charter prohibits ‘automatic’
detention rather than a ‘general rule’. Requiring certain
classes of accused to establish exceptional circumstances in
order to be granted bail may constitute a ‘general rule’, but
does not mean that their detention is ‘automatic’. Their

The general presumption in favour of bail is always subject to
the accused not posing an unacceptable risk if released on
bail. The unacceptable risk may relate to failure to appear on
bail, committing further offences, interfering with witnesses
or otherwise obstructing the administration of justice.
Clause 5 amends section 4(3) of the Bail Act. This section
provides a non-exhaustive list of factors that may be taken
into account by a bail decision-maker in assessing whether an
individual poses an unacceptable risk of failing to appear on
bail, committing further offences, endangering the public or
obstructing the course of justice. The factors that may be
taken into account include the nature and seriousness of the
offence, the characteristics of the accused, the bail history of
the accused and any conditions that might be imposed to
mitigate the risks.
Clause 5 inserts an additional factor into the non-exhaustive
list, specifying that a bail decision-maker may take into
account any public expression of support for terrorism or any
public expression of support for the provision of resources to
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a terrorist organisation in making a decision about
unacceptable risk.
The unacceptable risk test aims to ensure the administration
of justice is not obstructed by the non-appearance of the
accused, or by the intimidation of witnesses. It also exists to
protect the community. Section 4(3), as amended by the bill,
does not directly limit a person’s freedom of movement or
liberty, but rather describes the factors that a decision-maker
must take into account in making a bail decision.
Clause 5 does not create a new issue for decision-makers to
take into consideration when assessing unacceptable risk. The
explicit inclusion of this factor in section 4(3) of the act will
ensure a decision-maker’s attention is directed to any
evidence relevant to the alleged offender’s support for
terrorism in assessing unacceptable risk.
For the above reasons, to the extent that clause 5 limits the
sections 12, 21 and 25 of the charter, the limitation is
reasonable.
Freedom of expression (section 15) and freedom of thought,
conscience, religion and belief (section 14)
As clause 5 refers to expressions of support for a terrorist act
or terrorist organisation, it may also engage section 15 of the
charter, which provides that every person has the right to
freedom of expression including the freedom to seek, receive
and impart information of all kinds. To the extent to which
support for a terrorist organisation may be formulated as a
religious expression, section 14 of the charter (freedom of
religion) may also be engaged.
Clause 5 does not limit the right to freedom of expression in
section 15 or the right to freedom of thought, conscience,
religion and belief (section 14), as it does not prohibit
expressions of support for terrorism, but merely points to such
expressions as a relevant consideration to take into account
when assessing risk for the purposes of a bail decision.
Further, to the extent that clause 5 could be said to limit
section 15, the limitation would fall within the internal
limitation in section 15(3) that allows for lawful restrictions
that are reasonably necessary for the protection of national
security or public order. This limitation recognises that
special duties and responsibilities are attached to the right of
freedom of expression.
While there is no express internal limitation in section 14, the
rationale for any limitation in relation to that right would be
the same. That is, any limitation on the right of freedom of
religion is reasonable in these circumstances as it is necessary
to ensure the non-obstruction of the administration of justice
and to protect the community.
For the above reasons, I consider that the bill is compatible
with the charter as the amendments made by the bill provide
an appropriate balance between the safety of the community,
the smooth operation of the criminal justice system, and the
protection of the rights and freedoms of all Victorians
recognised under the charter.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The Bail Amendment Bill 2015 will introduce more effective
bail laws, following a review of the Bail Act 1977.
Bail laws aim to strike a balance between the accused’s right
to be presumed innocent and to continue to live in the
community until their matters are heard by a court, and the
community’s right to be protected from further offending.
In Victoria, there is a presumption that accused are entitled to
bail, provided that they do not pose an unacceptable risk. This
presumption is displaced in certain specified circumstances,
and the accused then has to convince the court why bail
should be granted.
It is not well understood that courts make only a small
proportion of bail decisions and it is police and bail justices
who make over 90 per cent of all bail decisions. Bail laws
must be clear, accessible and coherent to non-lawyers to work
effectively. Clear laws will also help the community
understand how and why bail decisions are made.
Earlier this year I asked the Department of Justice and
Regulation to review Victoria’s bail laws to identify any gaps.
The review has been on accused who are suspected of having
links to terrorism and accused with a history of failing to
appear on bail. In this bill, the government takes steps to
tighten the Bail Act in both these regards.
This bill also ensures that we only remand in custody those
who truly do pose an unacceptable risk to the community.
The number of children on remand has grown dramatically in
the last two years, and this bill takes steps to arrest this
growth. Children are entitled to a system of bail that
recognises their particular needs and vulnerabilities and this
bill will create new rules for children who may be facing a
period of remand. Of course, some children do pose an
unacceptable risk to the community, and nothing in this bill
removes the power to remand a child in custody when this is
the appropriate outcome.
Terrorism
The bill will provide additional safeguards to the community
and promote consistency between Victorian and
Commonwealth bail schemes as they relate to terrorism
charges.
Under the proposed changes, bail will be refused (unless there
are exceptional circumstances) when the accused is charged
with:
intentionally providing documents or information to
facilitate a terrorist act or
obstructing or hindering the exercise of special police
powers to combat terrorism.
These changes will ensure individuals facing Victorian
terrorism charges are required to demonstrate exceptional
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circumstances justifying the grant of bail. This reverses the
presumption in favour of bail and aligns the test with that for
people charged with commonwealth terrorism offences.
Not every accused who is suspected of having links to
terrorism will be charged with a specific terrorist offence.
This bill will ensure that any evidence of links to terrorism is
taken into account in a bail decision — whatever offence the
accused is facing.
‘Any expression of support for a terrorist act or terrorist
organisation or the provision of resources to a terrorist
organisation’ will be added to the list of matters to be taken
into account in assessing unacceptable risk under section 4(3)
of the Bail Act.
This bill makes it clear that links to terrorism may be taken
into account by a bail decision-maker in assessing whether
releasing the accused poses an unacceptable risk of failing to
appear on bail, committing further offences or otherwise
endangering the public or obstructing the course of justice.
The inclusion of a terrorism specific factor will make it clear
that this heightens the risk of a person’s release into the
community and will prompt bail decision-makers to
specifically consider this issue.
Failure to appear on bail
The primary purpose of bail is to ensure that people attend
court for trial or sentencing. When a person deliberately
absconds in breach of their bail, the community is rightly
concerned. This bill aligns our laws with public expectation
by increasing the consequences for failing to appear when on
bail.
The maximum penalty for the offence of ‘failure to appear’
will be increased from 12 months to two years. This will
afford greater flexibility to courts to impose higher sentences
where this is warranted by the particular circumstances of the
case.
The presumption in favour of bail will be reversed for people
charged with serious offences who have also been convicted
of failing to appear in the previous five years. These people
will be required to show cause why their detention in custody
is not justified.
The Bail Act will adopt the existing definition of serious
offence in the Sentencing Act 1991 which includes
manslaughter, gross violence offences, intentionally causing
serious injury, rape, child sex offences, abduction and armed
robbery. Murder, which is also a serious offence, will
continue to be subject to the more stringent exceptional
circumstances test in all cases.
Addressing children on remand
The bail review has also developed reforms to address
concerns about the steep increase in the number of children
arrested and held on remand.
The number of children remanded has increased considerably
since 2012. For children aged 10–14 years, in particular,
remand admissions have tripled and the number of children
arrested and charged for Bail Act offences has significantly
increased. Representation of Indigenous children within the
criminal justice system is disproportionately high and the
Children’s Court and other stakeholders have called for this
issue to be addressed as a matter of urgency. The Youth
Parole Board annual report notes that the number of
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remandees held in youth detention often outnumbers
sentenced children and young people, and a significant
proportion are bailed within a short period. This runs counter
to the principle that young people should not be held on
remand unless it is necessary.
In all other areas of the criminal justice system children are
treated differently from adults. We have a dedicated
Children’s Court, and a youth justice system that provides a
range of responses to children — all of which are tailored to
the special needs of children and the particular importance of
rehabilitating children before they become adult offenders.
This bill amends the Bail Act to bring the bail system into line
with the special rules that apply to children elsewhere in
criminal justice processes by:
creating new child-specific factors that address the
particular needs of children to be considered in bail
decisions; and
implementing child-specific recommendations in the
2007 Victorian Law Reform Commission Review of the
Bail Act — Final Report (‘the VLRC report’).
The changes will also:
exempt children from the offence of breaching a
condition of bail; and
create a presumption in favour of initiating criminal
proceedings against children by summons, rather than
arrest, to align with Victoria Police best practice.
This is a more appropriate response to offending by a child.
Remanding children should be a last resort. Victoria does not
want children to become entrenched in the criminal justice
system.
The bill takes a measured approach to these reforms based on
the recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission. These changes will not prevent a court or police
officer from remanding children in custody when this is the
appropriate outcome, but they will ensure that remand is only
used for children when there is no other reasonable option. A
breach of bail by a child will still trigger a power to bring the
child back to court to have their bail reconsidered and
potentially revoked.
The provisions requiring an accused charged with the most
serious offences, such as murder, to demonstrate exceptional
circumstances justifying the grant of bail will still apply to
children. The offences of failure to appear and committing an
indictable offence while on bail will also still continue to
apply to children. The bill does not alter the exceptional
circumstances or show cause tests which continue to apply to
the most serious offences committed by either adult or child
offenders.
This bill delivers on this government’s commitment to review
Victoria’s bail laws to ensure that they are strong enough, but
also smart and fair.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr PESUTTO
(Hawthorn).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 December.
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ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) tabled
following statement in accordance with Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The purpose of the bill is to provide all donor-conceived
persons with the right to obtain identifying information about
their donors from the central register, regardless of when the
gametes from which they were conceived were donated and
whether the donor consents. The bill enables contact
preferences to be lodged by persons who donated gametes
before 31 December 1997 and by persons born as a result of
donor treatment procedures. The bill provides for the
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority
(VARTA) to keep the central register and the voluntary
register, and it enhances VARTA’s powers to obtain
information about pre-1998 gametes donations.
Human rights issues
The right to recognition and equality before the law
(section 8)
Section 8 of the charter protects the right of all people,
including a child, to enjoy his or her human rights without
discrimination.
As noted in the submission of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity and Human Rights Commission to the Law
Reform Committee Inquiry into Access by Donor-Conceived
People to Information about Donors (Law Reform Committee
Inquiry), this right is engaged when donor-conceived children
are provided with different rights to obtain information about
their donors based on when they were conceived. In Victoria,
people conceived using gametes donated prior to
31 December 1997 can only access identifying information
about their donors if the donor consents to the release of any
identifying information. In contrast, persons conceived from
gametes donated after 31 December 1997 have unconditional
access to identifying information about their donor.
The bill removes this discrimination and promotes equality by
providing all donor-conceived persons with the right to
identifying information about their donor, regardless of when
they were conceived.
The right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(a) of the charter provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy or family life unlawfully
or arbitrarily interfered with. Section 13(b) provides that a

4969

person has the right not to have his or her reputation
unlawfully attacked.
An interference with privacy or an attack upon reputation will
not be unlawful where it is permitted by law, and the
legislation is precise and appropriately circumscribed. An
interference with privacy will not be arbitrary provided the
restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances, just and proportionate to the end sought.
Provide all donor-conceived persons with the right to obtain
identifying information about their donor
It has been argued that the basis of the right to know one’s
genetic identity is an extension of the right to privacy. A
preliminary ruling by the England and Wales High Court in
the case of Rose v. Secretary for Health and Human
Fertilisation and Embryology Authority [2002] EWHC 1593
held that the right to privacy encompasses the right of a
donor-conceived individual to obtain information about his or
her biological origins. The bill promotes this broader right to
privacy by providing all donor-conceived people with the
right to know their genetic identity.
This promotion of the right to privacy through knowing one’s
genetic identity is balanced against the potential interference
with the privacy of donors and their families through the bill’s
extension of the right to obtain identifying information about
pre-1998 donors from the central register without the donor’s
consent. Prior to 1 July 1988, some donors donated their
gametes under the assumption that they would remain
anonymous. Persons who donated their gametes between
1 July 1988 and 31 December 1997 did so on the statutory
basis that their identity would not be disclosed unless they
provided consent. The release of identifying information
about a donor who donated gametes on the basis of
anonymity or required consent will engage these donors’ right
to privacy and family life, and the right of their families to
privacy and family life. However, the charter right to privacy
will only be limited if the interference imposed by the new
scheme is unlawful or arbitrary.
The interference with privacy occasioned by the bill is not
unlawful, nor is it arbitrary. The interference with privacy is
not unlawful because the bill is prescriptive as to the
circumstances in which the identifying information of the
donor may be released to the donor-conceived person. These
conditions for the release of information are particularly
necessary for pre-1988 donors as many of the records relating
to pre-1988 donations may be incomplete and information
gathered from those records will only be released where there
is a clear link to the donor-conceived applicant.
The interference with privacy is not arbitrary as it is directed
at achieving the purpose of the bill, and is sufficiently
constrained. First, the bill prescribes criteria that VARTA
must apply in determining whether the information of a
person is linked to the applicant, and therefore can be
released. VARTA may only disclose information on the
central register to an applicant under section 56(1) or
section 60A of the act if one of the criteria establishing the
link between the applicant and the person who is the subject
of the application is met; i.e. that there is a linking unique
donor identifier, evidence from voluntary genetic testing, or
VARTA otherwise reasonably believes that the person and
the applicant are linked and there is no reasonable likelihood
that any other person may be the subject of the application.
As a further additional safeguard, VARTA will also be
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required to comply with any guidelines which have been
issued by the Secretary to the Department of Health and
Human Services when applying the criteria under the bill for
the release of a person’s information on the central register to
an applicant in the absence of a unique donor identifier or
results of genetic testing.
The bill also introduces a contact preference scheme which
protects donors from unreasonable interference in their
privacy and family life. The donor is able to regulate contact
by lodging a contact preference specifying the type of contact,
if any, they wish to have with the donor-conceived person.
They may also lodge a contact preference on behalf of their
children under the age of 18 years, which will enable donors
to manage when and how they inform their children that they
have donor-conceived offspring.
Contact preferences lodged by pre-1998 donors will last for a
duration of five years, after which time a contact preference
may be extended by written notice to VARTA. Before a
contact preference is due to expire, VARTA must make all
reasonable efforts to notify them that their contact preference
will expire and the fact that they may extend the contact
preference.
Prior to making the contact preference, a donor will have four
months in which to decide whether or not to lodge a contact
preference and the form of that contact preference, and to
undergo counselling and discuss it with their family if
necessary. Further, in recognition of the fact that a donor may
have personal reasons to change their contact preference
decision once made, the bill provides for the amendment or
lodging of a contact preference after the donor’s identifying
information is disclosed provided there has been no contact
with an applicant. However, so there is certainty for both
parties in relation to the scope of a donor’s contact wishes,
once there has been some form of contact, the donor will not
be able to lodge or amend a contact preference. This is
consistent with the aims of the contact preference regime,
which is to manage initial decisions about contact only, and is
not intended to be an ongoing regime for managing adult
relationships once contact has occurred.
Identifying information about the donor will not be released
unless the donor-conceived person has signed an undertaking
to the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services that they will comply with the conditions of the
contact preference, whether or not the contact preference is
lodged at the time of the undertaking. It will be an offence to
breach a contact preference where no contact is specified. The
donor’s family is also protected from unreasonable
interferences with their privacy through the requirement for
the donor-conceived applicant to undergo compulsory
counselling prior to the disclosure of the donor’s identifying
information. This counselling will deal with whether the
donor has lodged a contact preference and will emphasise that
any contact preference lodged will represent the broader
wishes of the donor’s family regarding contact with the
donor-conceived person. In the adoption context, it has been
shown that where a person is informed that their biological
parent or child does not want contact with them, these wishes
are generally respected.
The bill also protects the rights of a donor’s family and their
privacy by prohibiting VARTA from, on its own initiative,
contacting the child of a donor unless the donor consents or
the child initiates the contact with VARTA. The donor’s
children’s information will not be released to the
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donor-conceived person and the release of information to the
donor-conceived person is primarily a matter for the donor
and donor-conceived person, leaving the donor to manage the
process with their family in a manner that they consider
appropriate. If a donor’s child expresses different wishes to
the donor in relation to the lodging of a contact preference
which covers the child, the bill provides that VARTA may
only follow the wishes of the donor if VARTA considers it
reasonable in all of the circumstances.
Further, the interference with privacy and family life of a
donor and their family is not arbitrary because it is balanced
against the rights that the bill seeks to promote, namely the
rights of the donor-conceived person to recognition and
equality before the law, privacy (in the broader sense),
protection of families and children, and cultural rights.
The Law Reform Committee Inquiry found that ‘while the
release of identifying information to donor-conceived people
may potentially cause discomfort and distress to donors
(although this will not always be the case), it is certain that
donor-conceived people are actually suffering from their lack
of knowledge about their donors’. The committee noted that
‘knowledge about parentage and heredity often forms a
substantial part of the person’s sense of identity, and
donor-conceived people who want this information but are
unable to obtain it, experience significant stress and
frustration. Where people learn as youths or adults that they
are donor-conceived, and are consequently forced to evaluate
who they are through newly perceived relationships, the stress
and frustration of not being able to find out more about their
donor can be exacerbated. Unlike their parents, their donor, or
the treating physician, the children are passive participants in
donor conception, and have no influence over agreements
made between those parties, even though they are
substantially affected by those agreements.
The recognition of the right of a donor-conceived person to
have access to identifying information about their donor,
despite the competing right of the donor to privacy, is
consistent with the principle of the best interests of the child
set out in section 17(2) of the charter. This best interest
principle is also contained in the guiding principles of the
Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act 2008 (the act) which
provide that the welfare and interests of persons born or to be
born as a result of treatment procedures are paramount, and
children born as a result of the use of donated gametes have a
right to information about their genetic parents (sections 5(a)
and (c)).
For the reasons outlined above, in my opinion the rights to
privacy and reputation are not limited by the bill. In the event
that the bill does limit pre-1998 donors’ right to privacy or
reputation, I consider that that limitation would nevertheless
be reasonable and justified in line with section 7(2) of the
charter, for the reasons given above concerning the balancing
of relevant rights.
Powers to make enquiries and request documents
The bill provides VARTA with powers to conduct enquiries
and request records in an attempt to identify the donor of a
person born as a result of donor treatment procedure.
When a donor-conceived person applies under section 56 of
the act for identifying information about a donor relating to a
pre-1998 donor treatment procedure and there is insufficient
information on the central register to identify the donor, the
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bill empowers VARTA to request information from a person
to attempt to identify the donor. VARTA must comply with
the guidelines to be issued by the Secretary to the Department
of Health and Human Services when requesting the
information. Because regulations have been in place to
govern the collection of donor conception treatment records
since 1988, it is expected that these powers will largely be
used in relation to entries on the central register relating to
pre-1988 donor treatment. However, there is concern that
there may be irregularities with some of the records created
between 1 July 1988 and 31 December 1997 under the
Infertility (Medical Procedures) Act 1984. In order to ensure
that the register contains the most complete and accurate
records for all donor treatments, these powers to request
information where there are insufficient records on the central
register will apply to pre-1998 donations.

hearing, and the respondent will have an opportunity to attend
court and present their case. It is the court, rather than
VARTA, who will decide whether the records a person has
refused to provide must be produced, and the court will make
its decision having regard to the matters contained in
VARTA’s affidavit and any other evidence before it.
Applications for production orders will be heard in closed
court, given the sensitivity of the information involved.

The bill provides that VARTA may approach persons
believed to be the donor of an applicant to ask them if they
are willing to undergo DNA or genetic testing, in an attempt
to identify the applicant’s donor. In certain limited
circumstances where the donor refuses or cannot be
contacted, the bill provides for VARTA to approach blood
relatives of a potential donor to request that they undergo
DNA testing. VARTA may only approach the blood relative
where the potential donor is known or suspected to be dead or
a missing person, or VARTA determines that exceptional
circumstances exist. However, any DNA testing is voluntary
and VARTA does not have any power to compel a person to
be tested.

The bill contains further safeguards in the form of
confidentiality provisions which provide that it is an offence
with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a person to disclose that
they have received a request for documents or information
under VARTA’s powers of enquiry and production, except
for disclosing the request to the person to whom the records
relate or for the purpose of locating the records. The bill also
contains confidentiality provisions in relation to the disclosure
of information recorded on the central register and the
disclosure of any other information provided to VARTA in
the exercise of their enquiry powers. It is an offence with a
penalty of 50 penalty units for VARTA or an organisation
authorised by the secretary to disclose any information
recorded on the central register or any information obtained
by VARTA under their enquiry powers other than for the
purpose of exercising a power or function under the act or for
other limited purposes set out in the bill. It is also an offence
with a penalty of 50 penalty units for a person to whom
VARTA discloses information from the central register to
disclose that information to any other person other than in the
limited exceptions specified in the bill.

The bill also provides for a procedure by which VARTA can
request records relating to a pre-1988 donor treatment
procedure from an entity or individual in response to a
section 56 application if VARTA considers on reasonable
grounds that the individual holds such records. If the
individual or entity fails to provide the records, or their
response is inadequate, the bill provides VARTA with the
power to apply to the Magistrates Court for an order requiring
the person to produce the requested records. Further, existing
section 52B which presently authorises individuals to provide
records voluntarily, is extended by the bill to also apply to
entities.
The bill enables the secretary to authorise organisations to
assist VARTA in locating persons who are the subject of a
section 56 application. Whilst they will be authorised to assist
in locating persons, the organisations will not be involved in
conducting enquiries to attempt to identify a pre-1988 donor
where a section 56 application has been made by a
donor-conceived person.
The enquiry and production powers contained in the bill will
engage the right of privacy of the donor, the donor’s family
and any other person whose information is disclosed as a
result of the exercise of the powers by VARTA. However, the
bill ensures that the interference is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary by clearly setting out the procedures that will govern
the disclosure of the information and providing appropriate
safeguards which protect the privacy of personal and health
information.
In the case of applications to the Magistrates Court for
production orders, they must be supported by an affidavit
which sets out the grounds on which VARTA holds the belief
that the person against whom the order is sought holds the
relevant records. The application and affidavit must be served
on the person holding the records (the respondent) prior to the

In the case of approaching blood relatives to request that they
undergo DNA testing where VARTA is satisfied exceptional
circumstances exist, the bill provides for a procedure
requiring VARTA to make reasonable efforts to provide
donors with notice, and allow donors to apply to VCAT for a
review of the decision to contact a blood relative to request
that they undergo DNA testing.

Accordingly, in my opinion, the enquiry and production
powers under the bill constitute neither an unlawful nor an
arbitrary interference with privacy, and therefore do not limit
the right to privacy under the charter.
Protection of families and children (section 17)
Section 17(1) of the charter states that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the state. Section 17(2) of the charter
provides that every child has the right, without discrimination,
to such protection as is in his or her best interests and is
needed by him or her by reason of being a child.
The right to family life may extend to a person knowing the
identity of his or her biological parent where he or she is born
as a result of donor conception. This is supported by the
United Kingdom case of Re T (a child) [2001] 2 FLR 1190 in
which the court ordered DNA testing despite the mother’s
objection. The court relied on the right to family life in
article 8 of the European Convention on Human Rights and
stated that any interference with the rights of the mother and
father was ‘proportionate to the legitimate aim of providing
the child with the possibility of certainty as to his real
paternity’. The bill therefore promotes both the protection of
families and children by providing all persons born as a result
of donor conception with the right to know their genetic
parentage.
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However, the bill may also interfere with the rights of the
families of donors and donor-conceived persons.
Consultations conducted by VARTA found that some donors
have not told their families about their donor status and are
fearful that the release of their identifying information may
impact adversely on their family relationships. Similarly,
some parents of donor-conceived persons are in favour of
donor anonymity as it was common practice before 1988 to
be secretive about a child’s donor insemination origins.
I consider that any interference with the right to protection of
families and children is reasonable, proportionate and
demonstrably justifiable in accordance with section 7(2) of
the charter, given the purpose of the bill and the competing
rights of donor-conceived persons to know the identity of
their donor. In particular, the bill provides protective
measures for families. The option of contact preferences
allows donors to regulate the contact, if any, they and their
children are to have with donor-conceived offspring. In
addition, the act requires that a person receive counselling
about the potential consequences of the disclosure of
identifying information to them. In this way, the bill and act
respect the importance of a family unit affected by the
disclosure process and does not unjustifiably limit the rights
of families to be protected by society and the state.
Cultural rights (section 19)
Section 19 of the charter provides that all persons have the
right to practice their religion, enjoy their culture and use their
language.
The bill may promote this right by providing all
donor-conceived persons with the right to access information
about their donor and potentially their heritage.
Presumption of innocence (section 25(1))
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proven guilty according to law. This right is relevant
where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof on to an
accused in a criminal proceeding so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest that he or she is not guilty of an offence.
Clause 24 of the bill introduces an offence in new
sections 63G and 63N for a person to knowingly contact a
donor or donor-conceived person in breach of an undertaking
to comply with a contact preference, unless the contact is a
continuation of, or of a similar kind to, contact that the
accused person had with the donor or donor-conceived person
before the accused person knew of the contact preference. In
providing the defence for continued previous conduct, this
provision places an evidential burden on the accused,
requiring them to show that there is sufficient evidence to
raise an issue as to fact of the existence of previous contact.
As such, the presumption of innocence under section 25(1) of
the charter is relevant.
However, I do not consider that an evidential onus limits the
right to be presumed innocent. Courts in other jurisdictions
have taken this approach. Once a person has adduced some
relevant evidence as to previous continued contact, the burden
shifts to the prosecution to prove the elements of the offence.
The question of previous contact is a matter that is likely to be
uniquely within the knowledge of the accused person and it is
therefore reasonable for them to provide evidence on that
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issue. The prosecution will retain the legal burden of
disproving the issue beyond reasonable doubt.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because
the rights that are engaged are unlikely to be limited. If any
rights are limited by the bill, to the extent that those rights are
limited, those limits are reasonably and demonstrably
justified.
Hon. Jill Hennessy, MP
Minister for Health

Second reading
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill will give all donor-conceived people equal rights to
access available identifying information about their donor
regardless of when the donation was made.
Victoria has always been a world leader in assisted
reproductive treatment. We were pioneers in the development
of in-vitro fertilisation and donor treatment procedures
throughout the 1970s and 80s. Australia’s first IVF baby was
born in Victoria in 1980 and the Infertility (Medical
Procedures) Act 1984, which came into operation on 1 July
1988, was the first legislation worldwide to regulate assisted
reproductive treatment and associated human embryo
research.
Without a full understanding of the long-term impact on
people conceived in this way, conventional medical wisdom
of the day dictated that gamete donations were collected with
assurances of anonymity. Parents were generally encouraged
not to tell their donor-conceived children about the nature of
their conception.
By the mid-1980s, people had begun to question this
approach and, over time, the statutory regime began to change
in line with changing community values.
Between 1988 and 1998, the legislation prevented the release
of any identifying information to a donor-conceived person
without the donor’s consent. In 1998 changes to the law took
effect to prohibit anonymous donations. Then, in 2008, new
legislation included a requirement that an addendum be
attached to the birth certificates of babies born as a result of
donor conception. This was designed to enable
donor-conceived people to know that they were
donor-conceived, and to encourage parents of
donor-conceived people to inform their children about how
they were conceived.
Today many donor-conceived children are adults. The impact
of a policy from a time before many donor-conceived people
were born which prevents their access to information about
their genetic heritage is clear. In 2012, a Parliamentary Law
Reform Committee Inquiry into Access by Donor-Conceived
People to Information about Donors found that
donor-conceived people may suffer a fractured sense of
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identity when they cannot obtain identifying information
about their biological parents.
The committee’s report made 30 recommendations, the most
significant of which was that legislation be introduced to
allow all donor-conceived people to obtain available
identifying information about their donor.
In 2014, legislation was passed to introduce some of the
committee’s recommendations, but not this key
recommendation. At that time, the Labor Party made it clear
that we believe that continuing a system involving different
rights of access to information was inequitable, and we
undertook to introduce a bill to ensure that all
donor-conceived people have the same right to obtain
available identifying information about their donors,
irrespective of when their gametes were donated. This bill
implements that commitment.
It will implement the remaining recommendations of the
committee’s report and in doing so will remedy a
fundamental inequity of access to information. No longer will
donor-conceived people be prevented from seeking
information about their identity simply because of the year
their donor made their donation.
These changes may have a significant impact on donors who
were advised that they would remain anonymous at the time
they made their donations. Donors acted altruistically — and
their donor-conceived offspring, their parents and the
community are extremely grateful for their actions. Over
time, some donors have changed their views on the issue of
anonymity, and would now be open to contact from their
donor-conceived offspring.
The bill will limit the impact of the changes through the
introduction of contact preferences. Contact preferences will
allow donors either to prevent contact from their
donor-conceived offspring, or to limit contact. This will allow
donors to manage the impact of the release of their
information.
The process of applying for and releasing identifying
information can be a difficult and stressful time for all those
involved in donor conception. While this bill will establish
rights to information, it is known that — particularly for those
conceived prior to 1988 — there will be some significant
practical obstacles in locating and accessing records.
Record-keeping practices in the early days of assisted
reproductive treatment were not mandated, and evidence
given to the Law Reform Committee during its inquiry
suggests that these records may not stand up to today’s
standards. It is possible that some records were not retained at
all, reflecting the prevailing thinking of the time that donor
information would not be required following conception. It is
also known that, to the extent to which records did exist,
many will be incomplete, while others have since
deteriorated, or have been destroyed.
While nothing can be done to recover records that do not
exist, the bill does seek to strengthen the existing legislative
safeguards to ensure that those records that do remain are
preserved. This is achieved by creating an additional offence
of tampering with donor conception records.
The bill also seeks to ensure that people are supported in their
search for information and at the time when information
about them is released. Key to this is the establishment of the
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Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority as a
‘one door in’ service to ensure simplicity for those seeking
information and coordination of support services. This
approach was recommended by the Law Reform Committee,
and will address concerns raised in a number of submissions
to the committee that the current system is disjointed and can
be confusing.
The system of counselling and support for donors when their
information is to be released is a critical feature of this bill.
Around the world, advances in information and
communication technology and social networking have
already resulted in links being made regardless of applicable
legislative frameworks. The advent of avenues such as
direct-to-consumer genetic profiling — linked via the internet
to ancestral tracing capacities and access to extensive
databases of information — means that people may be able to
be traced by those seeking information. Already there have
been examples of donor-conceived people tracking down
their donor through the use of online DNA testing and/or
painstaking research based on little more than their
knowledge of the timing of their parent’s treatment and the
location of the clinic.
The provisions contained in this bill aim to ensure that where
donors are identified, they have access to a comprehensive
system of information, support, counselling and opportunities
to manage contact.
The bill amends the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Act
2008:
to enable people born as a result of a pre-1998 donor
treatment procedure to obtain available identifying
information about their donor, regardless of whether the
donor consents;
to enable people who donated gametes on or before
31 December 1997 and people born as a result of donor
treatment procedures to lodge a contact preference;
to give the Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority responsibility for donor conception registers;
and
to give the Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority powers to obtain information about pre-1998
donations when there is insufficient information
available.
The bill will remove the current distinction in the act between
those born from gametes donated prior to 1998 and those
born from gametes donated after this time. Instead, subject to
provisions relating to contact preferences, all donor-conceived
people will have the same legal right to available information
identifying their donor.
When a person wishes to seek information about their donor
they will make contact with the Victorian Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Authority which will be established
as a ‘one door in’ service. To allow the authority to undertake
this role, the official donor conception register — the central
register — and all functions associated with it will be
transferred to the authority from its current location with the
registrar of births, deaths and marriages.
In order to manage the release of information, and in
recognition that some donors prior to 1998 believed that they
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would remain anonymous, the bill will introduce a scheme of
contact preferences. If a donor-conceived person makes an
application for identifying donor information about a donor
who donated before 1998, the authority will contact the
donor, offer them counselling and inform them that they may
lodge a contact preference.
A donor may decide what type of contact they would like, or
whether they would like no contact at all. For instance, this
might entail an exchange of emails and photographs or a
personal meeting. A donor may also decide that their contact
preference should cover their non-donor-conceived children
under the age of 18 to prevent contact from a
donor-conceived sibling until they are an adult and can make
their own decision.
The donor will have four months to consider their options.
Before identifying information is released to a
donor-conceived person, they will be required to undergo
counselling and to give an undertaking that they will comply
with the contact preference. It will be an offence for a
donor-conceived person to contact their donor when the
donor has lodged a no contact preference. This offence will
attract a penalty of 50 penalty units.
As many of the records will be over 30 years old, it is
anticipated that there may be difficulties in locating some
donors.
These donors will not be deprived of their opportunity to
receive counselling or lodge a contact preference. If a donor
cannot be located in four months, the donor-conceived person
will be required to sign an undertaking that, if new
information comes to light that may lead to the location of the
donor, they will provide this to the authority and not contact
the donor personally. If the donor is located, the authority will
then contact them and offer them counselling, and give them
the opportunity to lodge a contact preference.
The bill will also allow donor-conceived people to lodge a
contact preference. While the consent of a donor-conceived
person will still be required prior to the release of their
information, contact preferences will give them an additional
option in relation to engaging with their donor. If a
donor-conceived person does not want to deprive a donor of
information — but is nervous about initial contact — lodging
a contact preference will enable them to manage this process.
These amendments will allow donor-conceived people to
access more information about their donors. However, there
are a number of other people who are less directly affected by
donor conception who may wish to obtain information. A
voluntary register already exists that allows donor-conceived
people, donors, recipient parents or other relatives to lodge
information they would like to share with others. Under the
bill, this register will be transferred to the Victorian Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Authority and will be expanded to
enable people to lodge a broader range of materials, such as
photographs and other information that a person may want to
make available in reaching out to others.
To ensure that information is provided in a supportive
environment, the bill enhances the authority’s role in
providing counselling to parties involved in donor conception.
The authority has specialist counsellors who are able to
provide counselling to donors, donor-conceived people,
recipient parents and others directly impacted by donor
conception in a sensitive and appropriate manner.
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The Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment Authority
will also have a new role undertaking searches to identify
donors when records on the central register are not sufficient
to respond to an application. Prior to 1988, there were no
specific legislative requirements for doctors to maintain donor
conception records. As a result, it is anticipated that a number
of the records will not provide sufficient information to
identify a donor. Further, despite the introduction of
regulations prescribing record-keeping requirements in 1988,
it is possible that the records may not have always been
completed correctly in the early years of regulation, as there
was a process of adjustment to the new laws.
The government believes a person should have access to
available information critical to their sense of identity. The
authority will be given new powers to seek a court order to
require a person holding donor conception records to provide
them to the central register where required in response to an
application.
The bill includes provisions that are designed to mitigate the
impact of searches on people’s privacy. For example, the
authority will be required to comply with statutory guidelines
in undertaking searches. The bill also contains confidentiality
provisions that prevent the disclosure of information provided
to third parties, or improper disclosure of information by the
authority.
In developing this bill, many stakeholders and members of
the public provided thoughtful and heartfelt submissions. The
government has heard from donor-conceived individuals who
expressed in moving terms their fundamental need to know
their genetic heritage and the frustrations they have faced in
being denied this information.
We have heard from many donors, some of whom were
comfortable with their information being released, and others
who expressed profound disappointment and sometimes even
anger that their identity may be disclosed.
The process of engagement also extended to the clinics who
provide assisted reproductive treatment services, and some of
the pioneers in assisted reproductive treatment whose work
over the years has benefited thousands of people.
No-one underestimates how difficult and complex this issue
is, and no-one denies that this legislation will be challenging
for some members of our community. I assure you, however,
that great care has been taken to ameliorate the impact on
donors by establishing a comprehensive system of support
and contact preferences scheme to allow them to have no
contact with their donor-conceived offspring or — if they
want contact — control over how it will proceed.
In the past, significant decisions were made when people had
little understanding of the trauma that can result from an
incomplete picture of where we come from. Decisions were
made that impacted on people who had no say in the nature of
their conception.
Subsequent legislation has recognised the importance of this
information by making anonymous donations unlawful.
As a next step, this bill ensures that the same right to
information is available to all donor-conceived people and
that they will no longer be treated differently simply because
of when the donation from which they were conceived was
made.
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I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of those who
took the time to make submissions and the brave people who
shared their stories.
In particular, I would like to thank individuals and
organisations, including VANISH and MADmen, who gave
their time and views generously to the committee and again in
consultation on this bill.
I would like to recognise parliamentary colleagues Anthony
Carbines, Jane Garrett, Russell Northe, and former members
Clem Newton-Brown and Donna Petrovich for their
commitment to this issue and their considered committee
report, tabled in Parliament in March 2012.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 December.

CONSUMER ACTS AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Consumer Acts
and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Consumer Acts and Other Acts
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 will amend the Australian Consumer Law and Fair
Trading Act 2012 (ACLFT act) to enhance remedies and
inspectorial powers under the act.
In addition, the bill will amend the Associations Incorporation
Reform Act 2012 to prevent a person from holding office as a
committee member if they have been disqualified from being
a director of a corporation (under the Corporations Act 2001
(cth) or the Corporations (Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander) Act 2006) (cth), or a cooperative.
Human rights issues
Privacy
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. An interference with privacy will not be
unlawful if it is permitted by law that is accessible and
precise. An interference with privacy will not be arbitrary if
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the restrictions it imposes are reasonable, just and
proportionate to the end sought.
A number of provisions in part 2 of the bill engage the right to
privacy. However, for the reasons set out below, none of the
provisions limit this right, because they are lawful and not
arbitrary.
Section 126 of the ACLFT act empowers the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria (‘the director’) to require the
provision of information or documents or to require a person
to give evidence either orally or in writing to assist in
investigating a contravention of the act. A person must not
refuse or fail to comply with such a request.
Clause 3 of the bill will amend section 126 to insert a new
subsection (2A) which will authorise the director to exercise
or continue to exercise the power under section 126 until the
director commences a proceeding in relation to the matter
(other than a proceeding for an injunction) or until close of
pleadings in relation to an application by the director for a
final injunction.
Not all information required under proposed section 126(2A)
will be of a private nature. However, insofar as that provision
may require disclosure of private information there is no
arbitrary or unlawful interference with the right to privacy
because of the need to comply with clearly articulated
requirements. Access to material evidencing non-compliance
or breach of the regulatory scheme allows the director to
effectively and efficiently administer the ACLFT act. Section
126 is circumscribed in its scope and can only operate to
compel the provision of material necessary to monitor
compliance with, or to investigate a breach of, the ACLFT
act.
I also note that section 126(5) provides a direct use immunity
by prohibiting the use of answers, information, and in the case
of clause 125(4) documents, from being admissible in
evidence against the person in any other criminal
proceedings.
Further, I note that under section 131 of the ACLFT act, any
person may complain to the Secretary to the Department of
Justice and Regulation about the exercise of the director’s
power under section 126, following which the secretary must
investigate and provide a written report to the complainant.
Section 154 of the ACLFT act sets out the powers that may
be exercised by an inspector when conducting a search under
emergency entry powers in section 153. These powers
include, in section 154(2)(b), power to make any still or
moving image or audiovisual recording. Clause 7 of the bill
will amend section 154(2)(b) to include power to make an
audio-only recording.
Section 154 of the ACLFT act is only available for the
important purpose of dealing with emergency situations
which may pose a significant risk to consumers. Entry is only
available to premises that an inspector believes on reasonable
grounds to contain dangerous goods or goods that have been
banned from sale because they are of a kind that will or may
cause injury to a person.
The ACLFT act contains a number of safeguards relating to
the exercise of powers under section 154. Under section 181
an inspector must not give out any information acquired in
carrying out their inspection functions, except to the extent
necessary to carry out those functions. Section 154(6)
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provides that if an inspector searches premises in the absence
of the owner or occupier of the premises they must leave a
notice setting out details of the search. Moreover, under
section 179, any person may complain to the director about an
inspector’s entry and search under section 154. Accordingly,
as exercise of the powers under section 154 are circumscribed
and only apply where emergency entry is necessary to ensure
public safety, any interference with privacy that may occur as
a result of the entry and the making of an audio recording will
be lawful and not arbitrary.

premises or to download or make an electronic or physical
copy of that information.

Clause 8 of the bill will make a similar amendment to
section 155 of the ACLFT Act, by adding the ability to make
an audio-only recording where an inspector enters and
searches business premises under authority of section 155.

Freedom of expression

The search and seizure powers under section 155 of the
ACLFT act are also strictly defined and contain a range of
safeguards. Under section 155(3), an inspector must not
exercise these powers in any part of the premises that are used
for a residential purpose and may not enter and search
premises except between the hours of 9.00 a.m. to 5.00 p.m.,
or when the premises are open for business. If an inspector
searches premises under section 155 without the owner or
occupier being present, they must leave a notice containing
the details of the search and the procedure for contacting the
director for further details. In addition, an inspector cannot
disclose any information acquired carrying out a search
except to the extent necessary, and any person may complain
to the director about the exercise of search under section 155
of the ACLFT act.
Clause 9 of the bill will make a number of amendments to
section 157 of the ACLFT act which provides for the issue of
a search warrant by a magistrate on application by an
inspector. The amendments will enable a search warrant to be
issued where a magistrate is satisfied by evidence on oath or
by affidavit that there is on the premises or that there may be
on the premises within 72 hours evidence that a person may
have contravened the ACLFT act or regulations or that there
is evidence in digital or electronic format accessible from the
premises that a person may have contravened the ACLFT act
or the regulations.
Section 157, as amended by the bill will be clear in its intent
and the issue of any warrant remains subject to a decision of
an independent magistrate. I am therefore of the opinion that
any interference with privacy occasioned by the operation of
section 157 of the ACLFT act as amended by clause 9 of the
bill will be lawful and not arbitrary.
Clause 10 of the bill will amend section 158 of the ACLFT
act. Section 158 provides for the form and contents of search
warrants issued under section 157. Clause 10 will insert into
section 158 the ability to make an image of a computer hard
drive and to access information in digital or electronic format
from premises where the inspector believes on reasonable
grounds that the information is connected with the alleged
contravention of the ACLFT act or regulations.
Clause 11 of the bill will insert new section 158A into the
ACLFT act. New section 158A will authorise a magistrate
when issuing a warrant under section 157 to authorise the
inspector named in the warrant to require a person to provide
any information or assistance that is reasonable and necessary
to enable the inspector to access information held in or
accessible from any computer or electronic device on the

In my view, section 158 and new section 158A are lawful and
not arbitrary, as the provisions are clear in their intent and
their operation is subject to independent oversight by the
Magistrates Court. I also note that the purpose of the issue of
a search warrant is to ensure compliance with the regulatory
scheme that is designed to protect consumers from unsafe
goods and practices and from unscrupulous traders.

Section 15 of the charter protects a person’s right to freedom
of expression, which has been interpreted to include a right
not to impart information. The right to freedom of expression
is not absolute; lawful restrictions reasonably necessary to
protect rights of other persons, or for the protection of public
order are permissible under the charter.
As outlined earlier, clause 3 of the bill will amend section 126
of the ACLFT act to extend the period of time within which
the director may exercise or continue to exercise a power to
require information, documents or evidence under that section
from a person whom the director believes is capable of
assisting in monitoring compliance with, or investigating a
contravention of, the ACLFT act.
Clause 11, which will insert new section 158A into the
ACLFT act, will enable an inspector to be authorised by
warrant to require a person to provide reasonable and
necessary assistance or information to enable information in
electronic or digital format to be accessed from the premises
the subject of the warrant.
These provisions only allow an inspector or the director to
require information, documents or assistance to the extent that
it is reasonably necessary to determine compliance or
non-compliance with the ACLFT act. A warrant issued under
section 157 compelling the provision of information or
assistance can only be issued if a magistrate is satisfied that an
inspector has reasonable grounds to believe a contravention
has occurred and after consideration of the rights and interests
of the parties to be affected by the warrant.
The assistance of the persons to whom these provisions relate
is necessary to conduct investigations into whether or not the
regulatory obligations of the ACLFT act and the Australian
Consumer Law (Victoria) are being complied with.
The duty to assist is consistent with the reasonable
expectations of these individuals who operate a business
within a regulated scheme. These provisions enable
appropriate oversight and monitoring of compliance with the
ACLFT act and the Australian Consumer Law (Victoria), and
are reasonably necessary to protect consumers and the wider
public from unsafe goods or unfair practices which may cause
them injury or loss. Therefore, to the extent that freedom of
expression is engaged, these provisions fall within the
exceptions to the right in section 15(3) of the charter, as
reasonably necessary to respect the rights of other persons.
Property rights
Section 20 of the charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
This right requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or

CONSUMER ACTS AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Wednesday, 25 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
and are accessible to the public and are formulated precisely.
As I have noted, clause 14 of the bill substitutes the injunction
provisions in the ACLFT act. New section 201(6) to be
inserted into the ACLFT act by clause 14 enables an order to
be made that would require a person to (inter alia) refund
money, transfer property or destroy or dispose of goods. Such
an order can only be made by a court following a
consideration of the rights and interests of the parties affected
and after the court is satisfied that there has been a
contravention or an attempt to contravene the ACLFT act.
Consequently, I consider that these provisions are lawful and
not arbitrary, being subject to clearly formulated
requirements, and are thus compatible with the right to
property under section 20 of the charter.
Right to protection against self-incrimination and right to a
fair trial
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides that a person who has
been charged with a criminal offence has the right not to be
compelled to testify against him or herself or to confess guilt.
It is also an aspect of the right to a fair trial protected by
section 24 of the charter. This right under the charter is at
least as broad as the privilege against self-incrimination
protected by the common law. It applies to protect a charged
person against the admission in subsequent criminal
proceedings of incriminatory material obtained under
compulsion, regardless of whether the information was
obtained prior to or subsequent to the charge being laid.
I also note that under section 24(1) of the charter, a party to a
civil proceeding has the right to have the proceeding decided
by a competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal
after a fair and public hearing. The right to a fair hearing also
includes a right to access a court.
As I have noted earlier, clause 11 of the bill will insert new
section 158A into the ACLFT act which will enable a warrant
issued under section 157 of that act to authorise an inspector
to require a person to provide reasonable and necessary
information or assistance. Clause 12 of the bill will insert a
new section 170(3) into the ACLFT act which provides that it
is not a reasonable excuse for a natural person to refuse or fail
to provide information or assistance that a person is required
to provide under section 158A if the provision of the
information or assistance would tend to incriminate the
person.
Clause 11 and clause 12 of the bill are directed to addressing
the increasing prevalence of storage of business documents
and information in digital or electronic format, including
‘off-site’ storage in cloud networks. Commonly, access to
such information is subject to security requirements such as
passwords or encryption technology. If a trader were able to
refuse to provide a necessary password or de-encryption key
to access business documents the regulatory scheme would
increasingly become unable to be effectively administered.
The information or assistance contemplated under clause 11
and clause 12 is for the purpose of enabling access to
information concerning an alleged contravention of the
ACLFT act. A duty to provide such information or assistance
is consistent with the reasonable expectations of persons who
operate a business within a regulated scheme. Moreover, it is
necessary for regulators to have access to such information to
ensure the effective administration of the scheme.
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The bill does not limit section 25(2)(k), because the person
required to assist an inspector is not a person who has been
charged with a criminal offence. The execution of the warrant
occurs before any action for a contravention of the act or
regulations is taken. In addition, the person is not being
required to testify against himself or herself because they are
not giving evidence in court. Finally, the person is not being
required to confess guilt. While the information the person
provides may enable an inspector to obtain evidence that
incriminates the person, the giving of that information, such
as a computer password or similar, is not in itself a confession
of guilt.
Even if the bill could be said to limit section 25(2)(k), the
limitations are reasonable and justified because of the fact that
the investigation could be blocked by non‐disclosure of the
relevant information (such as a password to access a
computer). If a person has locked hard copy business
documents in a cupboard, an inspector would not need the
person’s assistance in breaking into the cupboard, under
warrant, to seize that evidence and the person has no right to
try to block the inspector from breaking into that cupboard. If
the person has also ‘locked’ business records inside a
computer through encryption, the person should not, simply
because of their use of more sophisticated technology, now be
empowered to stymie investigations by refusing to divulge
the electronic key to that evidence.
There is also the safeguard that the magistrate issuing the
search warrant will have discretion not to include such a
power in the warrant where the inspector applying for the
warrant has not made out an adequate case for the need for
such a power.
The bill does not provide a use immunity in relation to
material seized as a result of the disclosure of a password. To
do so would undermine the central point of the new power, to
enable inspectors to access material that has been
intentionally hidden or encrypted. As I have noted, a person
who locked records in a cupboard cannot prevent an inspector
from accessing those records under a search warrant. Where
the person has simply used a more technologically
sophisticated form of locking device (computer encryptions),
they should not have any greater power to stymie an
investigation.
There are no less restrictive means available to achieve the
purpose of enabling regulators to have access to relevant
digital or electronic information. To excuse the provision of
information and assistance to enable access to digital or
electronic records would significantly impede the regulator’s
ability to investigate and enforce compliance of the scheme in
the contemporary business environment.
To the extent that the bill could enable a person’s right to
protection against self-incrimination and a right to a fair trial
to be limited in compliance with a warrant authorising an
inspector to require information, which is likely to be
minimal, I consider this to be reasonable and justifiable.
Freedom of association
Section 16(2) of the charter provides that a person has the
right to freedom of association with others.
Clause 22(2) of the bill may engage the right to freedom of
association; however, for the reasons set out below, it is
considered that this provision does not limit this right.
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Clause 22(2) will amend section 78 of the Associations
Incorporation Reform Act 2012 (AIRA) which provides for
circumstances in which a member of a committee of an
incorporated association must retire or vacate office.
Clause 22(2) will insert additional circumstances into
section 78 in which a member of a committee of an
incorporated association vacates office. Those circumstances
are where a member of the committee is disqualified:
from managing corporations under the Corporations Act
2000 (cth);
from managing Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Corporations under the Corporations (Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander) Act 2006 (cth); or
from managing a cooperative under the Co-operatives
National Law (Victoria).
The committee of an incorporated association manages the
affairs of an incorporated association, including the financial
affairs of the association, on behalf of the members of the
association and has an equivalent role to the board of
management of a corporation or cooperative. The AIRA
requires that the rules of an incorporated association must
provide for the membership of the committee and manner of
election of the committee by the members of the association.
The AIRA sets out a range of statutory duties for
office-holders of incorporated associations (which term
includes members of the committee) including a duty not to
make improper use of their position or information acquired
as a result of holding that position, a duty of care and
diligence and a duty of good faith and proper purpose.
The effect of clause 22(2) will be that where a member of an
incorporated association has been disqualified from managing
a corporation, an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Corporation or a cooperative, they will not be eligible to serve
on the committee of an incorporated association and, if
presently a committee member, will vacate office. The
amendment will also address the situation where individuals
who had been disqualified from managing a corporation
under the Corporations Act 2000 (cth) subsequently
established an incorporated association to pursue similar
purposes and assumed the role of members of the committee
of that incorporated association.
I consider that the right to freedom of association is not
limited, as clause 22(2) will not affect a person’s ability to
become a member of an incorporated association nor will it
restrict the exercise of their rights as a member under the rules
of an incorporated association, excepting only their ability to
stand for or to hold office as a member of the committee of
the association.
Jane Garrett, MP
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation

Wednesday, 25 November 2015

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

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill demonstrates the government’s commitment to
improving and updating the consumer protection framework
in Victoria. It will amend several acts within the consumer
affairs portfolio to clarify and improve their operation,
remove redundant provisions and correct minor technical
errors.
Part 2 of the bill will amend the Australian Consumer Law
and Fair Trading Act 2012 to better align the enforcement and
remedies provisions of that act with equivalent provisions in
the Australian Consumer Law (Victoria) and the
Commonwealth Competition and Consumer Act 2010. These
amendments will enhance a nationally uniform approach to
consumer law enforcement and will facilitate reference to the
growing body of jurisprudence that exists around Australian
Consumer Law provisions when interpreting equivalent
provisions in the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading
Act.
The bill will enable the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria
to continue to exercise powers to require the provision of
information and documents relating to a contravention of the
act until the director commences proceedings in relation to the
matter (other than a proceeding for an injunction) or the close
of pleadings in relation to an application for a final injunction.
This amendment aligns the powers of the director with
equivalent powers of the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission under the Commonwealth
Competition and Consumer Act.
The bill will enable an inspector from Consumer Affairs
Victoria, when searching premises with the consent of the
occupier, to request production of documents without first
having to form a reasonable belief that the document is
connected with an alleged contravention of the act. This is
necessary because inspectors have been unable to form such a
belief without first examining the document. I note that entry
and search with consent is subject to a number of safeguards
including a requirement for notice before entry and search
commences and the need for an inspector to obtain written
acknowledgement of consent from the occupier. The bill will
also clarify that an occupier may refuse to produce any
document requested for examination.
The search warrant powers under the act will be amended by
the bill to enable a warrant to be issued by a magistrate where
an inspector believes on reasonable grounds that there is or
may be on the premises within the next 72 hours a thing
connected with a contravention of the act or regulations made
under the act. This will enable inspectors to apply for a
warrant where, for example, they have intelligence that a
trader is scheduled to receive a shipment of unsafe or banned
goods within the next 72 hours.
The search warrant provisions of the act will also be amended
to bring them into line with contemporary business practices.

CONSUMER ACTS AND OTHER ACTS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Wednesday, 25 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

Existing search warrant provisions are predicated upon the
presence of physical evidence, including documents and
business records, at a location specified in the search warrant.
However, in large businesses, computer users are often
connected to a network via a computer that simply functions
as a terminal with data actually stored on servers located
elsewhere in the network. If an inspector simply searches a
computer at a specified physical location, little data may be
found because all important records are stored elsewhere on
the network.
In addition, in many instances contemporary business practice
is shifting to electronic document storage on the internet
rather than on a corporate network, for example, cloud
storage of electronic business records.
To address these developments, the search warrant provisions
of the act will be amended to enable a warrant to be issued
that will authorise an inspector to access electronic material
via any computer or electronic device located on premises
and to require any necessary assistance to do so, such as
logon details, passwords or relevant software to view
encrypted data.
Currently, the act explicitly authorises the making of
audiovisual recordings by an inspector when exercising entry
and search powers; however, the bill will clarify their ability
to also make audio only recordings and will enable an
inspector to make an image (or exact copy) of a computer
hard drive.
The bill will also align the search warrant provisions with
equivalent provisions in other consumer acts, such as the
Fundraising Act 1998, by removing the requirement that an
inspector obtain the written approval of the director before
applying to a magistrate for the issue of a search warrant. This
will eliminate a potential source of delay in obtaining a
warrant during which time a trader may move suspect goods
to alternative locations, including across state or territory
borders for use or sale in another jurisdiction.
The bill will also update the injunction powers in the act by
substituting new provisions based upon the injunction
provisions in the Australian Consumer Law (Victoria). It will
also enable the director to take action in any court for a breach
of an undertaking given by a trader under the act, and will
enable any person to seek a declaration from a court as to the
operation or effect of any provision of the act or concerning
the validity of any act or thing done or proposed to be done
under the act.
The bill also makes a number of minor statute law revision
amendments to the Australian Consumer Law and Fair
Trading Act to remove redundant references and update
relevant cross-references to provisions of the act.
The bill will also strengthen the governance requirements for
incorporated associations by amending the Associations
Incorporation Reform Act 2012 to provide that a person must
vacate their position on the committee of an incorporated
association where they have been disqualified from managing
a corporation or an Indigenous corporation under relevant
commonwealth legislation or have been disqualified from
managing a cooperative under the Co-operatives National
Law (Victoria).
I note that while many incorporated associations are small
community groups, a significant number are substantial in
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size; conduct major undertakings such as supporting
hospitals, sporting facilities, and legal services; and often
receive funding from governments. As such it is imperative
that their committees are properly comprised.
The bill will amend the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 to
clarify that notices under the act may be served by electronic
communication, such as email, in accordance with the
requirements of the Electronic Transactions (Victoria) Act
2000. It will also update a number of references in that act to
the now repealed Fair Trading Act 1999 and will make a
number of minor amendments to standardise the terminology
used in the act to refer to municipal councils.
The bill makes minor amendments to the Sale of Land Act
1962 and the Property Law Act 1958 that will ensure that
there is a level playing field for legal practitioners and
conveyancers when conducting certain property transactions.
It amends the Sale of Land Act 1962 to apply to
conveyancers the same restrictions that apply to legal
practitioners concerning acting for both vendor and a
purchaser under a terms contract. The bill also amends the
Property Law Act 1958 to apply to conveyancers the same
conditions that apply to legal practitioners in relation to the
payment by a purchaser of costs and expenses under a
contract for the sale of land.
The bill will also improve the utility of the Retirement
Villages Act 1986 by amending the act to move the formula
for the calculation of the annual maintenance charge from
regulations into the act itself and make a number of minor
amendments to ensure consistency of terminology used in
that act.
The bill will amend the Sex Work Act 1994 to change all
references to a ‘sexually transmitted disease’ to the preferred
contemporary term ‘sexually transmissible infection’. It will
also amend that act to provide, consistently with other
business licensing acts in the consumer affairs portfolio, that
action may be taken against a person who is not a licensee
under the act if the person was a licensee at the time the
grounds for taking the action existed. This will prevent a
licensee facing disciplinary action from seeking to avoid that
action by surrendering their licence. A similar amendment
will also be made to the Second-Hand Dealers and
Pawnbrokers Act 1989 in respect of registered second-hand
dealers and endorsed pawnbrokers. The bill also makes a
number of other minor and technical amendments to update
the Sex Work Act.
Finally, the bill will amend the State Trustees (State Owned
Company) Act 1994 to remove a redundant requirement for
State Trustees to make a quarterly prudential declaration to
the director, as the director has no ongoing prudential
supervisory role in respect of trustee companies.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 December.
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OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING NATIONAL
LAW REPEAL BILL 2015

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015

Statement of compatibility

Second reading

Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) 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 Occupational
Licensing National Law Repeal Bill 2015 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The bill gives effect in Victoria to the decision of the Council
of Australian Governments to no longer proceed with the
National Occupational Licensing System reform and to
disestablish the National Occupational Licensing Authority.
Human rights issues
There are no human rights protected under the charter that are
relevant to this bill. I therefore consider that this bill is
compatible with the charter.
Tim Pallas, MP
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I move:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
This bill gives effect in Victoria to the decision of the Council
of Australian Governments to terminate the national
occupational licensing reform in favour of jurisdictions
minimising licensing impediments to labour mobility.
However, this should not be taken as a signal that this
government is not committed to sensible and practical
reforms to make it easier for Victorian and interstate licensees
to move across borders for work and for Victorian businesses
to access skilled workers. The government will continue to
work with business and other stakeholders to identify and
implement such reforms.
The Occupational Licensing National Law Repeal Bill 2015
repeals the Occupational Licensing National Law Act 2010
and dissolves the national entities that have been established
under the Occupational Licensing National Law. The bill also
provides for the necessary savings and transitional
arrangements consequent to that dissolution.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 9 December.

Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety).
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. This is an omnibus bill and
includes a number of minor changes, ranging from
interesting and important ones about elderly people and
their licences through to the correction of typographical
errors. The member for Warrandyte outlined those
issues quite well in his contribution last night. He went
into great detail about the many amendments that the
legislation makes.
The bill gives us an opportunity to discuss the Labor
government’s contribution when it comes to roads and
the roads portfolio. Indeed we have not had many
pieces of legislation from the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, so as the member for Warrandyte said,
this one highlights the lack of action taken in relation to
roads, particularly in country areas. Like my colleague
the member for Polwarth, who is sitting here, and the
member for South-West Coast, I have been through a
by-election this year, and, as I am sure the member for
Polwarth would attest, roads is a very big issue. In fact
in the Gippsland South electorate it is issues numbers
one, two and three that most people are concerned
about.
It is a concern to me that the government’s performance
has not been particularly strong on this. The Labor
Party in opposition talked up roads. We had a promise
some time out from the last election to deliver
$1 billion for country roads over eight years, so it was
interesting in my role as a member of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee to be able to quiz
the minister about that particular commitment during
the budget estimates hearings earlier this year. I asked
the minister, ‘Where is the $1 billion over eight years in
this year’s budget?’. Despite repeated questioning the
minister could not point to the figure in the budget. He
talked about some upgrades in Bendigo and various
other bits and pieces, which highlighted the fact that
there is no $1 billion over eight years. On one of the
government’s biggest promises to regional Victoria on
an issue that is absolutely critical — that is, roads
funding — the government has already failed. It
promised $1 billion over eight years, but that has not
happened — in the context of this being a critically
important area for country Victoria in particular.
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We have crumbling roads, we have roads and highways
that need upgrading and we have seen the Labor
government cut the country roads and bridges program,
full stop. It removed it altogether.
Mr Eren interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — In four years we delivered
$160 million to the country roads and bridges program.
I thank the minister for interjecting at this point. That is
exactly my point. In our last year in government we
delivered an additional $130 million to the roads
budget — and his government has cut it by 10 per cent
this year alone. There has been a 10 per cent cut to the
roads maintenance budget, in addition to the axing of
the country roads and bridges program. You would
have thought the roads around Lara were perfect
because Labor is actually getting rid of that program.
The previous government did a lot for country roads,
and that was visible on the ground last year. Over the
summer that $130 million extra in the VicRoads budget
was visible. You could see it happening on the South
Gippsland Highway. One of the worst areas in my
electorate was the area around Hedley and Gelliondale.
A significant number of kilometres were upgraded
there and the roads were improved. We are not going to
see that again, because this roads minister has cut roads
funding by 10 per cent. It is there in black and white in
the budget. In addition, he has restricted the ability of
local councils to access the $160 million country roads
and bridges program. We delivered $1 million a year to
40 smaller rural councils, and the loss of that program is
a very disappointing outcome because it is going to see
our roads deteriorate further.
At the other end of the scale we have the government
announcing only in the last week or so $400 million for
the widening of the Monash Freeway. As a Gippslander
and someone who has to come to Melbourne for
Parliament and various other things, I acknowledge that
that project will benefit us if it actually goes ahead. But
it should be noted that we are spending $400 million for
an additional lane on a freeway in Melbourne, yet we
have goat tracks in some of our country areas. At the
same time as cutting the roads budget and removing the
country roads and bridges program, spending this sort
of money in the city in addition to the supposed
$5 billion to $6 billion for the removal of level
crossings means country Victoria is missing out.
It is interesting to note that in the context of that
commitment the budget papers indicate that the level
crossing removal program will be $5 billion to
$6 billion and this will be generated from the sale of the
port of Melbourne, if it goes ahead. We note that the
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government has a dud deal on that at the moment, so
there is still a question mark as to whether it will go
through the Parliament. So what does the government
do? It comes up with a sop. It says that the country will
benefit as well. It will get $200 million for an
agriculture infrastructure fund — $200 million when
we are going to spend $5 billion to $6 billion on level
crossing removals in the city.
There are plenty of other things that need to be done. In
my own electorate the Princes Highway east
duplication between Traralgon and Sale is a project that
has been going on for some time now. It is 80 per cent
funded by the commonwealth and 20 per cent by the
state, but there are another two sections of that highway
yet to be duplicated. Funding of $160 million is what is
needed to finish the job. It is one of the projects I have
been calling on the minister to fund because it is an
important project that will improve safety on that busy
highway and improve the efficiency of freight
movement in an area of growth, particularly in the
agricultural industry, with both the horticulture and the
dairy industries growing significantly around the
Wellington and East Gippsland shires. That needs to be
funded, and it was pleasing to have the Deputy Prime
Minister in the area last week to have a look at some of
the work that is happening on Princes Highway east. I
know that my colleague the member for Gippsland in
the federal Parliament will continue to lobby his
colleagues for the final $160 million commonwealth
contribution to that project.
In addition, on the South Gippsland Highway — one of
the roads that is particularly bad and needs a lot of
work — we have a major project that VicRoads has
completed the business case for. That is the Black Spur
section of the South Gippsland Highway between
Koonwarra and Meeniyan. This is a very dangerous and
windy section of road which crosses the Tarwin River.
The VicRoads business case, I believe, puts the price at
$51 million. I appreciate that that is a lot of money, but
the minister knows about it. The minister says that he
regularly traverses that piece of road as he heads to
Wilsons Promontory and it is one that needs to be
addressed.
I mentioned the member for Polwarth earlier. I thought
the roads were pretty bad in Gippsland South, but
having travelled across to the Western District a couple
of times in the last few months I have to say that there
are some terrible roads in that area too.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — Everyone agrees. Those
opposite are agreeing now that the roads are bad in
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country Victoria, and yet they have cut the budget by
10 per cent. They have cut the budget. They have
scrapped the country roads and bridges program
completely and yet here they are saying they agree with
me.
I am not hearing any of those opposite getting up and
saying, ‘You know what? This $5 billion to $6 billion
we were going to spend on the removal of level
crossings, maybe we should spend some of that on that
area because the former minister didn’t do enough’. For
12 out of the last 16 years those opposite have been in
government they have done nothing. In fact they have
done worse than that — they have actually started to
cut money from the roads budget.
This is the disgrace we have with the Labor Party. It is
failing to deliver what is needed for country Victoria. It
clearly thinks that Melbourne ends at Pakenham and at
Melton, and nothing is being done about roads in
country Victoria.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — I could go on. The one thing
the government announced was its own country bridges
program. We are going to have a country bridges
program. We are going to spend — what was it,
member for Morwell — $48 million?
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — We are going to spend
$48 million, but where do we spend it? We spend it on
10 bridges on the Mulgrave freeway. The Premier’s
own electorate has all of these bridges over the Monash
Freeway at Mulgrave.
Mr Northe interjected.
Mr D. O’BRIEN — It was 11, was it? I apologise
to the member for Morwell. I obviously got it wrong.
Here we have the one project that the government puts
up for country roads and bridges, and it spends it all in
Melbourne, so I am not surprised that members
opposite have gone quiet, because they must be
embarrassed. They have got nothing to say about roads
in country Victoria. When they do actually announce a
program that is going to be of benefit to the country,
they spend half of it in Melbourne, so it is no surprise to
anyone that this bill has little substance, because the
Labor government has nothing to say on country roads.
It has nothing to offer us, and the government should be
ashamed of what it is doing when it comes to country
roads.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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Answers to questions without notice
The SPEAKER — Order! Yesterday I gave a
commitment to the house that I would review the
adequacy of the answers given by the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water to the
substantive and supplementary questions asked by the
Leader of The Nationals. Following a review of the
Hansard record and in consultation with the Clerk of
the house, I conclude that the minister’s answers to both
the substantive and supplementary questions were
unresponsive, and in accordance with sessional orders I
request the minister to provide a written response to me
by 2.00 p.m. tomorrow.

Constituency questions
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Speaker
referred for my consideration points of order raised by
the members for South Barwon and Burwood regarding
the admissibility of a number of constituency questions
asked in the house on Wednesday, 11 November. In
consultation with the Deputy Speaker and the Clerk of
the house, I have reviewed all constituency questions
that were raised on that day. I rule the questions raised
by the members for Ferntree Gully, Footscray, Eildon,
Carrum and Yuroke out of order on the basis that they
seek an action rather than information. I also rule the
question raised by the member for Oakleigh out of
order on the basis that it was not a constituency issue.
I remind members of my previous ruling that the
purpose of constituency questions is to ask a question
that seeks information. It is not an opportunity to seek
action of ministers, which is the purpose of the
adjournment debate. Members should be careful in
phrasing their constituency questions to ensure that they
are asking for information rather than requesting an
action. For example, on a number of occasions
members have requested that a minister provide an
update. This is an action. The correct process would be
to ask a minister what is the latest information in
relation to a particular matter. Likewise, requesting a
minister to visit a member’s electorate is seeking an
action. To be raised as a constituency question this
could be expressed as, ‘When the minister would be
available to visit my electorate’.
The manner in which members frame their constituency
questions continues to be an issue, and the Chair will
continue to closely monitor the wording of these
questions. I also intend to raise the content of
constituency questions with the Standing Orders
Committee as part of its current review into the
operation of the sessional orders.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Protective services officers
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Police. In November last
year protective services officers (PSOs) had been
deployed to 170 of the 216 metropolitan railway
stations and Victoria Police had agreed to a schedule to
deploy them to all 216 stations by December this year. I
ask the minister: tonight, how many railway stations
will have PSOs keeping commuters safe?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for his question. The
opposition of course started the deployment of PSOs.
We are continuing to deploy PSOs to stations. In fact as
part of our Night Network program we will also recruit
an additional 109 to extend PSOs to premium stations
throughout the night. We do accept that the public sees
real value in the security of having PSOs at stations. I
think, and I would need to check the exact number —
but I will come back to the Leader of the Opposition on
this — that we now have more than 1200 PSOs
employed by Victoria Police. I will come back to the
Leader of the Opposition on the exact number that are
on stations.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — I
acknowledge that the minister has said he will come
back to me, but if I can help him out and point out that
under this government PSOs have been added to just
seven additional stations since November last year. I
ask: why has the minister scrapped the agreed PSO
deployment program, a program that was solely
designed to keep commuters safe?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
Leader of the Opposition again. If I recall correctly,
having been in the last Parliament, the former
government indicated it would have, I think, 940 PSOs
on every station by the end of last term. It was only in
the last months of the last government’s term that the
former police minister realised that he did not actually
have enough PSOs and that he needed to do something
about it. That is the truth.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Rowville and other members will allow the Leader of
the Opposition’s point of order to be heard in silence.
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Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, with
respect, more than half the time available for the
minister to answer the question has now passed. It was
a simple question. I know he finds it difficult. Why has
he scrapped the agreed PSO deployment program?
Mr Pakula — On the point of order, Speaker, the
substantive question and the supplementary question
went to the issue of how many stations have PSO
coverage. The minister is well within his rights to point
out that despite the Leader of the Opposition’s question,
the former government failed to deliver on its own
commitment. He is also pointing out that there are more
stations covered by PSOs now than there were at the
time of the last election.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Mr NOONAN — The Leader of the Opposition
will know that under the Victoria Police Act 2013, in
relation to the deployment of police to specific
locations, including PSOs, section 10 makes it very
clear that the deployment of PSOs is the independent
operational decision of the Chief Commissioner of
Police. The chief commissioner determines where those
PSOs actually go.

Ministers statements: counterterrorism funding
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise today to inform
the house of new measures the government is taking to
respond to threats of violent extremism and terrorism.
Recent horrific, cowardly events that we have seen in
many places across the world — and we observed a
minute’s silence yesterday as a mark of respect for the
victims of these cowardly attacks — remind us that we
can never be complacent when it comes to the security
and safety of the Victorian community. Whether in
Paris or in many other locations, this is a very real
challenge and threat to all of us. The events in Paris and
in other locations are an affront to faith. They are an
affront to culture. They are an affront to the very basic
values we hold dear here in a harmonious, inclusive,
multifaith, multicultural Victoria. I want to make that
point very clearly.
We are well served by the men and women of Victoria
Police under the leadership of Graham Ashton,
someone who is renowned for his knowledge and
understanding of counterterrorism issues, but we need
to make sure we are giving him and his team the best
resources. That is why this morning I was able to make
a very important announcement, along with the chief
commissioner and the Minister for Police, of some
$49.4 million in new and immediate funding, a boost to
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strengthen Victoria Police’s counterterrorism
capability. That includes 40 additional sworn police,
48 new specialists and $2 million for the sort of
high-tech equipment required to keep track of our
persons of interest and to work to uncover and to foil
plots that aim to do harm to our state.

very straightforward question, and it is systematically
being refuted and shot down by the Minister for Police.
He is outlining in considerable detail the extra police
personnel who are in the resources of Victoria Police.
Perhaps if the member sits back and listens to the
answer, he will get the answer he is seeking.

These resources, together with the dedication of
Victoria Police and their partners in the Australian
Federal Police and other national security agencies, will
mean we have a counterterrorism capability second to
none. This is what we must do in order to keep our state
and its citizens safe.

The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair does not
uphold the point of order.

Police numbers
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. Can the minister confirm that
September quarter police statistics indicate that despite
Victoria’s population growing by around
100 000 people a year, Victoria now has fewer sworn
police officers on the beat than when the current
government was elected?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. I am very pleased to take a
question today on police resources. I make this point:
we will take the advice of Victoria Police on police
resources, not of those opposite. We will work in
partnership with Victoria Police in relation to police
resources. I was very pleased to join the Premier, the
chief commissioner and Assistant Commissioner Ross
Guenther this morning to add to our government’s
investment in police resources.
We are now in a situation where the government has
provided not only a record operational budget for
Victoria Police but also almost 700 additional police
personnel in our first year in government. I am happy to
go through these figures because they are absolutely
relevant. There are 400 custody officers. We needed
these custody officers. We spoke to the former chief
commissioner about the need for them. Why were these
custody officers needed? Because those opposite let the
numbers in police cells go through the roof.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is now commencing to debate the question. It
was a very straightforward question about whether
there are more or fewer police officers now than when
the current government came to office. I ask you to
bring him back to answering that question.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
asking you to reject the manager of opposition
business’s point of order, I agree with him that it was a

Mr NOONAN — I am very pleased to continue to
go through this. The 400 custody officers were
something that the now opposition matched as a policy
after we announced it. What did those opposite say
about it? They said that it would put police back on the
front line. They said it; they matched our policy.
There are 171 additional police personnel for the Night
Network, which incorporates 109 additional protective
services officers; 62 extra transit police; 15 additional
sworn police as part of our Geelong and Bellarine
package; 9 additional sworn police and specialists in
our serious sex offenders response unit; 8 additional
forensic scientists as part of the response on ice; and of
course this morning’s announcement with the Premier
of 88 additional police personnel, including 40 sworn
officers, in counterterrorism to ensure that Victoria
Police has the most capable response of anywhere in
Australia. This is the advice that we are taking from the
chief commissioner on the resources that he needs in
order to keep the community safe.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2) about answers
not being responsive to questions. As I indicated earlier,
my question was a very specific one about whether
there has been a reduction in the number of sworn
police officers. The minister spoke about a lot of things,
but he did not answer that question. I ask you to rule
that his answer was not responsive.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, in
many ways I refresh the response I made earlier to the
point of order raised by the manager of opposition
business. The Minister for Police went through in great
detail how the record budget Victoria Police now has
under this government is providing the resources and
the additional support for Victoria Police. The minister
has comprehensively answered the question as required
under sessional order 11.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair forms the
view that the minister was responsive. The Chair cannot
direct a minister to respond specifically. I do not uphold
the point of order.
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Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given that the minister
was unable to respond to my previous question — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will allow the manager of opposition business to ask his
supplementary question and be heard in silence.
Mr CLARK — With 24-hour police stations at
Mooroolbark, Pakenham, Greensborough, Reservoir
and Epping all so desperately short of sworn police
officers that they are sporadically closing and the new
$16 million Somerville station not even opening to the
community, I ask the minister: how many other 24-hour
police stations have been forced to close due to his
refusal to hire more sworn police officers?
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Speaker, just as a
matter of interest, I wonder why the member for
Warrandyte thinks it is more important for him to be up
in the press gallery than in the chamber for question
time.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair upholds the
point of order. There is nothing more important for
every member of the house than to be in the house
during the course of question time.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! All members will allow
the Minister for Police to respond.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I need to
hear myself speak, so thank you for that assistance,
Speaker. I welcome back the member for Warrandyte
as well. For the member for Box Hill’s assistance, it is
pronounced ‘Reservoir’, I think, on this side of the
chamber. Having said that, the member raised a few
issues in relation to 24-hour police stations.
I can inform the member that that is not a police
resources issue; that is a police security issue. The
member will know that in January the terror alert level
for our police was lifted to high and that police are
taking some additional precautions in relation to their
operations, so it would be helpful if the opposition did
not peddle mistruths about what is going on.
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Ministers statements: economy
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to update the
house on the government’s achievements in reinstating
Victoria as the economic leader of the country. The
Australian Bureau of Statistics state accounts for
2014–15, which were released last week, show that
Victoria’s gross state product (GSP) for the 2014–15
financial year was 2.5 per cent, above budget estimates
of 2.25 per cent.
The growth has been driven by strong performance
right across the board, from increased business
investment, which is up 6.7 per cent, and from strong
household consumption, which is up 2.3 per cent.
Population growth is up, household consumption is up,
retail trade is up, consumer sentiment is up, business
investment is up and exports are up. Approximately
73 000 Victorians have found jobs created by this
government, with an unemployment rate of 5.6 per
cent. Victoria is now the lead performer of the
non-mining states. Really it is an outstanding change of
circumstances. This is an outstanding result, and it is
also a vindication of the decision Victorians made at the
last election.
To put these numbers in context, the gross state product
for 2013–14 was 1 per cent, revised down from 1.7 per
cent. Those opposite forecast 2.25 per cent in their
2013–14 budget. Under the previous Labor government
GSP growth was approximately 3 per cent. In one
four-year term those opposite almost halved it to an
average of 1.6 per cent. Victoria is no longer in a state
of dysania, where $1 million a month was spent on
Moving Victoria ads that did not move one Victorian.
They were the P76s of economic management.

Police numbers
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — My question is to the
Minister for Police. With 24-hour police stations
closing and other police stations, such as Ashburton,
being slashed from seven days to two days a week, I
refer to the minister claiming that police custody
officers will solve this problem, and I ask: can the
minister confirm that despite this emerging police
numbers crisis, training has not even yet begun for a
single new police custody officer?
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
member for his question. It went to the issue of 24-hour
police stations, custody officers and there were other
matters there. Let me deal with the issue of custody
officers, because this is a contemporary issue. In the
coming weeks we will welcome to the police academy
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our first custody officers — and won’t that be a great
day. They will be starting in the next couple of weeks.

providing the additional sworn police officers in the
community that are needed to end this crisis?

This policy of ours was developed from opposition and
copied by those opposite. Why? Because of the drain
on police resources when they were in power — and
they knew it — because there were police babysitting
crooks in police cells. We made this policy, and it was
copied by those opposite.

Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I thank the
botched baseline member for Box Hill for his question.
That is his legacy, and I tell you what, the member asks
about sworn police — —

In our first budget we committed $148 million to recruit
400 custody officers to free up police to go to the front
line. I tell you what, as I have moved around the state
and spoken to police — —
Mr Guy — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the minister was asked a question
about whether training for these officers he keeps
talking about has actually begun. It is a simple question.
He has not addressed that point once. I ask you to bring
him back to that question.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, the
Minister for Police was directly relevant to the question
at the first opportunity. The question was in regard to
resourcing of stations, of custody officers, of training.
The government is delivering resources for the police
force on the basis of advice from the Chief
Commissioner of Police. We do not undermine the
police commissioner.
The SPEAKER — Order! That is not a point of
order. The Deputy Premier understands the format of a
point of order, and that is not one. I do not uphold the
point of order.
Mr NOONAN — We are getting on with it, and we
thank those opposite for facilitating the passage of our
legislation on custody officers through the Parliament
in recent weeks without amendment. Why? Because
they see this as good policy, as does the Chief
Commissioner of Police. I have been out and about
talking to police right around the state, and do you
know what? They are really looking forward to this
policy being implemented — because we funded it. We
are not talking about it, like those opposite did. We are
not talking about it; we are doing it. I look forward to
those first custody officers being deployed in stations in
the very early weeks of next year and then the further
rollout across the state.
Supplementary question
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — Given that the botching
of the policy custody officer policy and the cutting of
sworn police numbers have created an emerging police
numbers crisis, will the government commit now to

Ms Staley — My point of order, Speaker, is that the
minister is debating the question, and I ask you to bring
him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! As the Chair heard it, the
minister was about to get to responding to a
supplementary question.
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister does have
30 seconds, and I require the minister to come back to
answering the question.
Mr NOONAN — It was not easy to get that out, but
I think I did. Notwithstanding that, just today we are
announcing more sworn police. Why are we doing that?
Because we are having a dialogue, a partnership, with
Victoria Police. We will take our advice from Victoria
Police on police resources to lift their capacity in order
to keep the community safe.

Ministers statements: Ambulance Victoria
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Ambulance
Services) — I am really delighted to rise today to
advise the house that the government has now
appointed a new board of Ambulance Victoria, who
will commence from 1 December. This is a really
terrific board. It has a fantastic skills mix, and of course
I have every confidence that the board will steer
Ambulance Victoria towards being a world-class
service and towards providing quick and quality
ambulance responses to life-threatening emergencies,
something that was almost destroyed by the previous
government when it came to ambulance services.
Speaker, you will recall that upon coming to office we
appointed an administrator to Ambulance Victoria,
Mr Howard Ronaldson. He has done a spectacular job.
You will remember that under the previous government
ambulance response times had slowed, and our
response times were the worst on the Australian
mainland. Since coming to government we have halted
that decline in response times, and we are beginning to
see some really important improvements. The board
will continue to work to improve response times.
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The board, as I have previously announced, will be led
by former police commissioner Ken Lay, who will do a
terrific job. He will be joined by Michael Gorton, Dr Jo
Flynn, former industrial relations commissioner Greg
Smith, Sue Clarke, Ian Forsyth, Tasneem Chopra, Peter
Lewinsky and Suzanne Evans. This is a board that will
bring terrific skills that combine clinical skills, legal
skills, industrial relations skills and management skills,
with a particular emphasis on giving a strong voice to
rural and regional Victorians as well as young people.
I am absolutely confident that given the strength of this
board, it will continue to drive the reforms we have
embarked upon and start to deliver the sorts of
ambulance services to Victorians that they deserve.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Minister for Emergency Services. Why is the
government developing presumptive legislation policy
that discriminates against volunteer firefighters, some
of whom are here in the gallery today?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I think it is important — through you,
Speaker — to start with a quote. Quotes are often very
instructive in situations like this. I refer to a quote that
was in an article by Richard Willingham and Henrietta
Cook back in 2013. It was a quote by the former
Minister for Emergency Services. When he was not at
the tennis, of course, he was making a range of
announcements, including — and I quote:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters …

Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question was a very direct and specific question about
current government policy. The minister has had ample
time to set a context. I ask you to bring her back to
answering the question.
Mr Merlino — On the point of order, Speaker, there
has only been 30 seconds for the minister to respond. It
is entirely appropriate for the minister to set the context.
This was an issue denied by the opposition when it was
in government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition! The minister was entitled
to set the context. The minister has now done that and
will come back to answering the question.

4987

Ms GARRETT — So from those opposite:
We are not convinced that there is a direct link between
cancer and the firefighters …

This comes on top of $66 million worth of cuts — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, you have
already given guidance to the minister about needing to
come back to answering the question, and the minister
so far has not done so. I ask you to renew that guidance
to her.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister will come back to answering the
question.
Ms GARRETT — Unlike those opposite we made
very clear commitments around presumptive legislation
that will cover both volunteer and career firefighters.
Our election commitments will be delivered in full, and
we are very proud of them.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Volunteer Fire
Brigades Victoria is calling on members of Parliament
to sign a pledge to support equal access for all
firefighters. Will the minister join me after question
time along with the volunteers who are here today to
sign this pledge?
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — We will be signing a bill into law.

Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
inform the house about a piece of land this government
has bought to transform into a park and a playground
for a new school. The Labor government and the City
of Port Phillip have paid top dollar for a 3500 square
metre site in Fishermans Bend. We bought a piece of
land which the previous government knew needed to be
a park and a school playground. They knew a school
would be built there but failed to give the children
somewhere to play.
The industrial site has been used as a warehouse since
2008 when it was bought for $4.4 million. Overnight,
thanks to the reckless rezoning — —
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
Opposition and I warn the minister.
Mr Dixon interjected.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for Nepean
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Nepean
will withdraw from the house for a period of 1 hour.
Honourable member for Nepean withdrew from
chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Ministers statements: Fishermans Bend
development
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — Overnight,
thanks to the reckless rezoning by those opposite, we
had to buy the site for $19 million — seven years on,
the owners will trouser a windfall profit of $14 million.
The opposition leader has cost Victorians millions of
dollars thanks to his shoddy planning.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I require that both the
Leader of the Opposition and the Premier cooperate
with the Chair. When the Chair is on his feet all
members should be silent.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Chair will give no
further warnings. The Chair will suspend members
from the house if that conduct continues. I would
appreciate it if all members would cooperate in
maintaining the good conduct of the house.
Mr WYNNE — The fisherman’s friend!
Independent experts have said that nowhere in the
developed world has so much land been rezoned
without proper planning. Only a Labor government will
plan Fishermans Bend for the 80 000 people who will
call it home.

Volunteer firefighter cancer compensation
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — My question is to the
Deputy Premier. Prior to the 2014 state election did he
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at any stage commit to Country Fire Authority (CFA)
volunteers to introduce presumptive legislation for all
firefighters in the first 100 days of an Andrews Labor
government?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for Gembrook for his question, and I
assume he is referring to a video of a public meeting I
had with volunteer firefighters.
What I said consistently in opposition was that we will
introduce presumptive rights legislation, and it will
cover volunteer and career firefighters. When I made
comments in 2013 and 2014 it was in the context that
the only political parties in this Parliament that were
opposing presumptive rights legislation were The
Nationals and the Liberal Party, who were consistently
delaying a bill in the upper house and consistently
denying the link between cancer and firefighting duties.
We will not spend four years denying the link; we will
not go to the tennis while there are fires burning; we
will not cut firefighting budgets; we will deliver
presumptive rights legislation for volunteer and career
firefighters as we promised.
Supplementary question
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — I have a statutory
declaration signed by CFA volunteers who, along with
other volunteers, met with the Deputy Premier. The
statutory declaration says:
James said to me that … his party was going to implement
presumptive legislation in the first 100 days of taking office.

I ask: who is lying, the Deputy Premier or the proud
local CFA members?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — There
is nothing like a convert. The very same volunteer
firefighters who were betrayed by the opposition when
it was in government — —
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier is debating the question. The question
was very narrow: it was about whether the Deputy
Premier made promises before the election which he
just happened to break after the election.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
on the tactical genius: he did not like questions while he
was in government, he did not like much like it when
he was in government.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Deputy Premier will
bring himself to making a point of order or the Chair
will ask him to resume his seat.
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Mr MERLINO — I am being directly relevant to
the supplementary question that was asked. We will not
betray the volunteer firefighters; we will deliver them
what we promised.

The SPEAKER — Order! Respectfully the Chair
puts to the member for Yan Yean that he has ruled on
the matter. The Chair is happy to have a discussion with
the member privately.

Mr Clark — On the point of order, Speaker, this is
a very important question. It goes to the veracity of the
Deputy Premier. It potentially goes to whether the
Deputy Premier has misled this house. It was a very
direct and narrow question. So far the Deputy Premier
has been debating it. I ask you to instruct him to come
back to answering the specific question he was asked
that goes to his own veracity.

Ministers statements: Marita Cheng

The SPEAKER — Order! On responding to the
question, the Chair does not uphold the point of order.
Mr MERLINO — We will deliver our commitment
to our volunteer firefighters and to our career
firefighters. We do not deny the link. We will introduce
presumptive rights legislation, as we promised to do.
We will not deny it for four years and then suddenly
suggest that it is an important question in opposition.
That is not how we will behave; we will deliver
presumptive rights legislation.
Ms Green — On a point of order, Speaker, this is a
very difficult point of order for me to make, but I seek
your assistance in calling in the member for Gembrook
and the Leader of the Opposition, because on the eve of
the fire season, the offensive, politicising way that they
are — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Green — Let me finish please — they are
disrupting. I make this as a member of this house — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean will make a point of order and the Chair will rule.
Ms Green — I take offence to the line of
questioning as a CFA volunteer and as a member of this
house — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for Yan
Yean will resume her seat. The Chair accepts this is a
difficult question for the member for Yan Yean, and all
members should be respectful of that. However, there is
no point of order.
Ms Green — On the point of order, Speaker, with
the greatest of respect, I had not actually completed my
point of order.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I advise
the house of an appointment yesterday of an inspiring
young role model, Marita Cheng, as at our Tech
Schools ambassador. At just 26 years of age Marita
embodies the very essence of our tech schools
initiative, which is aimed at giving students the
opportunity to access high-tech facilities, deliver
hands-on experiences and direct access to growth
industries.
Marita was the 2012 Young Australian of the Year and
is a technology entrepreneur and advocate for women
in technology. Marita is an example of what can be
achieved through education, perseverance and curiosity.
She grew up in a housing commission house with her
brother and single-parent mother, who worked as a
hotel room cleaner. Marita overcame adversity and
graduated from high school in 2006 in the top 0.2 per
cent of the nation.
Those opposite turned their backs on TAFE. Marita
now works as the founder and CEO of 2Mar Robotics
and Robogals, her not-for-profit organisation to get
young women involved in science and technology.
Through Robogals she has reached over 40 000 girls
around the world. She will now work with each of our
10 tech school partners to help inspire our students.
Each of our tech schools is being developed on the
ground by a partnership of local MPs, local schools,
industry and TAFE.
Those opposite forced the closure of Swinburne
Lilydale and Greensborough TAFEs. I am proud that
two of our tech schools will be part of the reopening of
those great facilities. Our Banyule Tech School
Partnership, led by the member for Eltham, consists of
15 local government and non-government schools,
local government, industry partners, Melbourne
Polytechnic and La Trobe University. That is what
Labor will deliver as part of the education state.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Brighton electorate
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — (Question 6528) My
question is for the Minister for Emergency Services.
The minister will be aware of a project called the
Dendy Street Beach project. A proposal for the same

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
4990

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 25 November 2015

project, called the Brighton Life Saving Club proposal,
has been handed to her, as I understand. This is a
$6 million project, which involves a lifesaving club
upgrade not only for lifesavers in Brighton but to also
try to attract some visitors to Brighton.

budget to be available for capital upgrades at these
stations, and if not, what are the alternative funding
arrangements from which they could seek funding?

The question I ask the minister is: can she advise
whether she is prepared to allocate funding from a
lifesaving club source for this particular project? The
ask of the project is $1.5 million from the government.
It is a $6 million project overall. Bayside City Council
will be contributing and the lifesaving club itself will
also contribute. I know the minister has received a
deputation on this matter, and I would be very grateful
for her prompt response to my question.

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 6531)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Industry, who is also the Minister for Energy and
Resources, and I ask the minister for information about
what the Andrews Labor government is doing to
support manufacturing businesses in the south-east of
Melbourne. The south-east is the beating heart of
manufacturing in Victoria and a significant contributor
to local jobs and our national output. Central
Dandenong serves as the epicentre of the growing
south-east manufacturing precinct. It also represents the
changing face of manufacturing in Victoria.
Manufacturers of all sizes are looking to innovate and
diversify, and respond to the challenges of a changing
industry landscape over the coming years. During this
period of transition, government support and
collaboration are crucial to maintaining the success of
manufacturing in the south-east. I ask the minister to
provide some information about the initiatives the
government is implementing to support and work with
manufacturers in the south-east so I can share this with
local businesses and the constituents employed in these
businesses.

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 6529) My question is to the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence and concerns my Say
No to Family Violence awareness campaign. I ask the
minister to provide some information about how we
can extend our campaign, including consideration of
the inclusion of a vigil. The minister generously agreed
to launch our campaign at Kambrya College earlier this
year. We have since seen sporting clubs, community
centres, support agencies, places of worship and other
schools join our campaign. Many of our Say No to
Family Violence campaign banners are now proudly
displayed across the community. A vigil would
acknowledge the outstanding work of those who have
already taken part and be a wonderful opportunity for
all of us to pay our respects to those who have suffered
or been lost to family violence. Together we can
continue to shine a light on the devastating impact
family violence has on our community.

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) —
(Question 6530) My question is to the Minister for
Emergency Services and it relates to Country Fire
Authority stations around the state. I have previously
written to the minister about the Mirboo North and
Foster brigades, and I would like to add to that list the
Yarram fire brigade. The response I received from the
minister gave no indication that any funding was
available from the government for these capital
upgrades. All three of these stations are heading
towards being unusable with respect to the fire trucks
they are using, in particular, and not having enough
room, and there are also OHS issues with respect to the
ability of volunteers and firefighters to get changed and
get organised when there is a callout. My question is: is
the minister planning additional funding in next year’s

Dandenong electorate

South-West Coast electorate
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) —
(Question 6532) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Education. I welcome the government
undertaking a review of the needs of Portland Bay
School, a school for children with special needs, which
I am advised was built for approximately 10 students,
yet it has 44 enrolments this year. I note the
recommendation for the new and larger facility to be
constructed on the grounds of Portland Primary School.
On behalf of local parents I ask: when will the funding
be provided to implement this recommendation from
the government review in order to provide viable
learning facilities for children with special needs in the
Portland region?

Frankston electorate
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — (Question 6533)
My constituency question is to the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water, and I ask
that the minister provide more information to our
community on how works are progressing at the
Frankston Nature Conservation Reserve and that she
give the expected time lines. The previous government
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left the Frankston Nature Conservation Reserve elected
committee of management unfunded and unable to
carry out its approved master plan, and therefore the
reserve is not able to be open for the education and
enjoyment of the public. In the past year we have
moved in leaps and bounds in regard to the reserve by
providing the promised funding and support, and we
would like an update and more information on what is
going on with the time lines.

Prahran electorate
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — (Question 6534) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Public
Transport. A number of residents have contacted me
regarding the issue of cars failing to stop for trams at
tram stops, with the stop at the corner of Toorak Road
and Chapel Street eastbound being of particular
concern. This intersection is particularly problematic
because Toorak Road, which is mainly four lanes,
flares into a fifth lane eastbound at the tram stop. This
requires commuters to cross two lanes to reach the
tram, with drivers often being unaware of the tram stop
and the passengers getting on and off the tram. My
concern is that this is a serious accident waiting to
happen. Can the minister advise if Public Transport
Victoria is investigating this dangerous tram stop and
what options are available to make it safer?

Ivanhoe electorate
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — (Question 6535) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning,
and it relates to the commitment to a Yarra River
protection act made by the Andrews Labor government,
particularly in relation to my electorate, which has an
eastern boundary that extends from East Ivanhoe,
through Ivanhoe, Eaglemont and Heidelberg, where it
then links with the Banyule Flats to Viewbank and the
Plenty River, but there is a particularly significant
boundary along the Yarra River. I ask the minister
whether he can provide information on what further
opportunities are available to constituents and
stakeholders in my electorate to contribute to and be
consulted with in relation to the development of that
Yarra River protection act. Many people in my
electorate, including the Yarra Riverkeepers
Association, of which I am a member, do great work to
protect the Yarra River in my electorate where it forms
the eastern boundary, and further opportunities to be
involved in the development of this legislation would
be welcomed.
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Eildon electorate
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — (Question 6536) My
question is to the Minister for Energy and Resources,
and the question I raise is on behalf of the small and
remote community of Kevington in Victoria’s high
country. How can the community of Kevington access
funding of around $10 000 to secure a 50 kVA diesel
generator to help protect the community in emergency
situations? I raise this matter with the minister as the
coalition government provided generators through the
Local Infrastructure Assistance Fund. Along with
permanent residents, Kevington has an influx of tourists
who mostly pursue outdoor activities such as camping,
hiking, hunting, fishing, four-wheel driving and bike
riding. The area is assessed as extreme bushfire risk,
has one road in and out and the mobile communication
is virtually non-existent. In times of emergency
everyone gathers at the local hotel, which is the only
option. A back-up generator located at the hotel would
allow the wider community continued access to
landline connection and the internet, as well as allowing
for food preparation and accommodation in times of
power failure.

Oakleigh electorate
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) —
(Question 6537) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor
Regulation, and I ask: what can be done to inform my
community in the Oakleigh electorate about dodgy
door-to-door tradespeople who are intent on ripping off
residents? We hear regular reports in the media, and I
have heard anecdotal stories from local residents over
the years, about people who have been scammed by
dodgy tradespeople who go door to door looking for
victims. These stories often involve people being
tricked into handing over cash up front for services
which are completed poorly, unfinished or never
started. Often these scammers offer services like
roofing, roof tiling or painting, but they could just as
easily offer any work in or on a house and its surrounds.
I understand that these dodgy tradespeople move
around from suburb to suburb and also interstate. I am
conscious of older and other vulnerable people in my
community, including those from a
non-English-speaking backgrounds and international
students, falling victim to these scams. I hope the
minister is able to assist in keeping these people
informed of the dangers.
Mr D. O’Brien — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, I draw to your attention question 3690, asked
by me on 21 October. The question was to the Minister
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for Public Transport. I have still not got an answer on
that; I ask you to ask the Speaker to follow that up for
me.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! I will refer that to the Speaker.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution in relation to the Road Legislation
Amendment Bill 2015. There has been a lot of
comment made in the debate today in relation to this
bill, and I noted also what the member for Warrandyte
said in his contribution yesterday, when he indicated
that there is nothing practical in the bill and that there is
nothing in it about how to make roads safer.
I guess from my perspective, going through the bill, it is
an important piece of legislation, because it looks at
trying to ensure a more efficient delivery of
government services. If you can look at trying to make
sure that the regulatory regime you have in place has a
degree of flexibility and nimbleness about it, you free
up additional resources which can be deployed
elsewhere. I think that is a really important observation
to make. It is about trying to recognise that there are
limitations, that technology is changing and the world is
moving incredibly quickly, and that we must make sure
at all times that our regulatory regime addresses that
and reflects that. This bill is important in making sure
that legislation is regularly updated and improved to
ensure that there is that level of consistency.
A case in point is that the bill will allow an analyst who
certifies the results of an analysis for evidentiary
purposes to certify that the analysis was conducted in
an approved laboratory. Currently under these
provisions, a certificate signed by an approved analyst
with respect to an analysis of blood, urine or oral fluid
to determine the presence of alcohol or drugs that has
been made by that approved analyst is admissible
evidence in a prosecution, and in the absence of
evidence to the contrary, is proof of the facts and
matters contained in it. So the legislative provisions
here require the certificate to be signed by an approved
analyst, and the analysis of that particular substance to
have been performed by that person.
But the reality is that the normal practice for toxicology
results in laboratories is for the approved analyst to take
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overall responsibility for analysis undertaken by other
staff. What this bill will seek to do is to make sure that
we can resolve that ambiguity and that anomaly. The
bill will resolve the issue by amending the relevant
evidentiary provisions to allow an approved analyst to
certify that the analysis has been undertaken in an
approved laboratory. That makes sense because it
ensures that analysts can discharge their duties as
effectively and efficiently as possible. Again, this is
important because that will help to make sure that
savings can be realised and devoted to other causes and
other issues.
As I have said previously in other contributions, we
have to recognise the limitations of the state. We have
to recognise the budgetary pressures that are placed
upon us as a state, and we need to make sure that we
have a more efficient way that we can deliver goods
and services in this state. Part of that is about making
sure that the regulatory regime keeps track of that. At
all times it is important that we ensure that legislation
reflects common practice and that we do not have these
incidents where, for example, people going about their
normal course of business — trying to discharge their
duties as effectively and efficiently as possible —
encounter these problems or issues in relation to the
regulatory regime, and these prevent that from
occurring.
For a good example of that I will turn to the bill itself,
in particular clause 31 and clause 32. Clause 31 amends
section 84(J)(g) of the Road Safety Act 1986 by
inserting a reference to an immobilised motor vehicle.
The amendment will allow a person authorised by a
police officer to release an impounded or immobilised
motor vehicle at a time directed by a police officer. This
is a very sensible method, because why should you
have a sworn police officer being required to provide
that authorisation when that could be delegated to a
non-sworn officer or a public servant or someone else?
Again, I think that is a sensible change, because at the
end of the day we want to make sure that we have
appropriate police resources doing modern policing —
officers going out there and discharging their duties in a
way in which only a sworn officer can do. And we
should have other people, such as unsworn officers,
public servants or others, to whom that authority can be
delegated and who can say, ‘Well, look, the sworn
officer has advised me that I can release an impounded
vehicle or an immobilised vehicle, rather than having a
sworn officer do it’.
Clause 32 also amends section 84ZQAC(1) of the Road
Safety Act by repealing paragraph (d). Paragraph (d)
requires the Chief Commissioner of Police to give to
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VicRoads a notice of intention to deem a motor vehicle
to be abandoned and then to sell or otherwise dispose of
the motor vehicle and anything left in or on it. This
requirement is being repealed because VicRoads does
not need this information in order to discharge its
registration functions and activities. Again, I would
have thought that the Chief Commissioner of Police
would have more important things to do with his time
than being involved in this level of minutiae. I think this
is just a reflection of the modern society we live in —
the modern times we live in — and we need to make
sure that we have those changes in place to ensure that
we can get on with it and focus on the issues that are
more relevant to us.
The bill also makes changes in relation to allowing
VicRoads to grant a drivers licence to a person 75 years
or older for a shorter term than the term that usually
applies to a younger person. This provision was
inserted into the Road Safety Act in 2004 in response to
a report of the parliamentary Road Safety Committee
into road safety for older road users. Basically the
report found instances of severe health issues that may
affect a person’s ability to drive safely which increase
with age. This was a parliamentary committee under
the Bracks government which was diligently doing
research and advising the government of the day, which
government responded.
This bill inserts a new provision into the act to allow
VicRoads to renew a drivers licence held by a person
who is 75 years or older for a shorter term than that
which usually applies to a younger person. That reflects
the fact that VicRoads will usually be renewing a
licence for persons in this age group rather than
granting a new licence. That is an important step and
reflects common practice.
The bill makes changes to allow VicRoads to disqualify
a vehicle tester whose licence has been cancelled from
applying for a further authorisation until such time as
the person demonstrates that the matters leading to the
cancellation have been addressed. However, this does
not accord with the Road Safety (Vehicles) Regulations
2009, which provide for a disqualification to run for a
set period. This is about making sure that the relevant
provision is amended to provide VicRoads with the
power to disqualify the authority of a licensed vehicle
tester in accordance with the regulations. That is a
sensible step. It is about making sure that the act and
the regulations are in sync, which is entirely
appropriate.
The bill makes a number of other changes. Clause 26(1)
amends section 28(1)(b) of the Road Safety Act 1986 to
allow a court to disqualify a person from obtaining a
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learners permit. Section 28(1)(b) allows a court to
suspend or cancel all drivers licences or learners
permits upon convicting or finding a person guilty of an
offence under the act. It also allows a court to disqualify
the person from obtaining a drivers licence but omits to
refer to allowing a court to disqualify the person from
obtaining a learners permit. That makes perfect sense.
You could have a situation where someone loses their
drivers licence but can then apply for a learners permit
for a motorbike, and that would be deemed to be
acceptable, so it is important that is dealt with. The bill
also makes some changes in relation to international
driving permits. The sections relating to the permits are
repealed, because a person who holds a drivers licence
issued in an English-speaking country does not need an
international driving permit.
This is an important piece of legislation. It is an
omnibus bill, which makes a number of changes. It is
about making sure that we can deliver government
services in this space by having a more efficient and
effective administration. This will free up resources to
be deployed elsewhere. That is very important, because
we need to recognise our limitations as a state. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to rise to
speak on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015,
which amends relevant evidentiary provisions to allow
an approved analyst to certify that the analysis of blood,
urine and oral fluid tests has been undertaken in a
laboratory approved by the Governor in Council.
Therefore other staff at the laboratory can undertake the
tests, as is done in practice.
While I have no issue with this provision specifically, it
was recently drawn to my attention by a constituent that
not all police have the authority to conduct on-the-spot
drug tests. The highway patrol only recently received
training in conducting these tests, yet the regular
uniformed police have not been provided with similar
authority, even though they can do a breathalyser test. If
they pull over a car, they have to call the highway
patrol, and if the highway patrol cannot attend, the
uniformed police officer has no choice but to let the
suspected drug driver go. The point to be made here is
that while the government is trying to pass rudimentary
housekeeping legislation, it is ignoring loopholes in law
enforcement, which is undermining the safety of drivers
on our roads.
The bill inserts a new provision that allows VicRoads to
renew a drivers licence held by a person who is
75 years or older for a shorter term than the term that
usually applies to a younger person. It reflects the fact
that VicRoads is usually renewing a licence rather than
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granting a new licence in this age group. In Victoria,
VicRoads does not currently require drivers to pass a
licence test when they reach a certain age. However, as
we age cognitive function may decrease, as can
reflexes. While technology in modern cars is becoming
smart enough to stop cars before the point of collision,
independent of the driver, I think that seniors, as with
all other drivers, must take personal responsibility and,
if they have had a couple of close calls or feel nervous
in the car, think about hanging up the keys.
The bill also removes authorisation for VicRoads to use
or disclose information that is collected in relation to
vehicle registration from which an individual’s identity
can be ascertained by other parties. We live in a day
and age where identity theft is a reality, so it is
appropriate to amend this provision.
In relation to licensing and supervision of vehicle
testers, the Road Safety Act 1986 allows VicRoads to
disqualify a vehicle tester for a set period rather than
just until matters leading to the cancellation have been
addressed by the vehicle tester. In reading this provision
I was in two minds about it. On the one hand I can
understand wanting to impose a strict period as a
penalty for an authorised vehicle tester to be banned
from conducting tests if they have fallen foul of the law.
On the other hand it is not clear what the scale of the
crime might be. Therefore, for a minor infraction a
business may be brought to its knees once the penalty
period is applied.
VicRoads may remove a vehicle alcohol interlock
condition imposed on a person’s licence if it is satisfied
that the person has met the requirements for alcohol
interlock usage data prescribed in regulations made
under the Road Safety Act 1986. Alcohol interlocks are
an excellent invention, and I often wonder how many
accidents they have prevented by stopping motorists
from drink driving.
Sadly the Evelyn electorate is no stranger to serious
road collisions. This year we have had a number of
high-profile smashes, which will see some families
missing their loved ones this Christmas and New Year,
while others who may be recovering from serious
injury are lucky that their accidents were not fatal. In
Gruyere two women and two children were taken to
hospital after a serious car crash on 22 April, after a car
reversing out of a driveway was hit by a car travelling
along Gruyere Road at 8.43 in the morning. Two air
ambulances were sent to the scene and both women
were flown to hospital.
In Coldstream on 20 September a woman died in a
head-on crash between a motorcycle and a car along the
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Maroondah Highway. The motorcycle rider was a
40-year-old Coldstream woman on her L-plates. She
was being followed by her fiancé when she failed to
fully negotiate a corner, veering into the path of an
oncoming car, where the speed limit is 100 kilometres
an hour, leaving little chance of survival.
In Mount Evelyn in early October 16-year-old Amber
Beard died after a horror crash, and police are
continuing to probe whether speed, alcohol and drugs
were factors in the smash. The 16-year-old was sitting
on the lap of the front-seat passenger when the car hit a
pole on Hereford Road. The other eight occupants of
the car all suffered injuries, some of them very serious.
Apparently the car had been travelling on the wrong
side of the road before it clipped an oncoming vehicle.
Sadly young people are continuing to lose their lives in
such preventable circumstances.
At Chirnside Park on 30 October emergency crews had
to free a woman from a multivehicle crash at the
intersection of Switchback and Victoria roads. The
Country Fire Authority was called in; it is frequently a
first responder to road accidents.
This year I have written to the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety raising many issues to do with the roads
and the problems we have in the Yarra Ranges. I did
get a response, in particular referring to a stretch of road
where the female motorcyclist lost her life. VicRoads
has agreed that work needs to be done on the pavement,
but I am told that the funding will not be available until
2016–17, and there are no guarantees that work will
even occur in two years time. While I have little
objection to the provisions in the bill, I query if in fact
there are more pressing roads and road safety issues
that the minister may have thought to prioritise rather
than bringing in what is largely a housekeeping bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a brief
contribution on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill
2015. It is a housekeeping bill, and there are only a
couple of areas that I would like to comment on. Firstly,
I turn to the tidying up of the certification of blood and
urine tests in approved laboratories. I think that is a
common-sense, housekeeping measure.
The other provision that I think will be of interest to
many people in my electorate is clause 21, which
provides VicRoads with the option to renew licences to
persons over 75 years for a shorter period than the
current 3 or 10-year licence renewal requirements. That
requires an exemption under the Equal Opportunity Act
2010. That is certainly something that is discussed. The
changes to these provisions do not change the present
practice in relation to licensing issues, so people over
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75 need not worry that this is something that is being
enforced. I think the intention is just to give older
Victorians an opportunity to match their abilities to the
licence period that is available.
However, I think how you drive depends on what you
drive on, and many country roads are now in difficulty.
The country roads and bridges program was very
important to both Yarriambiack and Buloke in my
municipality, but they have now lost that funding which
was very valuable to them. At the end of year one,
when everything else is being reviewed by the current
government, why not review the decision on that
program which delivered road safety right to where it
was needed in the country?
There are a couple of other areas of interest. The Calder
Highway north of Ouyen had passing lane
announcements made and funding was allocated by the
previous government, but one year on we have no sign
of a start. That is starting to alarm people because this is
a difficult stretch of road and those passing lanes are
certainly needed. Another road of concern is what we
know as the Hattah-Bannerton Road, which has
growing heavy traffic. That road has become a transport
corridor for almonds, wine grapes, citrus and table
grapes, and with considerable growth planned in
horticulture in that area that route will become even
busier in the not-too-distant future. The road needs
shoulder work, particularly with these horticultural
products coming online so quickly.
This government seems disinterested in country roads,
but if you do not fix country roads you will not save
country lives. I think that is an old saying from
somewhere. As we move towards meeting the
ambitions of Towards Zero, that campaign will stall if
country roads are not maintained and fixed. I urge the
current government to rethink its policy on country
roads.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a brief contribution to debate on the
Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015. While this
government is celebrating one year in office we are
talking about amendments to road legislation. We really
need amendments to our roads in country Victoria;
there is no doubt about that. They are quite a
disappointment, particularly since the country roads and
bridges program was axed by this government.
We can talk about the Road Safety Act 1986 and the
Marine Act 1998 and all of the other things in this bill,
but at the end of the day our roads are being neglected.
Funding of $160 million — $1 million per year for each
of the 40 regional councils, a total of $4 million per
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council — is a significant amount of money. In
metropolitan Melbourne you are talking about millions
and billions and trillions of dollars, but in country
Victoria hundreds of thousands of dollars and low
millions of dollars are significant amounts when it
comes to repairing our roads because they are in a state
of disrepair.
In country Victoria transport in and around our
electorates and our communities is by road because we
do not have the luxury of the public transport that is
found in Melbourne. That is why it is significant that
our country roads need to be maintained, and they
simply are not. I remind members in this place that if
you cannot see the Melbourne skyline from your
property, you are probably on your own. That is what it
comes down to in country Victoria.
VicRoads provides the infrastructure for our roads, and
with rate capping coming for local shires the major
concern for our local communities is where that money
will be trimmed from. Usually the first place councils
look to trim funding is roads funding. We are just going
to go from bad to worse, from an ordinary to a very
difficult situation. I can give a couple of examples.
Only last week Glenn Riseborough, a major cherry
grower at Cobram East who lives on the Murray Valley
Highway, phoned me to say that the road along there is
an absolute deathtrap. I know the stretch of road he is
talking about, which is between Cobram and
Yarrawonga. There are no shoulders on the road, and
when you have major transports and B-doubles heading
along that road there is not a lot of room for error.
Without a shoulder, if you move off to the side a little
bit and onto the gravel and then you correct when you
come back onto the highway, all of a sudden you can
overcorrect. Glenn felt he was in a very precarious
situation just last week when a fellow veered off the
road to avoid a truck and then oversteered and
overcorrected and nearly took him out. I could tell by
the tone of Glenn’s voice when he called me that this
had only just happened. He said that the neglect of our
country roads is only going to get worse. That is very
disappointing.
In terms of many intersections — for example, Three
Chain Road at Bowser, just north of Wangaratta —
being able to see those intersections at night-time is
quite difficult. During the day there is no problem at all,
but at night-time there is a lack of lighting. I have
spoken to the regional director for the north-eastern
Victoria division of VicRoads, Bryan Sherritt — and
might I say that it is very difficult to get access to the
regional director these days. In our term of government
it was a matter of making a time and taking that
opportunity for a meeting. The regional director has
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been refused the opportunity to do that, and as much as
he would like to sit down and talk to me about those
issues, we need to go through metropolitan Melbourne
and through the minister. That just delays everything,
and that is quite disappointing.
I have a good relationship with Bryan Sherritt, but there
is no doubt that at the end of the day he is compromised
in his ability to make decisions locally and talk with me
at a local level because of this government’s
decision-making process. I am talking about the Three
Chain Road intersection. There is also the
Katamatite-Cobram Road, where the intersection for
Yarrawonga comes off. That is another area where
there have been many near misses purely because of
lighting.
We are not talking millions of dollars. As I said earlier
in my contribution, in Melbourne we talk about
millions, tens of millions and hundreds of millions of
dollars being spent on roads. In country Victoria
sometimes $20 000, and sometimes $10 000, can fix a
problem that is a risk to locals, people who live in the
region. Most of those roads are ferrying a lot of people
to tourist destinations up along the Murray River, which
is quite common because they are quite popular, and
they sometimes travel at night-time, and we do not
want them to be among the statistics on our roads
either.
Another area that I am passionate about is the safety of
cyclists on our roads. Every country town, every
regional community, has a group of cyclists that tend to
ride each morning or each afternoon — and many of
them use a similar set of roads all the time. There is a
long way that we can go to improve their safety. I have
some major concerns because you can have a peloton
of 10, 15, 20 or even 30 riders at some hours of the day,
and it can be quite dangerous, especially when there
may be vehicle drivers who are not used to or do not
know how to overtake cyclists, especially a big group
like that.
I am concerned to ensure that this government puts
some thought into how we can make cycling safe in
regional Victoria as well. I cycle in regional Victoria,
but I also cycle into Parliament House every day from
about 10 kilometres down the road, so I understand that
a lot of safety work is going on in metropolitan
Melbourne, and we are looking for a similar
commitment in regional Victoria.
In the short time I have left to speak in this debate on
the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015, I just want
to touch on the Yarrawonga bridge. Last week an
announcement was made of a decision that was
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overturned about the route of the new Murray River
bridge connection. Last year Terry Mulder, who was
the Minister for Roads at the time, made a decision to
choose the Green B route as the preferred route, which
was what the community wanted. Just last week the
current Minister for Roads and Road Safety overturned
that decision, and he announced that along with a
member for Northern Victoria Region in the other
place, Jaclyn Symes. That has just caused confusion in
the community again, which is quite disappointing.
Green, grey, pink or yellow — a lot of bridge routes
were set down. We just need to get on with it, make the
decision and actually start getting the funds. We are just
concerned that this is just another opportunity or tactic
for this government to delay. The bridge is certainly
needed.
I suppose the biggest disappointment for me was that
overturning the decision was against the community’s
wishes. Also, the minister was in Milawa, which is only
a 45-minute drive from Yarrawonga, and he chose not
to go to Yarrawonga that afternoon but to put out a
press release about the matter. He could have come to
Yarrawonga with Jaclyn Symes, but it just appears to
me that they knew they were making a decision against
the wishes of the community and certainly did not have
the courage to go to Yarrawonga, stand up in front of
the community and announce their decision, unlike the
previous minister, who did that when he made his
decision.
Again, it is very disappointing that we are here talking
about road legislation amendment, but in terms of our
funding for our roads in country Victoria we are kept in
the dark in more ways than one. With that, I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure for
me to rise to make a relatively short contribution to the
debate on the Road Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr T. BULL — I can go a bit longer, if you like.
This bill makes some administrative and housekeeping
changes in relation to various matters, but it is also an
opportunity, as I think previous members have taken —
and I am sure it would be of interest to you, Acting
Speaker — to speak about the condition of some of our
country roads. In my neck of the woods, up in
Gippsland East, we have a situation around the
township of Cann River, which is east of Orbost, where
because of the poor condition of the road surface there
are now what you would call semipermanent speed
restriction zone signs going up. Rather than the roads
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being fixed, signs are being put up highlighting the state
of the road where the surface has broken.
We now have what should be temporary speed
restriction signs being concreted into the ground, which
seems to indicate that the road will not be fixed in a
great hurry. I know these signs are popping up in
various locations around the state. There are also such
instances in western and northern Victoria. We need to
have the capacity within our road maintenance funding
budget to fix these roads when they fall into disrepair
rather than having speed restriction signs put up. I will
give some examples of the impact that this is having on
the local economy of East Gippsland.
For instance, we recently had the big motorbike race on
Phillip Island, the grand prix, and a number of people
were avoiding coming down the Princes Highway.
Because of the condition of the road they were taking
other routes on their motorbikes. The economic impact
that has on townships like Cann River and Orbost and
in small communities like Nowa Nowa, and even
through Lakes Entrance, is significant. They rely on this
traffic coming through and for people to stop over, get
their lunch, have a cup of coffee and inject some money
into the local economy.
If the condition of our roads in East Gippsland is
causing this traffic and these people not to come
through our region, that impacts on us all. The point I
make is that we need to fix these roads, not put up
speed restriction signs. Unfortunately this year’s budget
papers show a significant cut in the road maintenance
funding budget. As has been mentioned by other
speakers, we have lost the country roads and bridges
program but we need to have a significant investment in
our rural and regional road network, particularly in the
area of maintenance, to keep our roads at what I am
sure all members would agree needs to be a reasonable
standard for local and visiting traffic.
I turn now to some of the clauses of the bill. Clause 27
amends the Road Safety Act 1986, and clause 30 relates
to learner drivers. Safety issues and learner drivers in
some aspects certainly go hand in hand. I certainly
would not want to be sending my 16-year-old son in a
year’s time, when he gets on his L plates, out on some
of these roads where trucks are hurtling at you down
the Princes Highway and the road surface is broken for
stretches of up to 1 kilometre. It is simply not good
enough from the safety aspect either.
I endorse the comments of the member for Ovens
Valley, who spoke before me, in that although we have
this road legislation amendment bill coming before the
house, what we need to have coming before the house
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is some information that highlights a significant
investment into our rural road network so that we can
keep it up to a reasonable standard for our local traffic
but also our tourist traffic that is passing through the
area. When people are avoiding these locations because
of the state of the road network, it is just no good for
our local economies.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr SCOTT
(Minister for Finance).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 October; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to be
able to speak today in the debate on the Justice
Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015. I should say
at the outset that the coalition does not oppose this bill.
It makes a number of necessary changes to a number of
acts. I think all told about 29 acts are amended by this
bill. I do not propose to address all of those changes.
There are only seven topics that I want to address in my
remarks today.
The first topic is warrants and the amendment that this
bill contains, which will streamline the process by
which police will be able to execute warrants. At the
moment, as we all know, the process can be quite
unwieldy, particularly at times when police and law
enforcement agencies have to act with some dispatch
and some urgency. At the moment there is a
combination of manual processes that require
documents to be authenticated and for those original
documents to be used in the execution process.
This bill amends the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to
allow for the issuing court — in this case the
Magistrates Court — to issue a warrant by simply
entering the requisite details and then transmitting that
document electronically to Victoria Police, so that it can
be immediately entered into the law enforcement
assistance program, or LEAP, database. This change
has received much-needed impetus from the coronial
inquiry into the tragic circumstances surrounding the
death of Luke Geoffrey Batty. If any good can come
out of such tragic circumstances, this one small change
will hopefully mitigate the difficulties that can emerge
when law enforcement agencies need to act with
urgency to execute a warrant.
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We think this change is appropriate, and I hope it leads
to other changes across the administration of justice in
this state to slowly move further away from what are
now outdated, traditional approaches to processes — in
this case, warrants. We might be able to move to a more
expeditious electronic transfer of information for legal
processes in our state. This is a good change, and we
certainly do not oppose it. We hope and trust it will
mean police can act more quickly when they see signs
that prompt action is needed.
The second change I want to talk about is the
appointment of elders and respected persons to the
Koori Court divisions of the Magistrates Court, County
Court and Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(VCAT). The bill proposes that the CEO of Court
Services Victoria appoint such esteemed persons to the
Koori divisions of those courts — a function presently
discharged by the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation. The Koori Court plays a very
important role in our justice system, as do Koori elders
and respected persons.
While this is not the source of any opposition, I flag
that we will need to carefully consider other potential
changes with the emergence of Court Services Victoria
and when it is appropriate to transfer functions from the
department or functions discharged at a ministerial
level to Court Services Victoria. As we know, Court
Services Victoria is an independent body. It was
established under the previous government, but this
government has embraced it and made further changes,
which we certainly did not oppose. Court Services
Victoria is there to service the courts independently of
the department. The rationale for Court Services
Victoria is very obvious and very important. But we
need to be conscious that with a change like this what is
actually happening is that we are shifting the ability to
appoint Koori elders and respected persons from the
executive arm of government to Court Services
Victoria.
Court Services Victoria sits in something of a grey area
in some respects. It has been established to be
independent of the executive, but it also carries with it a
number of responsibilities and burdens that are
conferred by the Public Administration Act 2004. That
takes nothing away from its intended independence.
But the shift of the appointment of Koori elders and
respected persons from the Secretary of the Department
of Justice and Regulation to the CEO of Court Services
Victoria means that the appointment of people who I
would describe as not technically judicial employees —
such as tipstaffs or associates to judges — is being
shifted from the executive arm of government to what
could loosely be termed the judicial arm, having regard
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to the comments I made before about the mixed
complexion of Court Services Victoria. There are
prerogatives that the executive and parliamentary arms
of government have, and we have to be cautious when
we propose to move their functions to another body.
But as I have said, nothing takes away from the fact that
the coalition does not oppose this change.
The third matter I will mention is the removal of the
requirement for a victim of crime to make a statutory
declaration in support of an application for
compensation. We think this is an appropriate and
sensible change. The last thing we should be doing is
retaining anything that imposes unnecessary steps
before a person who is aggrieved or perhaps even
traumatised by being the victim of a crime. The
coalition is satisfied, as I am sure the government is,
that the offence of providing false information or
misleading details is sufficient as a deterrent to any
victim of crime making a false declaration or
submitting false information, once the bill is in effect,
to the court in support of an application.
The coalition of course does not oppose the amendment
that will allow persons other than the President of
VCAT to hear expungement applications. The bill will
allow the president, vice-presidents, deputy presidents
and senior members of VCAT to hear those matters.
This will provide greater flexibility and further what I
think was a very great reform of the last government,
which was brought in with bipartisan support. This will
assist in making sure that we realise the full value for
those aggrieved and those who stand to have their past
convictions expunged. These changes will make that
process easier.
I note an amendment to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 to remove the
presumption in favour of legal costs for successful
parties in residential tenancy matters. The coalition will
not oppose this. Even with the change, a successful
party can still apply for costs. But in practice what it is
going to mean is that predominantly landlords will be
faced with a harder task to secure costs.
Again it is important to note that nothing in the
proposed changes will limit the ability of any successful
party, whether it is a successful tenant or a successful
landlord, from applying for costs, but it will make that
process harder to achieve. I note that VCAT will have
to take into account a number of matters in such
applications, and they are the nature of and the issues
involved in the proceeding, the conduct of the parties
and the result of the proceeding, if one has been
reached. What we hope does not happen is that it
encourages any party, whether it is a landlord or a
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tenant, to feel that they can snub the processes of
VCAT or behave in a way that is unreasonable, because
they might think, mistakenly but understandably, ‘It’s
harder for costs orders to be made against any
unsuccessful party, so if I don’t bother turning up to the
directions hearing or I don’t bother turning up to the
conciliation with the other party, then there is no
consequence attached to it’.
I have always thought, from my time in practice, that it
is beneficial in terms of the administration of justice
overall if parties understand that if you act
unreasonably or if you snub the court or tribunal, there
are consequences that flow from that. I would not want
this change to encourage parties in any way to think
that they can take VCAT processes lightly — in any of
its lists, residential or other.
The changes proposed that will formalise the
arrangements for superannuation purposes for various
judicial officers is not something we oppose. We are
satisfied that they formalise longstanding and existing
arrangements. It is important to note that we understand
that there will be no budgetary impacts, and you would
not expect there to be any material budgetary impacts
that would flow from a change which is designed
merely to formalise existing arrangements. We will
need to see how that change unfolds in the future, but
we think it is appropriate that that change go through,
so we will not oppose it.
Finally, I want to note the provision for dual
commissions. On balance we think this should be a
beneficial reform. It will add to the resources of the
higher court, in the case of the County Court where the
Chief Magistrate will also sit as a dual member in
addition to being Chief Magistrate, and in the case of
the Supreme Court where the Chief Judge of the
County Court will also possess a commission as a
member of the superior court in this state. We have
been informed in briefings, and the second-reading
speech indicates, that this will assist with resourcing
and also the ability of those office-holders — as
esteemed, experienced and erudite as they may be — to
obtain further skills and experience by sitting in the
court immediately superior to that court. On balance we
think this bill is worthy of passage. We do not oppose
it.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Further
Amendment Bill 2015. In following the member for
Hawthorn, it is pleasing to note the opposition’s support
because this is an important reform to build on
Victoria’s existing cooperative judicial system, where
the head of the Coroners Court, the president of the
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Children’s Court and the president of the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal are members of
either the County or Supreme courts. These reforms
will ensure that our system of justice works effectively
and our workload pressures are streamlined as much as
possible.
In relation to the streamlining process, as was touched
on earlier we are making some key reforms in the area
of warrants, particularly electronic warrants. This
reform came out of a State Coroner’s report, which
recommended in the Finding — Inquest into the Death
of Luke Geoffrey Batty, that all warrants issued in
relation to family violence-related incidents be executed
with high priority and entered on the Victoria Police
LEAP system within 24 hours. As the
Attorney-General said in his second-reading speech:
The bill will significantly streamline the warrant process by
enabling magistrates and registers in the Magistrates and
Children’s courts to transfer the warrant information
electronically to Victoria Police’s LEAP system via the
court’s information technology system, known as Courtlink.
This is not currently possible, because if Victoria Police print
their own version of the warrant from the LEAP system, the
printed version will not have been signed or authenticated by
the issuing magistrate or registrar and may therefore be
unenforceable.

Essentially we are going from a manual process, where
the existing Victoria Police process for executing a
copy of a warrant to arrest involves a number of manual
steps. This obviously can result in delays and errors,
primarily due to provisions in the Magistrate’s Court
Act, which provides that at the time of execution of a
warrant, it must be in writing and must be signed or
otherwise authenticated by the person issuing it. The
average time under the existing process from court
issue to availability to update the Victoria Police LEAP
database is between two and four days. As we have
seen — sadly, repeatedly — a delay of two to four days
in relation to the execution of a warrant can result in
tragic circumstances.
This legislation brought forward by the
Attorney-General will go a long way to ensuring that
the consequences to the community and to families are
reduced and that where the arrest of an offender needs
to be executed quickly, especially where an offender
has been accused previously of violent offences, the
issuing of the warrant, through the streamlining process
from the court to Victoria Police happens swiftly and
succinctly.
The legislation covers an enormous variety of bills and
makes an enormous variety of amendments overall to
our judicial system. I touched on the electronic transfer
of warrants and, as the member for Hawthorn noted, we
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are also streamlining the appointment of Koori Court
elders and respected persons. Earlier this year I had the
pleasure to represent the Minister for Police and the
Attorney-General at the Aboriginal Justice Forum,
which was a two-day forum held in Mildura, with
representatives from our judicial system and the
Department of Justice and Regulation, including the
secretary.

will remove the requirement for a victim of crime to
submit a statutory declaration to verify their application
to VOCAT, while ensuring that the exemptions and
safeguards remain. These reforms will make the
compensatory process more efficient and responsive to
the needs of victims of crime. The Attorney-General is
to be commended for his work in this area to streamline
the application process, and I congratulate him on that.

Streamlining the process for Koori elders to be
appointed to the Koori Court, particularly in areas such
as Mildura where the caseload is quite significant, is a
step in the right direction. My predecessor in the
electorate of Niddrie was Rob Hulls, who was an
outstanding Attorney-General, arguably the best
Attorney-General ever. He did a fantastic job in setting
up the Koori Court. He also set up the Drug Court and
is to be commended on his legacy. But it is about
building on that legacy. At least he set up a legacy that
we can build on, unlike the immediately previous
Attorney-General.

Another area that I want to touch on is the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). We have
all been renters at one point in time, and so many
tenancy issues are processed through VCAT. This bill
will make sure that in landlord-tenant proceedings,
where the tenant has been unfairly disadvantaged by the
fee reimbursement process, that that process will be
tightened in proceedings brought by landlords against
tenants, many of whom sometimes are economically
disadvantaged. The statistics tell me that only 20 per
cent of tenants attend proceedings under the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997. In addition, respondent tenants are
not able to seek a fee waiver on financial hardship
grounds. This legislation will result in an appropriate
balance between the interests of landlords and tenants
to ensure equity and fairness.

It is very important that we are streamlining this
process. The previous government set up Court
Services Victoria (CSV), which was a good initiative in
terms of separating the judicial arm from that of the
executive. This follows that process in that rather than
the Secretary of the Department of Justice and
Regulation appointing Koori elders, appointments will
be made by the independent Court Services Victoria.
We have seen the good work that CSV does through its
annual reports. This legislation goes some way to fix
and streamline our Koori justice system.
I want to briefly touch on the Victims of Crime
Assistance Tribunal (VOCAT). We are working to
ensure that victims do not feel even more victimised.
This hit home to me last night when I was watching
Sarah Ferguson’s excellent program on domestic
violence on ABC TV. When you watched that
program, you saw firsthand how a victim of domestic
violence becomes a victim again through the court
process. The adversarial nature of courts needs to
change as we are in the 21st century. We are here on
White Ribbon Day, when the Parliament is also being
lit up in orange for Orange Day, to join with our
partners around the world that have lit up their
institutions for government. We need to ensure that
perpetrators are accountable and also ensure that
victims do not feel victimised again.
When I worked at the Victorian Government Solicitor’s
Office I had a bit to do with VOCAT. The processes
that victims go through to get assistance when they are
a victim of a crime can be quite cumbersome. The
legislation brought forward by the Attorney-General

The bill removes proceedings under the Residential
Tenancies Act from the operation of the fee
reimbursement presumption. A fee reimbursement
order will continue to be available in relation to VCAT
proceedings under the Residential Tenancies Act, but in
making an order for the reimbursement of fees, VCAT
will be required to have regard to the nature of and
issues in relation to the proceedings, the conduct of the
parties and the result of the proceeding, if it has been
reached.
Essentially this legislation is about fairness and equity
in our judicial process and making sure that everything
works together. I have some correspondence in front of
me from the Law Institute of Victoria, and I quote that:
The Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) writes to express support
for … the Justice Legislation Further Amendment
Bill … currently before the Victorian Parliament.

In particular:
The LIV supports the proposed amendments contained
in … the bill —

which recognise —
… the importance of ensuring adequate remuneration and
related benefits … to magistrates.

Furthermore, it believes:
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… opportunities for judges and magistrates holding a dual
commission to hear matters in other jurisdictions and thus
broaden their experience as judicial officers —

would enhance opportunities for judges and magistrates
to gain broader skills.
There has been wide consultation on this legislation.
The Law Institute of Victoria supports it. It is being
supported, as we heard from the member for Hawthorn,
by the opposition. I welcome his remarks, and I agree
with some of what he said in terms of monitoring as
CSV takes over from the Secretary of the Department
of Justice and Regulation the role of appointing Koori
elders and respected persons. There needs to be
monitoring and ongoing vigilance of that change to
ensure that it operates to the very best standards.
Importantly though CSV does prepare annual reports. It
has really made a great contribution in assisting the
workload of the Department of Justice and Regulation,
and it is to be commended. This bill will ensure the
smooth operation of the courts and tribunals, but most
importantly it will increase the execution of warrants
throughout Victoria, and I welcome that.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a brief contribution to the debate on the
Justice Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2015. As
the good member for Hawthorn said, we will not be
opposing this bill. When in government we took
community safety very seriously, and we hope this
government continues in that same vein. This bill
amends about 29 acts. The amendments are largely
technical, so I will not go through them, but I will cover
off on a few of the important issues.
Firstly, the bill provides for the electronic issuing and
transfer of warrants to Victoria Police. It enables the
CEO of Court Services Victoria (CSV) to appoint
Aboriginal elders or, more particularly, respected
persons to the Koori Court divisions of the County
Court instead of those appointments being made by the
Secretary of the Department of Justice and Regulation.
The member for Hawthorn covered that in some detail.
Another important provision in this bill is that victims
of crime will be able to apply for compensation online
without the need for a statutory declaration, which is
certainly a change from the way things are currently
performed. The bill also removes the presumption of
legal costs in favour of a successful party in residential
tenancy proceedings in the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal.
Those are just a few of the issues that I know were
raised by the member for Hawthorn and others.
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However, there are a couple of concerns with this bill.
The first is that it removes proceedings under the
Residential Tenancies Act 1997 from the operation of
the fee reimbursement presumption for the successful
parties in these matters and benefits unsuccessful
parties. It does not prevent successful parties from
applying for costs, but it is an area of concern.
Similarly, the changes to judicial superannuation
entitlements are of concern. They certainly appear
generous compared with those for the workforce
generally, but they only formalise longstanding
arrangements that currently exist.
Victoria needs to continue down the path of ensuring
that we have a robust legal system, certainly a
streamlined system, and a justice system that reflects
community values and community views. Quite often
we see crimes committed which are followed by an
immediate and huge outpouring of concern in the
community, across the whole state or the nation.
Sometimes you need to wait for a period of days, weeks
or months until the dust settles to see genuine
community views reflected in the cold hard light of
day.
Police numbers were increased in the last term of
government by 1700 police or more. We are a little
disappointed that current police numbers are down
from the time this government was elected. I hope the
government will change that and improve police
numbers, because as I have said on many occasions in
this place, being safe and feeling safe are two different
things. The number of police on our streets is very
important for the feeling-safe benefit.
I know that as we move closer to the holiday period we
will get thousands of people coming from metropolitan
Melbourne to enjoy what we have in the north.
Yarrawonga on the Murray River is a very popular
holiday destination, and it is important that our police
stations are well manned. We do not have a 24-hour
police station in the Moira Shire, but we certainly do at
Wangaratta — in the Rural City of Wangaratta.
However, we need to continue to make sure that our
police resources are not undermined. I commend the
bill to the house.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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GRIEVANCES
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Government performance
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — In speaking
on the grievance motion I think we should all be very
certain of one thing in this chamber — that is, that the
day this wretched government is defeated and removed
from power this state will be left in worse shape than
what those opposite found, because that is Labor’s
pedigree. Labor members always trash the economy.
They will always trash the social services. They will
trash the place, because that is what they are good at.
The budget will be in worse shape, debt will be higher,
business investment will be lower and of course, as is
the case now, we will be being outpaced by New South
Wales. Nothing is more certain than the fact that when
Labor is defeated, Labor will have left a mess.
Labor leaves a mess all over this state and all over this
country. In New South Wales in 2011 did Labor leave
the state in better condition than what it found? In
Queensland in 2012 did Labor leave the state in better
condition than what it found? In South Australia in
1993 did Labor leave the state in better condition than
what it found, with the state bank disaster and the mess
of the South Australian economy? In Western
Australia — 1993, 2008 — did Labor leave that
constituency in worse order than what it found? Yes it
did. And of course was Tasmania left in 1992 and in
2014 in better order than what Labor had found? No, it
was not. Of course federally no-one could ever forget
1975, 1996, 2013.
Ladies and gentlemen, there is a pattern to what we are
saying here. There is a pattern. Labor always trashes its
constituency. It is very good at it. This is one thing we
give Labor credit for — Labor trashes the constituency
on what it has inherited. This government, of course, is
no different to any other — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — Look at all the C-graders trying to get
their names into Hansard! Look at them all. We have
the kid from Hey Dad. We have the guy who pulls the
drink cart. We have all of them. These guys are in, the
C-graders.

Wednesday, 25 November 2015

Mr GUY — Do you want me to name you so you
can get into Hansard? You do not have many mentions,
I know, so we will try.
The debt, the dysfunction and the chaos that is this
government — let us just have a look, if we can, over
the next 12 minutes. I was going to start with debt, but
now the Deputy Premier is in here I think we have to
start with dysfunction: the leaking against each other,
the articles placed in the Age against the Minister for
Women, the articles which showed that Minister
Richardson apparently presented a list to cabinet of
people to appoint. Who on earth would leak that against
their own minister? Daniel Andrews’s office — the
Premier’s office — leaking against Minister
Richardson. The Minister for Health: it was leaked to
the media that the Premier had called her in and said,
‘Minister for Health, it’s not a 9 to 5 job’. You would
not be surprised. Who would leak that against the
minister? The media? The opposition? The industry?
No, it has come from within Labor’s own government.
Who on earth would leak that the Minister for Police
had rejected the portfolio of police and emergency
services because he did not want to work on weekends?
Who would leak that? Labor members’ own
government — within a few weeks. How on earth did
all of that get leaked?
Members should not take our word for it. Former
minister Adem Somyurek said straight out that his
removal was a factional stitch-up by none other than —
who else? — the Deputy Premier, James Merlino, who
walks into Strangers Corridor with the two other
members of his faction, the remains of Adem
Somyurek’s faction, which has been fish-netted out and
taken away. Adem Somyurek — do not take our word
for it — says, ‘That was payback’. This is all within
12 months.
Cesar Melhem — Hail, Cesar! The same kind of
allegations were levelled by the then opposition leader,
now Premier, against everyone else. The Premier once
sat in this very seat, levelling allegations against anyone
he could find. When it happens on his own side he has
no more ability to start sacking people following his
internal war with the right wing, so of course — hail,
Cesar, the ides of March — Cesar Melhem still remains
part of his parliamentary party despite former Prime
Minister Julia Gillard removing Craig Thomson for the
same level of attack.
Mr Richardson — That’s outrageous!

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GUY — Are we not glad to hear from the
member for Mordialloc as we start to talk about rorts?
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Mr Richardson interjected.
Mr GUY — Where did the member for Mordialloc
work during the election period,? Whose office was he
employed out of — as a field organiser maybe or as
something else?
Who worked in the member for Bellarine’s electorate
as a field organiser? Were they paid by the taxpayer?
Were they paid by the Labor Party? While we are
talking about dysfunction, a government addicted to
rorts and addicted to lying in this chamber, we need
look no further than the mess the Labor Party created
on the rorting of the parliamentary allowances. John
Lenders said to the group, ‘It’s a 60-40 split. You only
need to account for the 60 per cent. Don’t tell anyone
where that 40 per cent is from?’. If it is all above board,
why would he say that?
Emails were sent to all of those Labor members: now to
the Attorney-General, the Minister for Sport,
Minister Pulford, Minister Garrett,
Minister Jennings — all of them. They were even
employed out of the Premier’s own electorate office.
No wonder he does not want to answer for it. No
wonder he is obfuscating. No wonder his story changes.
It is no wonder the Premier will not give a straight
answer on this issue — because he has got everything
to hide. Labor rorted its way to office, and we know
exactly those details.
Mr Merlino interjected.
Mr GUY — Don’t take my word for it, Mr Deputy
Premier; take the word of your own staff who say that
you rorted the system. You might be my height but you
are a bigger rorter than me.
The chaos! Every day we get a thought bubble. Would
you believe it? Every day there is an infrastructure
announcement. This government has still not explained
how it is going to pay for the Melbourne Metro Rail
project stage 1, so it launches Metro 2. We are waiting
for the next scandal so the government can launch
Metro 3.
The Minister for Public Transport, who does not know
the difference between the vestibule, the cockpit, the
bogey or whatever, is rolled out to launch a program
that just 12 months ago Labor said was a thought
bubble and a hoax. Now she is launching it. How is the
Melbourne Metro rail project going to be paid for? It is
a simple question. What is the funding? Will the fares
rise? What are the public-private partnership details?
What are the details of a project that is unfunded? The
minister is now compulsorily acquiring people’s
businesses, and yet we do not even know how this is
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going to be paid. There is not a bigger thought bubble
that has come out of this government in its supposed
week of big announcements than Metro 2.
It has been 12 months. What about the level crossing
removals? The only level crossing removals that are
underway were funded by the member for Malvern. We
thank him. Well done indeed!
While we are talking about it, what I would really like
to know is what has happened to the Western
Distributor now that there is a West Gate distributor —
or is it the other way around? There was a Western
Distributor, which Labor paid for, although the minister
did not know what council area it was in, whether there
was an environment effects statement or whether the
public acquisition overlays had been put in place. He
did not know, but apparently it is the biggest road
project the government has got.
Mr R. Smith — It’s shovel ready.
Mr GUY — Shovel ready — ready to go, fully
funded and fully costed apparently. Of course it was the
biggest project ready to go. ‘But, no, it’s not!’. ‘Now
Transurban has got a proposal’. ‘No, it doesn’t’. Now
we have got the Monash upgrade, but the bill has been
sent to Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull. This
government is full of thought bubbles.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr GUY — It is full of lots of things. Deputy
Speaker, can you tell me what has happened to
Thompsons Road? Its cost is $150 million apparently,
and the Premier said it is the most important project for
the south-eastern suburbs. It was until he sent a bill to
Malcolm Turnbull and said, ‘Can you please fix the
Monash because the member for Gembrook’s
campaign is actually getting a lot of traction?’.
What about Yan Yean Road? Can anyone remember
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety talking about
the much-vaunted $100 million promised upgrade to
Yan Yean Road? We have heard not a whimper in
12 months. Labor said it was the most important road
project for the northern suburbs, but we have heard not
a whimper, not a mention, nothing.
There is the regional statement that came out last week.
As The Nationals leader will tell you, more money was
spent on printing, consultants and advertising than there
was actual new money in this statement. There is
nothing. To top off the insult, the front cover is a
purchased image from Google of a couple riding bikes
in the English countryside. Only Labor would think it is
like the Victorian countryside. I know Labor might
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have difficulty identifying a difference between Orbost
and Nottingham or between Ouyen and Coventry, but
we are here to tell it there are some differences —
certainly in the landscape at the moment.
Why would we not talk about the Minister for
Planning? We are all hunting rabbits today. He runs
around and tells the industry, ‘If my family won’t live
in these apartments, I won’t approve it’. I have to say
that that is the typical attitude of a wealthy, inner city,
white, left-wing baby boomer who is totally out of
touch with reality. That is the kind of attitude — the
classic, typical, narrow-minded, inner city, left-wing
attitude that just says, ‘The world’s like me or the world
doesn’t exist’. It is a classic attitude from a man who is
so out of touch that he still approves projects when he
does not know where they are.
While I am at it, I have to talk about the grand final
holiday. I flicked on the upper house’s question time,
and I heard Minister Dalidakis saying, ‘Well, creating a
public holiday is not creating an economic boost’. What
an Einstein! Could he be right? ‘Creating a public
holiday is not an economic boost’. He is right on at
least one thing: it is a billion-dollar disaster for the
economy and for the small business families who had
to work on that day. This is a government that is so out
of touch with small business that it walks in and just
promises a public holiday with no consultation until
after the event.
I have 1 minute left, Deputy Speaker. The east–west
link is not worth the paper it is written on, yet we have
paid $800 million-plus to cancel the biggest road
project in the fastest growing city in Australia! The debt
is up — $1.1 billion in just 10 months. If any
government could be so woeful as to raise debt by a
$1 billion in just 10 months, it is a Socialist Left Labor
government.
The Auditor-General found the worst of the lot — we
are back in deficit, a $286 million deficit. What was the
Treasurer’s response? What was that economic
vandal’s response? It was to bag the Auditor-General.
What was the Premier’s response? To bag the
Auditor-General. They bagged him despite walking
into this Parliament on 23 December 2014 and
promising, ‘There will be no increase in debt under this
Labor government, yes or no?’. He said, ‘Yes. No
increase in debt’. The government is a disaster. It will
leave the state in worse order, and we are seeing that
evidenced right now.
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Education funding
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — What
an unstatesmanlike rant from the Leader of the
Opposition. Members might have noticed that he was
literally frothing at the mouth as he became unhinged. I
encourage all members to read the contribution of the
Leader of the Opposition in Hansard. The proposition
he put was that the voters of Victoria got it wrong. I tell
you, Deputy Speaker, those opposite still do not get it.
Under Robert Doyle, the opposition leader when those
opposite were last in opposition, it took them about two
and a half terms to understand why they lost the 1999
election. What we know today is that they still have no
idea as to why they lost. In my contribution in the
grievance debate I want to outline one of the reasons
why those opposite lost the election — why they truly
lost in November last year.
I grieve for the four years of neglect of education,
including early childhood education, our schools and
our TAFEs, under the previous government. It ripped
away $1 billion from education and left our schools
drastically under-resourced, with students suffering as a
result of the cuts. I am glad we at least have the Leader
of The Nationals in the chamber listening to this part of
the debate.
Members need only go back to the regional statement
that we released and to our support of schools in rural
and regional Victoria. When schools received their
indicative budgets for the 2016 school year, they found
across the state $566 million of additional funds —
additional to enrolment, additional to indexation — and
that on a per capita basis, students in rural and regional
Victoria are receiving double the amount that students
in metropolitan Melbourne are receiving. But you will
not hear acknowledgement of that from the Leader of
The Nationals or other Nationals members. It is a great
comparison between Labor in office and the
Liberal-National parties in office. Labor is providing
double the funding for students in rural and regional
Victoria.
Let us not forget that when a government turns its back
on education, as the previous government did, it is not
just turning its back on individual schools, TAFEs or
kindergartens; it is turning its back on our state’s future.
It is saying to those kids and those families, ‘You’re on
your own’. Our greatest strength in this state is our
people. We do not have the resources on the ground
that other jurisdictions do. Our greatest strength is in
our people, and our greatest investment and our greatest
focus should be on the education of our young people.
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When those opposite were in government they cut
capital funding, the building of new schools and the
upgrading of existing schools; they cut the capital
program in half. Under the previous Labor government
there was a plan for our schools, and that plan was
matched with resources. Many schools developed
concepts for upgrades and created master plans, but
when the coalition was elected, those plans were
shelved for four years. Our kids were left to learn in
school buildings which were unsafe or which were
bursting at the seams, far away from their homes and
riddled with asbestos.
I want to take just one example — McKinnon
Secondary College. This excellent government school
was promised funding by Labor way back in 2010. The
school had become a sea of portables and was bursting
at the seams. For four long years the coalition
government did nothing. The member for Bentleigh —
the new member for Bentleigh for the last 12 months,
the great member for Bentleigh — consistently
presented the case for why McKinnon Secondary
needed a funding upgrade. The Andrews Labor
government delivered $9 million for McKinnon in the
2015–16 budget for the construction of new
classrooms, a library, a canteen and specialist teaching
stations. That will mean the excellent teaching and
learning that occurs at this school will be matched by
excellent facilities.
We know that Victoria is experiencing unprecedented
population growth. In the next five years it is
anticipated that Victoria’s total school-age population
will increase by over 115 000 student enrolments. At a
time when Victoria experienced staggering population
growth and a mini baby boom, the former government
failed to plan for new schools. It takes 12 to 24 months,
depending on the size of the school, to fund, plan and
deliver a new school. The record of those opposite is
atrocious. They did not plan, and they did not deliver.
Directly as a result of their funding neglect, there will
not be one new school in the state of Victoria opening
in 2016. We do not hear any talk about that from those
opposite now — not one new school.
During their time in government there was a resurgence
of the student-age population in many inner city areas.
What did those opposite do to address this growth in
inner city enrolments? They rezoned Fishermans Bend
without any planning for where those children would
go to school. The advice I have is that the population
growth in Fishermans Bend could require up to five
primary schools and two new secondary schools,
catering for up to 4800 enrolments. What did those
opposite do? They rezoned Fishermans Bend and
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planned for one primary school, for a population of
80 000 people and almost 5000 student enrolments.
In our first budget, we have delivered $15.5 million to
inner city projects to commence delivery of new
schools. That includes a new school in Richmond —
closed down by the former Kennett government, mind
you — Footscray learning precinct, South Melbourne
Park Primary School and a year 9 campus for Albert
Park College. We will continue to invest. We are
building Prahran secondary school and Ferrars Street
primary. As promised, we released the Docklands
feasibility study, and we have commissioned an update,
because unlike those opposite we have not stuck our
hands in the sand.
On asbestos, the fact is that those opposite did not take
seriously the safety of our students. Again, those
opposite did next to nothing with regard to the removal
of asbestos. In its last budget, 2014–15, the coalition
directed a paltry $7.5 million to the removal of
asbestos. The coalition had no plan to remove it. Those
opposite were happy for the stickers to be put on school
buildings across our state warning of the risk of
asbestos, but they considered that ‘job done’. We are
talking about the safety of our kids. We made an
election commitment of $100 million specifically for
the removal of asbestos. In our first budget we provided
$42 million, with all the other asbestos removal. In our
first year we provided $50 million in direct funding for
asbestos removal compared to $7 million under those
opposite.
Over the last 11 months what has our record been on
asbestos removal? We have removed high-risk asbestos
at over 300 schools, including asbestos identified
through the audit process. We have audited 612 schools
and updated their registers. By March next year every
single school will have an updated audit. We have
invested $334 million in modernising 67 schools across
our state. In the order of $300 million will be spent on
asbestos removal. We have removed asbestos from
115 relocatable buildings, and since December 2015
382 staff and personnel have been trained in safe
asbestos management across Victoria.
In terms of our capital budget we have already achieved
more in one year than those opposite did in four. In our
first budget we invested a record $730 million into
improving school infrastructure, including $345 million
for upgrades and modernisations at at least 84 Victorian
government schools. We provided $111 million to
support the delivery of 10 new schools. We provided
$42 million as part of the asbestos package.
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If I can make a comparison in regard to relocatables,
again we have done more in one year compared to what
those opposite did in four. We have already funded the
delivery of 134 relocatables. What was the record of
those opposite in four years? It was about 105. We have
done more in one year than they did four.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MERLINO — I hear the interjections from
those on the other side. I know that there are school
communities concerned about the loss of their
relocatables. There is a reason for that — it happens
when you do not invest in new schools and when you
cut the capital program in half. We have
13 000 students who need accommodation in
classrooms next year. There is not going to be one new
school open because of those opposite, so when you do
not build new schools, you have to move relocatables.
It is a legacy of those opposite.
It is not just school infrastructure that was neglected by
the previous government; it also cut support for our
most vulnerable children and families. Those opposite
cut the education maintenance allowance. They made it
harder for struggling families to cover the costs of
uniforms, books and excursions. While the former
government made it harder for kids to participate in the
opportunities and experiences that our schools can
offer, we have invested, making it easier for our kids to
participate. Our first budget helped families who are
struggling to cover the extra costs of education,
providing $180 million for the things that students need
to fit in and thrive.
Prep to grade 3 students in 250 disadvantaged schools
will get free eye tests and glasses if they need them.
Breakfast clubs for 25 000 students across Victoria will
be funded. We have expanded the free uniform, shoes
and books program run by State Schools Relief, so it
can assist three times as many students every year. State
Schools Relief will go from supporting 10 000 kids in
government schools to supporting 35 000 kids. We
have the $148 million Camps, Sports and Excursions
Fund, funding supporting 200 000 families across the
state.
I will give members an example: Debney Meadows
Primary School. There are children who have attended
a camp for the first time thanks to this fund; 28 children
from Debney Meadows Primary School participated in
their first-ever school camp. The member for Essendon
joined parents and staff to farewell those year 4, 5 and 6
students, who had missed out on camps in previous
years. A total of 30 students from the Flemington
school are attending the three-day camp at Cottage by
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the Sea in Queenscliff for 28 of those students. For 28
out of 30, it is their first camp since joining the school.
The school principal, Vicki Watson, explained, and I
quote:
… these students would have missed out on this camp and
other important educational activities were it not for the state
government’s new Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund.

That is what we deliver on our side — record
investment in capital infrastructure. We have provided
$610 million for our government schools and
$120 million for our non-government schools. This is
the biggest single boost to education funding in the
history of our state. It is almost $4 billion from early
years, through schools to skills and training. We have
provided $747 million in extra funding to schools in the
2016 school year. That is what an Andrews Labor
government will deliver. We cannot repair the damage
done by those opposite in just 12 months; those
opposite who should hang their heads in shame for their
neglect of education. The Leader of The Nationals is up
next. He should talk about the increased per capita
funding for kids in rural and regional Victoria.

Regional and rural Victoria
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Starting off, I will
take up the invitation of the Deputy Premier to talk
about education. I will talk about the fact that the
Deputy Premier is actually an Indian giver; while he
gives with one hand he takes away portable classrooms
with the other. He wanted to take away a year 9
portable classroom from Kyabram P–12. He provided a
two-year reprieve, and I do thank him for that, but he is
also going to take away the portable classroom from
Tongala. He is also going to take away the portable
classroom from Nyah, which was provided by the
former government. He is going to take away the
portable classrooms from Murchison and from Pyalong.
Mr Merlino — Crocodile tears!
Mr WALSH — It is not crocodile tears. The
Deputy Premier is an Indian giver. He gives with one
hand, and he takes away portable classrooms with the
other. That is just typical of this Labor government.
I am here to grieve on behalf of country Victoria,
because this is a city-centric Labor government. It is a
traditional, lefty, city-centric Labor government. After
just one year it has become very clear that country
Victoria is not getting its fair share. There are many in
country Victoria who say that this is a Melbourne Labor
government; it is not a Victorian Labor government. It
is very much a Melbourne Labor government, because
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that is how it is described. If you live beyond Bendigo,
Ballarat or Geelong, this government does not want to
know you, because there is very little happening out
there from that point of view.
If you go back to when this government first came in,
just a little over 12 months ago, a very proud
department of agriculture had been in place for
generations — and agriculture is one of our key
industries in the state — but what was one of the first
things the government did? It got rid of the department
of agriculture. The state no longer has a department of
agriculture because it was subsumed into a mega
department. Focus has been lost because there is no
department at all.
If you go to this government’s first budget in May,
agricultural output funding in the budget was cut by
12 per cent. What happened to the international trade
budget, which is a core part of the state’s economy with
exports worth about $11.4 billion, particularly in food
and fibre? What happened to the trade allocation in the
May budget? It was cut by 61.5 per cent. If you go to
the regional development budget, which helps drive the
economy in country Victoria, you see it was cut by
24 per cent. There were funding cuts for agriculture,
export industries and regional development. These are
the areas that drive the economy in regional Victoria,
and these are the areas that create jobs in regional
Victoria.
When you think about jobs, you can ask: what was the
promise from the Premier? He said, ‘I will create
100 000 new full-time jobs in the first two years of this
government’. What has happened in regional Victoria
over that time? Over the first 12 months, we are nearly
at the halfway mark of that 100 000 jobs that are going
to be created, but what has happened in regional
Victoria? It has actually lost 10 000 jobs. It is
10 000 jobs backwards instead of 50 000 jobs ahead, so
that was a very empty promise.
If you look at the budget and at the money that has been
cut out of the budget that should have been the driver
for some of those jobs, you may not believe those jobs
will ever happen. If you think about the government’s
Back to Work program and the number of jobs — I
think it was 164 jobs created in the first period of that
program — we had a promise of 100 000 jobs, and
164 jobs were created from the government’s Back to
Work program, but 10 000 full-time jobs were lost over
that time. You cannot say this is a government that has
any focus on regional Victoria.
Let us look at the things that have been cut since this
mob came to government. There was the $1 billion
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Regional Growth Fund — gone. The Local
Government Infrastructure Fund that was part of that
was a key plank of local government investing in
community facilities — just totally gone from the
budget. If you look at the economic development part
of the $1 billion Regional Growth Fund, you see the
things that it did and projects like saving SPC — gone.
If you look at Pactum, the dairy processing plant in
Shepparton, you see it cannot be funded now and has
gone. If you look at Burra Foods and Olam, the almond
processing plant, in northern Victoria and all those
projects that were helped by the Regional Growth
Fund, you see they have gone.
One of the other things that has gone is the country
roads and bridges program — a fantastic program.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WALSH — I am coming to that. That would be
the one project that country local government liked the
most because it was $1 million each year for four years
for those 40 councils to bridge their infrastructure gap.
It was a core part of fixing country roads and country
bridges, but it is gone, finished and done for. In this
case, what replaced it? The Stronger Country Bridges
program. One of the things to remember is that
announcements by this government are never what they
seem, and in this case that is true. Announcements by
this government are never what they seem, so we have
the Stronger Country Bridges program, and you would
ask: where would that money be spent? There were
48 bridges under that program, and where were 10 of
those bridges located? They were within 5 kilometres
of the member for Mulgrave’s seat. The member for
Mulgrave, for those people who do not know, just
happens to be the Premier, and 10 of the 48 bridges in
the Stronger Country Bridges program were within
10 kilometres of the Premier’s electorate in Mulgrave.
That says a lot about a Melbourne Labor government.
I come to another signature project, something that we
as a government started to fund and were very proud of:
the Murray Basin rail project. Announcements from the
current government — and particularly from the
Premier — are never what they seem. This is a
$416 million project about which the Premier said, ‘We
are going to build this, whether the commonwealth
comes to the party with money or not’. That was the
announcement to the press corps at Maryborough, but
since then $220 million of that was funded in the 2014
budget under the coalition government and the other
$200 million that is needed was on the never-never, not
to be seen and not to be heard from, and now we are
being told that it probably will not happen for at least
two terms of government. On the one hand the Premier
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was saying, ‘We will build this, no matter what, and it
will be done in this term of government’ but now there
is absolute silence about that project, and the
government is walking away from that commitment.
There is the money from the sale of the Rural Finance
Corporation — there is still $200 million sitting in the
bank — that could be used to make sure that project is
funded now.
If you go back to the May budget, you see that just
2.9 per cent of the major infrastructure spend in that
budget was in country Victoria and just 1.7 per cent of
the health capital spend was in country Victoria. Some
on the other side of this house may not understand it,
but 25 per cent of the population lives outside
Melbourne, yet for that 25 per cent of the population,
there is a major infrastructure spend of only 2.9 per cent
and only 1.7 of the health spend. We come to the issue
of the age-old saying that Labor cannot manage money.
It was true of the previous Labor government, and it is
so true under this government again.
Before the election the east–west contract went from
‘We will build it’ to ‘We will tear it up, it is not worth
the paper it is written on. It is not going to cost one
dollar to get out of this’. I do not know which part of
funny money the Labor Party does not understand, but
how does ‘not one dollar’ become $850 million? That
is what has been torn up — standing in the shower
tearing up $100 notes to get to $850 million. What is
even worse is that the Treasurer thinks this is money
well spent. The Treasurer stood on the other side of the
dispatch box and said, ‘This is money well spent’. I will
tell you what, Deputy Speaker, there are a lot of country
roads that you could fix for $850 million. That would
be money well spent — not money spent not to build a
freeway.
Let us think about the herd of white elephants that the
Labor Party has left this state with over the years: the
myki project; the desalination plant, which is in the
news again; the ultranet for the education department;
and now we have $850 million spent not to build a
freeway. It adds to the herd of white elephants that is
out there.
The Leader of the Opposition briefly touched on the
regional statement. Last Tuesday the state cabinet went
to Wangaratta. It was a huge announcement. Everyone
was in Wangaratta. They had a lovely lunch out at
Brown Brothers winery at Milawa. The regional
statement cost a fortune — for the graphic designer, for
the printing, for all the things that happened to it, for the
consultants who pulled it together. From memory, it is
78 pages. It is a beautiful glossy brochure, and there is
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not one single new dollar of initiatives in that particular
program.
It is a collation of a few things this government has
done so far and quite a few things that the coalition did
put together in this lovely new glossy brochure. There
are a couple of things in there that are conditional on
the sale of the Melbourne port, but I cannot say that that
is new money because that is far from going through. If
you think about the Macalister irrigation district, which
is one of those announcements, you realise it is
something that the coalition government started funding
and the coalition government was continuing to do. As
a northerner it always hurts me to say it, but it is one of
our premier dairy areas in the state. Increased dairy
production could really drive the economy of this state,
and instead of funding it this government has it
conditional on something else happening. So there is
effectively nothing new in the regional statement for
country Victoria, other than a flash glossy brochure and
the rebadging of some regional consultative
committees, which have been split in half to make them
sound more important.
The thing I would like to finish on is this absolute hoax
about taking the north–south pipeline into the
south–north pipeline and taking desalination water to
northern Victoria. We have irrigators in northern
Victoria who are suffering from drier conditions and
who are extremely stressed about the fact that
temporary trade and irrigation water is between $250
and $300 a megalitre. The Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water and the Premier are now
saying they will spend hundreds of millions of dollars
to reverse the north–south pipeline and will pump
desalination water to the north, which will cost $5000 a
megalitre to produce. So we have dairy farmers who are
struggling to pay $250 to $300 a megalitre, and this
government it is beginning to pay $5000 per megalitre,
plus the cost of pumping that water over the Great
Dividing Range.
It is a cruel hoax on the people of northern Victoria that
this government will be using the drought, using the
stressed circumstances of people in that region, to
actually justify turning on the desalination plant. The
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
says that it does not cost that much. I do not know
which bit of the full cost of running the desalination
plant she cannot see. If you go to the
PricewaterhouseCoopers figures it says it costs
$730 million a year to pay for the desalination plant and
run it at full capacity. If you do the arithmetic and
divide that by 150 000 megalitres, it comes out to
nearly $5000 per megalitre. How can a struggling
farmer in northern Victoria be expected to pay for that
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water? This is a cruel hoax by a government that just
does not care about country Victoria.

Former government performance
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — It is a pleasure to join
the debate, particularly coming off the back of the
previous speaker, the member for Murray Plains, who
is the current Leader of The Nationals, until the new
member for Euroa takes over that role. I suggest that if
the Leader of The Nationals were genuine about his
concern about water costs, he would not have presided
over the wastage in the Office of Living Victoria —
that scandalous waste of public resources that the
former Auditor-General, Des Pearson, reported on to
this place, where they were partying it up in that office
there and the then minister’s mates were employed. Of
course it was a scandalous waste — I think some
$29 million worth of taxpayers resources were wasted. I
think before the member starts a discussion about the
use of public resources and the cost of water, we ought
to acknowledge the failed performance of that minister
when he was in government not too long ago.
Today I wish to grieve for Victoria after having put up
with four years of those opposite in government. After
nearly one year of the Andrews Labor government
fixing those problems that those opposite created and
putting in place great policies that the Victorian people
voted for, getting on with the job and delivering on
those commitments, it is worth reflecting on the reasons
why those opposite lost the election. Of course they
have done some reflecting themselves, and I have to
say I agree with some parts of the Good Government
for Victoria — Review of the 2014 State Election report,
written by the Liberal Party of Australia Victoria
division, particularly the parts that discuss the fact that
they were not ever ready for government — I think they
would all concede that that is probably true — and that
their policies were not developed. I would use language
like, ‘There were thought bubbles that they had done no
serious work on and that Victorians paid the price for’.
But of course the report glosses over — it does not even
touch on — some of the substantive issues which the
Victorian people took into account in the run-up to the
last election when they duly gave those opposite the
boot from office. I take members back, particularly
those members who were not here during the last term
of the Parliament, to the chaos in this place. It is hard to
remember because we have had a year of stable
government. We have been getting on with the job and
delivering on our commitments. We have been
focusing on health, education and jobs and on so many
policy areas. Members can contrast that with the chaos
of just over 12 months ago and the sense of panic and
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desperation in the chamber when the then member for
Frankston, Geoff Shaw, was effectively calling the
shots. It was not only opposition members who did not
know what the former government was going to do.
The government itself did not know what it was going
to do, because it was waiting for Geoff to tell it what it
was doing. It was an absolute state of chaos.
We also had a plethora of promises that those opposite
had made to the Victorian people prior to the 2010
election and which they duly went about breaking. On
top of that we had cuts to core services, which I will
talk about in a moment. It is fair to say that if you go to
the Victorian people saying that there will be no cuts,
and then you hack into TAFE, you hack into schools,
you hack into hospitals, you have a war with ambulance
paramedics and you have dysfunctional government,
Victorians have shown that even though it does not
happen often they will get rid of a first-term
government. They got rid of those opposite, and I say,
‘Good on them’. We remember that.
One thing that is important to note in the report that the
Liberal Party prepared is that — and I think the Deputy
Premier mentioned this in his contribution — members
opposite did not accept that they had lost the election.
When we lost the 2010 election it is fair to say that we
had to accept that we had been tossed out by the
Victorian people. We fronted up to that, we took the
medicine and we said, ‘Okay, how do we recast our
policies? How do we go back and engage with the
Victorian people?’. We found out their priorities,
engaged and listened to people and talked to them at
public meetings and then we came out with a set of
policies and put them forward, while holding those
opposite to account. Let us just say that it was not too
hard to hold those opposite to account because of their
appalling performance.
Those opposite see themselves as experts in financial
management. They like to talk about how they were
great financial managers, but we know what happened
while they were in government. We saw the
unemployment rate rise from 4.9 per cent to 6.8 per
cent. We had a massive climb in unemployment, which
meant that people were out of work. Youth
employment hit a 15-year high, going up to 21.1 per
cent. That was bad in sections of Melbourne, but it was
particularly bad in rural Victoria. But we did not hear a
boo from The Nationals when it came to young people
in their electorates losing jobs. In fact what we saw
were further cuts to TAFE and mooted cuts to programs
like the School Focused Youth Service, which the
previous government had to abandon.
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We remember coming into this place and learning
about large employers leaving this state — Ford,
Holden, Toyota, Alcoa — and the cuts at Qantas. There
was a sense of chaos, business confidence was down,
and large and small employers were packing up shop
and leaving this state because of the chaos of those
opposite.
What we have seen since the election of the Andrews
Labor government has been in very stark contrast
indeed. We have now got the economy growing at
2.5 per cent, which is up from the pathetic 1 per cent
that we saw under those opposite — —
Mr Wynne — 2.5 per cent?
Mr BROOKS — Two and a half per cent, which is
higher than in New South Wales. The Andrews Labor
government is getting people back to work and business
confidence is up. We have got the Back to Work Act
2015 through the Parliament and we have payroll tax
relief for companies that employ long-term
unemployed and retrenched workers. A program that I
really support is the $200 million Future Industries
Fund for the key sectors that have the best chance to
grow jobs in Victoria.
In my part of Melbourne, the northern suburbs, the food
and fibre sector is an important growth sector which
provides employment opportunities for young people
and older workers. As the manufacturing industry goes
through significant change and we see the impact of the
automotive industry closures that I mentioned, being
able to transition into food production and processing is
so important. International education is another area
that is key to driving Victoria’s prosperity. There is
pharmaceutical and medical technology — and I could
go on. These are important policy areas that the
Andrews Labor government is getting on with.
If we go back to the time of the previous government,
beyond the 12-month period, we think about education
and skills. We heard a great synopsis of that period
from the Deputy Premier earlier today. We saw
$1.2 billion cut from TAFE. We saw an exodus of
TAFE teachers from the system. We saw courses being
cut and campuses closed — campuses like
Greensborough, which services my electorate, and
Lilydale. Our government is reinvesting in TAFE
through the $300 million TAFE Rescue Fund, and
opening up those campuses to provide training
opportunities for the people who need them.
In the education area we saw capital spending on
schools overall drop to half of what it was under the
previous Labor government. That means you are not
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building schools that are needed in growth areas and
you are not replacing the existing stock of school
buildings and so you have maintenance backlogs that
grow. We saw those opposite do nothing to address the
problem with school capital.
We remember the promise made by those opposite
when they were in opposition to make Victorian
teachers not the worst paid but the best paid teachers in
Australia, which was an obvious lie to the Victorian
people. It was a promise that was never kept, and
hopefully Victorian teachers will remember that.
We saw funding cuts to programs like the Victorian
certificate of applied learning. Coordination funding
was slashed. Reading Recovery funding was scrapped.
The School Start bonus of $300 for needy families was
scrapped. Free Fruit Friday, a program to get kids
eating healthy food at a relatively modest cost to the
budget, was scrapped. The government failed to
provide the funding that it should have provided under
the Gonski National Education Reform Agreement,
even though the previous government said in this place,
in committees and in other places that it was meeting
those responsibilities. What is clear now is that that was
never the case.
The education maintenance allowance was a payment
made to struggling families to help with the basic costs
of education. It was a relatively modest cost on the
education budget, but that too was scrapped by those
opposite. I am really proud to be part of a government
that has introduced programs to replace the education
maintenance allowance through camps, excursions,
breakfast, uniform and books programs.
The other key area where those opposite completely
failed was the health system. We saw massive cuts to
the health system. The previous government promised
800 hospital beds when it was in opposition but failed
to deliver them. As I said before, it went to war with
Victorian paramedics and $1 billion was cut from the
Victorian health system. In contrast, Labor will invest
$1.38 billion in hospitals, ambulances and health
programs over the next four years: $970 million to meet
the growing demand in our hospitals over the next four
years and a $60 million boost through a program to
tackle elective surgery waiting lists. We have reinstated
the whooping cough vaccine to help newborn babies. I
cannot believe that those opposite actually cut the
whooping cough vaccine program. We have a great
legislative initiative to help parents who have children
suffering a range of conditions through legalising
medicinal cannabis.
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When I think of Labor’s achievements in health I
visualise things like the Austin Hospital, a project out
my way some time ago that was built by the then Labor
government. The Royal Children’s Hospital is another
project of the previous Labor government. One that I
had the chance to have a look at the other day, which is
yet to be completed but which will be fantastic, is the
$1 billion Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre at
Parkville. This project was started by Labor. It was a
Labor concept and it will be completed by Labor on
time and on budget just like the Royal Children’s
Hospital will be finished on time and on budget. The
cancer centre was started by Labor and it will be
finished by Labor. I will be very proud to be there when
it is opened, because cancer is something that touches
so many Victorian families.
In relation to ambulance services, despite the increase
in demand for ambulance services that occurs through
population growth and an ageing population, we have
already seen a 9 per cent increase in ambulance services
in the previous quarter, and response times have
improved by 3 per cent under this government since the
same time last year. This demonstrates that if you work
with ambulance paramedics, as opposed to waging war
on them, you have more chance of reforming the
system and making sure that ambulances get to people
in a timely manner. Again, that is not something I heard
mentioned in the Liberal Party’s review of its election
loss, but I would have thought it was a pretty obvious
reason why those opposite find themselves in
opposition instead of government. It is obvious and
common sense.
The other area I want to touch on is transport, and
public transport in particular. Those opposite made a
promise when they came to office to provide some
40 new trains over eight years, and only seven were
actually delivered. This follows a pattern of promises
and failure to deliver — for example, Avalon Airport
rail link, Doncaster rail, Rowville rail and Southland
station. Those opposite were talking up, talking big and
then failing to deliver.
The Andrews Labor government is getting on with the
job, with projects like the Melbourne Metro rail tunnel
and Mernda rail, and ordering new train sets and trams.
There is also the level crossing removal project. We
will get on with the job of removing 50 of Melbourne’s
most congested and dangerous level crossings — 20 as
part of our first term commitment. A great project is the
$100 million renovation and refurbishment of Flinders
Street station. We remember the hilarious drawing
competition that those opposite had, the $1 million
design competition that led absolutely nowhere, as it
was always going to.
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In conclusion, the Liberal Party’s review of its 2014
election performance, which is scathing in parts but
fails to acknowledge a whole range of areas, goes to the
theme that we hear so often in this place from those
opposite. They refuse to accept that they lost the last
election, that they were a bad government and that they
were duly booted out. If they accept that proposition
and try to rebuild their policies and their connections
with the Victorian people from there, they might stand
a chance at the next election.
Instead those opposite are trying to put forward the
view that they were robbed, that the Victorian people
got it wrong and that it was not their fault. It was
everybody else’s fault, it was the unions, but it was not
them. I suggest that, if they want to see who was
responsible for their election loss, they should look in
the mirror. That is highlighted on page 23 of report
under the heading ‘Preparation for government’.
In their review those opposite are already planning for a
return to government. They are already assuming they
will get elected. They have already got a proposal for a
ministerial staff handbook, for staff members in
ministers offices to undertake comprehensive training;
for the establishment of a strategy and priorities unit;
and for communications to be handled by the Premier’s
office. It just goes to show that they think Victorians
got it wrong. They did not get it wrong; they were right
to boot those opposite out of office.

Government performance
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — As the Andrews
Labor government reaches one year in office I grieve
for the people of Victoria, who have paid a very high
price for the economic incompetence and financial
recklessness of this government. A modern Labor
government is what Victorians were promised. Instead
we get a throwback to the debt and deficit that marked
the days of Cain and Kirner. The performance of a
government on financial matters is a critical component
of its ability to deliver for Victorians. In this grievance
debate I will take the house through a number of
indicators of economic management so that Victorians
can judge for themselves whether this Labor
government has kept its promises and whether it has
been good for the people of this state.
Let us start with jobs. Jobs are vital, not just for the
economy but for the families and the communities that
depend upon them. A decent-paying job is the best
form of social security yet devised. What did Labor
inherit from the coalition government just a year ago?
Here is what the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS)
says. In the four years of coalition government, Victoria
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created more jobs than any state in the country. That
bears repeating: in the four years of coalition
government Victoria created more jobs than any other
state in the country — more than New South Wales,
more than Queensland and even more than the mining
boom state of Western Australia. Victoria was the
leading jobs engine room of the country under the
coalition. In just the coalition’s final year in office
Victoria created 77 700 new jobs, and 34 300 of those
were full-time jobs. Victoria was creating more jobs
than the rest of the country when this government was
sworn into office. What has happened since then?
The very first thing this Labor government did upon
coming to office was to rip up the contract for the
largest piece of job-creating infrastructure in this state’s
recent history. Ripping up the east–west link did not
only cost taxpayers over $857 million and counting; it
cost over 7000 Victorians secure, well-paid jobs. It is
absolutely emblematic of this government that the thing
it is best known for, the thing it is most notorious for
after a year in office, is destroying an infrastructure
project that cost hundreds of millions of dollars and
thousands upon thousands of Victorian jobs. This is the
legacy of this government. It is one that will define its
members, it is one that will haunt them and follow them
around like a bad smell for the rest of their days and it
is one that Victorians will not forget and will not
forgive.
We should remember that Labor promised to create
100 000 full-time jobs in its first two years in office.
Here is the little red book of Chairman Dan: Back to
Work — Victorian Labor’s Plan for 100 000 Jobs. It
says it is going to create up to 100 000 new jobs in
Victoria over the next two years. If that was not clear
enough, the then Leader of the Opposition put out a
press release in October saying there would be
100 000 full-time jobs. Let us be in no doubt that the
member for Mulgrave said, ‘If you make me Premier, I
will create 100 000 new full-time jobs in Victoria over
two years’.
To do that you need 4166 new full-time jobs per month.
After 10 months of ABS stats, how are they going?
Have they got those 4166 new full-time jobs yet? No.
Since Labor was sworn in, Victoria has created only
4429 new full-time jobs, barely enough for a single
month of its commitment. Labor is still over
37 000 jobs short of its target for 10 months and
95 000 jobs short of its target for two years. This is a
clear broken promise from a government that said, ‘We
will fight for every job’. Remember that cant coming
from the Leader of the Opposition, as he then was, how
under an Andrews government he would fight for every
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job? The only job he is fighting for is his own. That is
all he cares about.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — He certainly did not fight for
the former Minister for Small Business, Innovation and
Trade, did he? Maybe you might say, ‘Well, is it just
Victoria? Maybe it is happening all over the country’.
Let us look at New South Wales. We often look north
of the border to see how they are going. Let us see how
New South Wales is going. In the same time that the
Premier has created 4429 new full-time jobs, Mike
Baird in New South Wales has created 131 000 new
full-time jobs. In fact, 94 per cent of the full-time jobs
in the country created since December last year have
been created in the state of New South Wales. What is
Victoria’s share of this national jobs growth? It is 3 per
cent — barely a rounding error. That is how absolutely
pathetic the performance of this Andrews Labor
government is on jobs. If this were a state of origin
match in job creation, the Premier and the Treasurer
would not just have been beaten, they would have been
smashed out of the park.
And why would they not be smashed out of the park
when you look at how poorly their flagship Back to
Work program has performed? The government said
this $100 million Back to Work program would create
these 100 000 new full-time jobs over two years. If it
was going to achieve that it needed 12 500 jobs a
quarter, every three months. How many jobs did it get
In its first three months of operation? It was not
12 500 jobs. It was not even 1250 jobs. It was 164. On
the positive side, this was a success rate of 1.3 per cent.
On the downside, it was a failure rate of 98.7 per cent.
If job creation is a key measure of the economic
credentials of a government, the first year of the
Andrews Labor government has been one of broken
promises and one of failure.
Let me turn to the budget. At the election Treasury
confirmed that Victoria’s finances were the strongest in
the country. It was the only state with a budget in
surplus and a stable AAA credit rating from both
agencies, surpluses over the forward estimates totalling
$9.1 billion, debt forecast to decline — not just related
to gross state product but actually declining in real
dollar terms. These are not my claims, these are
Treasury’s facts, and they are in the pre-election budget
outlook.
Remember Labor members’ promises before the
election? ‘We will not reduce the forecast surpluses’,
they said. ‘We will not increase net debt’, they said.
‘Each and every one of our promises is fully costed and
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fully funded’, they said. Labor promised everything but
to respect the electorate in the morning. In essence
Labor’s promise was this: it said, ‘We know the
coalition has fixed the finances from the mess that we
left behind. We know that Victorians understand budget
management is critical to our state’s future. But we
have learnt our lesson. We will not do it again, scouts
honour’. What a fraud on the people of Victoria those
hollow promises turned out to be. In Labor’s first
budget it did not maintain the surpluses as it promised,
it spent them; it slashed them by 46 per cent. Instead of
surpluses of $9.1 billion over four years, Labor spent an
extra $4.2 billion. And on what? We know about the
dirty deals that Labor did with its mates in the public
sector unions to get elected. We know that union
members were not out there handing out how-to-vote
cards in fake uniforms because they wanted a bit of
vitamin D, it was not to enjoy the sunshine. We know it
was because they had done dirty deals with taxpayers
money. That is how Labor got elected. It was bad
enough that it rorted the Parliament’s budget, but it also
went and rorted the public purse by making dodgy
payoff deals to its union mates. And now we are finding
out just what that is costing Victorians.
With the release of the annual financial report recently,
the scale of the blowout in public sector wages is
becoming clearer, because between just the May budget
this year, Labor’s budget, and the end of the financial
year — around about two months — Labor increased
public sector wages by $356 million. That is a
$356 million blowout between the May budget and the
end of the financial year on 30 June. And we know it is
not spending the money on coppers. It is not spending it
on protective services officers. There are no more
police officers; there are actually fewer police officers
than when Labor came to government. In fact, we know
it is going on grubby deals with public sector unions.
There was the Treasurer on Jon Faine’s radio program
on the 19th of this month, saying:
I have certainly told meetings of union officials … what our
wages policy is.

I am sure he has. It cannot be that difficult to say, ‘Take
what you want. Here is a blank cheque I have signed
for you’. That is this government’s wages policy. I
mean, at one level, I remember Ronald Reagan used to
say, ‘You gotta dance with the one who brung ya’, and
there is no question that this Labor government is in
office because of the dodgy deals it did with public
sector unions, and it is the public and the taxpayers who
are getting ripped off.
What has this government done to Victoria’s budget?
Here is what the Auditor-General says:
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The cancellation of the EWL —

east–west link —
project … means that at 30 June 2015 the state had an
obligation to repay the funding.
…
… This means that the net result from transactions for the
general government sector would change from a surplus to a
loss of $286 million …

In one year in office, the Auditor-General says, Labor
has driven Victoria’s budget into deficit. This is the
Auditor-General of Victoria — a constitutional officer,
an independent officer of this Parliament,
unimpeachable we would have thought — and he said
that Labor has driven this government’s budget,
Victoria’s budget, into deficit in less than one year,
something that Labor promised would never, ever
happen.
Let us look at debt. Again, Labor promised that it
would not increase debt. What has been the truth of its
first year in office? The annual financial report shows
that under this government’s financial incompetence we
have seen debt increase by $1.1 billion for the 2014–15
year. But that is not even the worst of it. Having hiked
it up by $1.1 billion to 30 June, in the next three months
Labor went on another spending spree. In the last three
months debt has increased by a further $673 million.
Labor is borrowing $7.2 million a day every day, and
this from a government that promised not to increase
debt.
Giving this Labor Party access to Victoria’s Treasury is
like giving teenagers a credit card and the keys to the
liquor cabinet. It is not just messy, it is dangerous. In
the quarterly financial statement that explains this
blowout the government says — and I am quoting the
government:
Net debt increased by $673 million to $23.0 billion in the
quarter, mainly reflecting the progressive delivery of the
government’s infrastructure program.

What infrastructure program? Where is the West Gate
distributor? That was a flagship road project. It was
killed off. It did not even make it to the very first
budget. What about Metro 1, Metro 2, Metro 6? Who
knows how many Metros we are going to have. What
we are not seeing is any shovels in the ground.
Remember Labor’s mantra: shovel-ready projects.
There are no shovel-ready projects. The only thing that
Labor has been digging, apart from a financial black
hole for Victorians, are projects funded by the former
coalition government. That is all it has got.

GRIEVANCES
5014

ASSEMBLY

Look at east–west link: $857 million, and counting, of
money wasted. This Treasurer, Tim Pallas, will wear
the comment that it is ‘money well spent’ like a crown
of thorns, I can promise him that now. He said it was
money well spent. I saw the looks of horror on the faces
of the backbenchers when that arrogant man got to the
dispatch box and said wasting $857 million was money
well spent. This is a government that has cut the
infrastructure budget by 24 per cent, so $6.2 billion
fewer projects and fewer jobs for Victoria.
On taxes, the only agenda this government has is new
taxes and higher taxes. There is no agenda for tax
reform other than increasing taxes and making
Victorian families pay more. Let us look at
microeconomic reform. This about sums up this
government’s microeconomic reform agenda, and again
I am quoting from the recently released Quarterly
Financial Report, note 22:
Effective from 22 September 2015, the Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission ceased to exist.

You have got to love the Orwellian language: it has just
been sort of liquidated in room 101 there. But we have
a government that does not believe in competition and
certainly does not believe in efficiency. It has no
agenda. It has no financial agenda, it has no
infrastructure agenda, it has no tax agenda, it has no
productivity agenda. Government members have no
agenda other than to look after their own jobs and look
after their union mates, and to rort, and to rort and to
rort.
That is what this government is all about. Even I am
surprised at how quickly it has made colossal economic
and financial blunders that are hurting Victorians.
Victorians will remember that this government has
driven them into deficit, this government has killed off
infrastructure projects, this government has let Victoria
lag in job creation. This government, for the damage it
is doing, faces the prospect of being a one-term
government, and that cannot come soon enough.

Former government performance
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I suppose I should
start by responding to the member for Malvern, but I
was not listening. I think there was something about
hating unions and being a one-term government — I do
not know.
I rise to grieve for four years of neglect under the
former government. I am really not pleased to be
speaking today. I would rather be talking about the four
North Ballarat Rebels who are off to the AFL.
Congratulations to Phil Partington and the team,
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particularly Daniel Rioli, who is going to be playing for
the Richmond Football Club — the mighty Tigers. It is
part of our 36-year plan, I think, to win the grand final.
I have really mixed feelings about speaking in today’s
grievance debate. After the election in November last
year I wanted to put the neglect of Victoria behind me.
But that is not possible, because four years of neglect
by the former government will affect Victorians and
Victoria for years to come. This is something that
continues to make me very unhappy. But Victoria is
changing. No longer is Victoria governed by a coalition
that neglects the needs of its citizens across the state.
Victorians made a choice — —
Mr R. Smith — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms KNIGHT — At the last election Victorians
made a choice to elect the Andrews Labor government,
and it has not wasted a day in getting on with the job of
governing, implementing its policies and delivering the
projects Victorians said they wanted. That is a very big
change from the approach we were used to over the
previous four years. I am really proud of the dedication
shown by members of the government in getting on
with those policies and election commitments. I am
really proud that we are very different from our
predecessors and determined not to neglect Victoria and
the people who live in our state.
I grieve for four years of neglect of regional Victoria
under the former government. It may have talked about
regional Victoria occasionally, but people across our
state know that the Liberal Party never changes. It
always puts Melbourne first, second and third, and the
regions are ignored. The Nationals are the same; they
might talk a good game, but they fall in line with the
Liberal Party every single time. The former
government’s approach to regional Victoria was very
clear: just throw a few scraps out. It was a disgrace.
TAFEs were closing, businesses were shutting up shop
and kids were moving away from home for work or
study.
When it came to infrastructure, we were all but
forgotten out in regional Victoria, despite the fact that
one in four Victorians live outside of Melbourne. That
is really a very big slice of our state. The opportunity to
improve the infrastructure that supports communities
and economies across our state was wasted, the chance
to grow jobs in regional Victoria passed over.
Government attention to growing regional jobs was
sorely needed. As a consequence of the former
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government’s neglect, regional unemployment rose
from 5.3 per cent to 6.8 per cent. The rise in
unemployment was not uniform across regional
Victoria; in my community, according to regional
labour force data, the unemployment rate rose from
3.8 per cent at the start of the former government’s term
to 8.3 per cent. Today the unemployment rate outside
Melbourne is down to about 5 per cent. That is a direct
result of a government that sees regional Victoria as an
integral part of our state. In the Ballarat region the
unemployment rate is down from 8.3 per cent in
October last year to 6.7 per cent in October this year. I
really welcome that improvement.
We saw regional TAFEs on their knees through the
neglect of regional Victoria by the former government.
Campuses were closed, and I know in my electorate
courses were cut. That reduces the future opportunities
for regional Victorians. The Andrews government is
supporting TAFE and not cutting it. We are seeing
TAFE campuses opening rather than closing. As
regional Victoria was neglected, so too was our
education system and the kids whose futures depend on
it. Education is one of the most important areas of
government activity, because it defines the
opportunities for young people in our state. Education
and learning are what we owe children when we bring
them into this world.
The previous government did not have this
understanding, nor did it seem to care about the future
of our kids in Victoria. It cut support to schools, and
this affected kids. The cut that I was most angry about
was to the education maintenance allowance (EMA).
Neglecting those who are most in need is
unconscionable. I remember how important the EMA
was to me in helping to send my kids to school and
provide them with the same opportunities as everyone
else. Every member of the former government should
be ashamed of the cuts to the EMA.
There were whopping cuts to education over the four
disastrous years of neglect under the former
government, including the $800 million shortfall in
Gonski funding that we came across once we were
elected and started working. These are just dollars
though; the figures actually mean that the Liberals were
neglecting our future. Kids all across the state were
going to school and learning in second-rate classrooms,
and that is not acceptable.
It is why the Andrews Labor government delivered the
single biggest education budget in Victoria’s history
and why this government has put in place supports that
will make sure all kids are able to participate fully in
school regardless of their family’s income. We care
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about every kid having the same opportunities as the
next kid, and we care about giving kids the foundations
they need to get out there in the workforce and excel in
whatever it is they decide to do. We care about kids
having breakfast and having the opportunity to go on a
school camp. The Andrews Labor government’s focus
on education means we are putting kids first. With the
school breakfast program — something really close to
my heart — kids will have a full tummy and the best
start to the day they can have. The introduction of the
Camps, Sports and Excursions Fund means all kids will
be able to go on camp, see more of Australia and learn
in different ways — not just the kids whose parents can
afford it.
As I mentioned before, the neglect of our schools and
the kids who learn in them then extended to the Gonski
funding. This funding was intended to boost funding
where it was needed most. Supporting the kids who
most need additional support is absolutely critical to
ending that neglect in our education system. The
Andrews government is making sure the Gonski
funding gets to schools. I will provide an example in
my area. Next year Delacombe Primary School will
receive over $440 000 in additional funding. Putting an
end to the former government’s neglect of Delacombe
Primary School will make a huge difference to the kids
who go there, to their families and to the community, as
Gonski funding will for kids right across Victoria.
I was really angry when I first heard about the Liberal
cuts to TAFE. I could not understand why you would
cut TAFE, particularly out in the regions. Why on earth
would anyone do that? Why would anyone cut funding
to some of our community’s most vulnerable people?
Why would a government make life even harder for
them? Why would a government neglect their interests
so much that getting a job would become harder than it
already was? Where on earth were the skilled workers
of the future to gain their skills? The former
government ripped the guts out of TAFE, leaving
thousands of people across the state not knowing what
to do next. This affected older workers made redundant
from workplaces, who did not have a chance to reskill.
Younger students wanting to learn in areas that
university does not cover were left in the lurch. The
long-term unemployed were faced with yet another
barrier to getting a job.
The Victorian Training Market Report 2014 shows that
Victoria’s most vulnerable people missed out on
training and jobs after the Liberals’ TAFE cuts. These
were regional students, trainees, people with disabilities
and disadvantaged learners. They all missed out
because of the Liberals’ cuts to TAFE. For a lot of
regional and rural people TAFE was the only accessible
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form of further education. As I said before, TAFE is an
area that is close to my heart. I spoke to a lot of people
in my electorate who were directly affected by the
TAFE cuts. They told me about the struggles they were
facing because of those cuts.
I am so proud of the TAFE Rescue Fund that is
pumping $320 million into saving campuses across the
state. That means we are giving people across Victoria,
including regional Victoria, a chance at a better future.
Not everyone wants to go to university; we actually do
not want everybody to go to university. We need
diversity in training and diversity in skills. People need
other options, and that is exactly what TAFE does. It
gives people a chance to develop their skills, and that in
turn provides greater opportunities. Victoria needs
those skilled workers. To me, that is a no-brainer: give
people options to learn and educate themselves and
they will absolutely use them.
The former government spent four years neglecting
Ballarat. Action was not taken and opportunities went
begging. Just last week I was at Eureka Stadium with
the member for Buninyong and the Minister for
Regional Development. We were there with
representatives of the City of Ballarat, and I take this
opportunity to congratulate the City of Ballarat on how
it is delivering this project funded by the Andrews
government. It was fantastic to see the progress being
made there. Again, congratulations to everyone who is
involved in that project. It is exciting to see the scale of
the work and how quickly it is happening. We are
absolutely on track for AFL regular season games in
2017. But it is work that could have happened four
years ago. This venue could already have been hosting
AFL games and all other manner of events, and Ballarat
could have realised the economic benefit that comes
with them. The former government showed its neglect
of Ballarat very early in the piece when it made a
decision not to fund the Eureka precinct project; it was
not a priority.
The former government’s neglect also extended to the
precinct surrounding the Ballarat railway station. It is
such an underutilised piece of land in the centre of
Ballarat with nothing but potential. In a media release
of 9 November the Minister for Regional Development
said the project:
… is expected to create around 140 local jobs and leverage
over $30 million in private sector investment.
It will revitalise Ballarat’s CBD into a commercial and
cultural hub and act as a catalyst for ongoing investment
opportunities and job creation.
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The former government neglected this opportunity for
jobs, economic development and revitalisation of an
asset with so much potential for Ballarat.
Earlier I touched on the former government’s neglect of
jobs across regional Victoria. This took a terrible toll.
According to the Australian Bureau of Statistics, there
are almost 1000 fewer unemployed people in the
Ballarat region compared to 12 months ago and there
are around 1000 more people employed. This is great
news for my community.
Having a job makes a huge difference to a person who
just wants to work. It makes a difference to their family,
and it makes a difference to their local community —
my local community. I am proud of the steps this
Andrews government is taking to invest in the future of
regional communities, and I am particularly proud of
the investments being made in Ballarat. On looking at
just a couple of them, we can see how government
attention rather than neglect can boost employment in a
city like Ballarat.
The redevelopment of Eureka Stadium will provide
long-term economic benefits, as will the redevelopment
of the railway precinct. That means jobs that bring
economic benefits to the community and adds to the
health and wellbeing of that community, which is so
very, very important. This is the kind of long-term
effect from being attendant to the needs of regional
Victoria — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Government performance
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to contribute to the
grievance debate. For those in the gallery or those
watching online, the grievance debate is a great
tradition — it is a 2-hour airing of grievances that
occurs every third Wednesday in this house. It is close
to the holiday season, but it is not Festivus. Frank
Costanza is not here, although I reckon he would acquit
himself very well, possibly in talking about infestation.
There are no feats of strength, no aluminium pole. We
are not going to be using this time to debate a private
members bill or motions; nothing substantive will come
of this debate, but it is our turn and I will contribute
because I know how much those opposite enjoy hearing
the Greens speak in this place.
It has been a year almost to the day since the state
election and the election of the member for Melbourne.
I had to wait a bit longer before I knew I had the
privilege of representing the people of Prahran. The fact
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that this house spends 2 hours every week on these
debates or so-called matters of public importance, when
it is generally a very important matter to slag off either
the current government or the previous government, is
just another example of what a farce the process of this
Legislative Assembly has become.
It is a lovely building. If it were not such a lovely
building, I swear we would knock it down and start
again because this Parliament should not just be used as
an arm of the government of the day. It is a place where
the government of the day and ministers should be held
accountable. We have a complete lack of responsibility
by ministers. They do not even have to read their
second-reading speech when introducing a bill; they
just incorporate it into Hansard. We can read it later.
We may as well do Parliament by correspondence.
We have a refusal of ministers to attend the
adjournment debate and respond in person. Instead we
get a written response that is not even included in
Hansard.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — The member makes a good point:
we still have an outdated practice of starting the
Parliament’s proceedings each day with the Lord’s
Prayer. We have a refusal to go into consideration in
detail of bills despite the clear election promise to do
so. We had a promise that Dorothy Dixers would be
gone, but they have just been replaced by ministers
statements. We see it in the use of the legislative
guillotine to limit debate on critical bills, and then on
minor technical bills they filibuster to take up time. It is
clear that parliaments work best not when there is a
majority government but when there is a minority
government, just like there was in the last federal
Parliament.
On government performance, you would have to say
that when it comes to this government it is clear it is a
divided one. We have seen it with the factional wars in
just the first year of government — the influence of the
right-wing SDA, and that private school funding bill
which went against the principles of Gonski and
essentially was a 25 per cent tax on the funding of
public schools. We have seen it in the leaks and we
have seen it with the conflict; it is the sort of stuff you
would expect from a party languishing in opposition,
not from a first-term government. It seems that fighting
over the spoils of government was worth more than
actually being in government. But if there is one thing
that the Greens can help the government with, it is
unity. I am sure that there is nothing more that unites
the warring factions than their opposition to the Greens,
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because there is no point fighting over the spoils if there
are no spoils to fight over.
There is a cloud hanging over this government, with the
allegations of rorting staff entitlements to fund its
election campaign. We have the continued influence of
property and gambling industry donations and the
refusal of this government to do anything about it,
despite the Ombudsman’s report tabled today with the
recommendation that the Victorian government
consider the issues raised in the report, in particular
whether there should be restrictions on donations to
candidates and political parties by property developers
and whether details of all donations to a candidate or
political party should be required to be published on a
publicly available register within 30 days of a relevant
election.
There is a cloud hanging over this government, but on a
positive note it is good to see that in many respects
instead of Labor engaging in a race to the bottom with
the Liberal Party, as has so often been the case with
politics, it is engaging in a race to the top with the
Greens. We welcome those steps in the right direction,
given the reversing of some of the worst coalition
policies of the previous government. But if you want to
join us in a race to the top, you have to catch up,
because as I said in my contribution to the debate on the
budget, this is a government that says a lot about what it
wants to do to Victoria but it is not taking the necessary
steps to make it happen.
It is a government that says it wants to save TAFE, but
it will not abandon the failed market contestability
model that is destroying it that Labor implemented. The
government says it wants to become the education state
but walks away from the principles of Gonski and
needs-based funding. It says it wants to support clean
energy but it does not even have a plan for the phasing
out of our dirtiest power stations or a permanent ban on
coal seam gas. The government says it wants to protect
the environment, but it will not commit to creating the
Great Forest National Park and is continuing to allow
logging in our native forests. The government says it
wants to create better public transport, but it will not
commit to building Doncaster, Rowville or airport rail.
The government says it wants to support equality but it
is still leaving in blanket exemptions for religious
organisations and schools to discriminate. It says it
wants to improve integrity but it is still happy to accept
donations from developers and is refusing to do
anything about political donations reform.
When raising these issues, we get the typical response
from the government. It says, ‘We’re just meeting our
election commitments’. That is a worthy goal, given the
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litany of broken promises from previous governments.
But it is very easy to keep your promises on areas like
the environment and clean energy when you do not
actually make any. It is very easy to keep your promises
on political donations when you do not actually make
any. This government needs to step up and deliver a
bolder, better vision for Victoria.
Of course there are other areas where this government
is on the wrong track. For example, its bizarre shutting
down of sustainable commercial fishing; its bizarre
attack on local governments and lifting funds out of
their budgets with rate capping; its obsession with
costly road projects, funded through public-private
partnerships, letting Transurban set our transport
priorities; the port sale which will damage our
economy, particularly rural economies; and its refusal
to take advantage of record low interest rates to fund
infrastructure.
I will touch on the performance of the opposition,
because it is difficult being a first-term opposition.
There are two terms I would use to describe the
opposition — that is, negative and the same old
Liberals. We do not have a positive vision for Victoria
from the Liberals, just an approach to tear down, to
criticise, to complain without proposing any alternative,
with no direction, no vision and no ambition for this
state other than to squeeze back into government. We
just have their same old policies.
Ms Victoria interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — They will get to policies when it
comes time. That must be reassuring to the people of
Victoria. We heard there was a big plan to combat the
Greens in Liberal-held seats — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Prahran should not respond to
interjections.
Mr HIBBINS — We heard that the Liberals were
going to shine a light on Greens’ policies. I welcome
that and will return the favour because they have the
same old policies — the same old $18 billion east–west
link that the voters rejected. No party can ever have any
credibility on public transport or finance if they still
have a policy of building the $18 billion east–west link
that we would be paying for for generations to come.
They still have the same old policy on TAFE — the
disaster of the TAFE marketisation policy of the past
two governments; the TAFE cuts from the previous
government; the disasters, the campus closures, the
courses cancelled, the financial pressures on our TAFE,
the rise of dodgy private providers, the useless
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qualifications and the rorting of the taxpayer. Their
policy is exactly the same as the one they held in
government.
We heard that they did not get a good environment
story during the election; however, they still have the
same environment policy, which is essentially not to
have one. They are still clinging to the old industries
that are on the way out and being the roadblocks in the
way of transition out of old industries — logging in our
native forests, coal-fired power stations — to diverse,
sustainable industries with a skilled workforce.
We were promised that this would be a new socially
progressive Liberal Party, with free votes and support
for LGBTI equality, yet we have seen its members have
a forced vote, compelled to block the achievement of
adoption equality in full — though would a free vote
have helped? It was telling that every single Liberal MP
voted against adoption equality in full. It is the same
conservative, far-right, look-after-your-mates Liberal
Party that is out of touch with the mainstream, out of
touch with progressive, forward-thinking Victorians.
Although at times over the year it has been quite
antagonistic in the chamber, I have to say I have been
pretty pleased with the compliment we constantly get
from the government. I am not sure which genius
decided it, but it was a great idea — a great insult of the
Greens — to call us a ‘political party’. It is great to
have recognition from none other than the government
of the day that the Greens are not a single-issue party,
we are not a protest party, we are a genuine,
fair-dinkum political party, and more and more voters
are seeing that we are a genuine, fair-dinkum
alternative to the old political parties in this place.
We were called I think at one stage a think tank by
some commentators, but thanks to voters we are here
elected as legislators. We hear from the government,
‘The Greens can say all these things, but they will never
achieve them’. Well, we put up a bill to end the FOI
exemption for the Alcoa coal-fired power plant so that
it could be held accountable for its mine
rehabilitation — voted down by the government. We
put forward a reference for a parliamentary inquiry into
reforming political donations — voted down by the
government. We put forward amendments to prevent
cruelty to animals and to stop the use of sow stalls and
battery cages for hens — voted down by the
government.
What is the plan here? Are government members going
to go to the next election and say, ‘The Greens said they
were going to do all these things. We stopped them
from doing them, therefore vote for us, not them’? The
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Greens have two proposed private members bills, one
from the member for Melbourne to ban developer
donations to political parties and one from me to get rid
of the religious exemptions in the Equal Opportunity
Act 2010. I would urge the government, ‘Don’t be a
blocker. At the very least debate these bills, and pass
them in the best interests of Victoria’.
We have a clear vision for this state, with a public
transport system you can rely on, though the public
transport system has been neglected by previous
governments. We welcome the government’s
commitment to the Melbourne Metro project, but that
has to be done in conjunction with expanding our rail
network. South Yarra station has been one of the
busiest stations, right next to the Forrest Hill area, but
with all these billions of dollars South Yarra station has
been completely ignored. That station needs an upgrade
and investment in it.
Our tram system is overcrowded, yet the government’s
order for new trams is not enough to meet the demand
from passengers. In the government’s own words, the
level of production at the tram factory in Dandenong
will not change. It needs to double to create those jobs
in high-skilled manufacturing following the closing
down of the car industry.
The government is implementing a trial of high-speed
signalling on the Sandringham line, but we cannot even
get the basic questions answered, like how many trains
are expected to run and what are the intended time
frames and outcomes from the project. We do not want
another myki on our hands. The government needs to
be open and transparent about this project.
Our vision for Victoria is one where a state economy is
powered by clean energy. There is so much potential to
create jobs in manufacturing, research, development,
engineering and trades, particularly across rural and
regional Victoria, by transitioning to clean energy and
phasing out dirty coal-fired power plants. This
government, however, does not have a plan to do this. It
is standing in the way of jobs and economic growth. It
needs to support household solar, lift the renewable
energy target, plan for transition and support jobs and
workers, because this change is inevitable. You can
either get in and get ahead of the game, or you can
leave workers in the lurch.
Victoria is a great place to live — that is why we have
so many people moving to this state — and we need to
make sure we act now to implement a clear, bold vision
for this state so we can keep it that way, with
investment in public transport, clean energy, law reform
to achieve equality and a political system with
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transparency and integrity to ensure that our state and
our communities, which we love living in, such as
Prahran and Melbourne, remain livable and get better.

Former government performance
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Before I get started, I have
to say I would love to know where the money tree is
that the Greens plant everywhere. I would love to know
where this tree is. I would love one in my backyard. I
would love one in the backyards of every electorate
across the state, because it would be fantastic to have
access to that money tree. It really, really would.
I have to agree with the member for Prahran, however:
it is true that the coalition has no imagination. The
rhetoric coalition members use time and time again has
not changed since the time of Menzies. It is just
unbelievable. There is the politics of fear: who can we
make afraid now? Who can we make afraid? How can
we create chaos? First it was the reds under the beds;
now it is nurses, paramedics and firefighters. It is
people who get up every day, get out and look after our
community. These are the people — these honourable
hardworking Victorians — who this coalition
opposition has tried to turn into bogeymen: ‘Let’s all be
afraid of nurses. Let’s all be afraid of paramedics. Let’s
all be afraid of firefighters’.
Why should we be afraid of nurses, paramedics and
firefighters? It is because they stand up for Victorians
and they stand up for their own workplace rights. Who
would have thought that people who care and are
engaged with our community would want to do that?
Why would a sensible opposition want to demonise
these people? It is because that is all those opposite
have got. The member for Prahran is absolutely right.
Opposition members have no imagination and are not
able to move forward at all. They are full of tired, old
rhetoric. It is often said that Twitter is an echo chamber,
and that is how I would categorise the four years of the
coalition government. Its members were talking to
themselves.
Mr Pearson — What a boring conversation!
Ms WARD — It was a very boring conversation, as
the member for Essendon said, because they were not
talking to the community. We know that because last
year as candidates — and the members for Essendon
and Sunbury would know this too — we got out and
talked to our community.
Mr J. Bull — We were knocking on doors.
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Ms WARD — We were knocking on doors. The
community said, ‘They are doing nothing for us. They
are hurting us’.
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Ms WARD — The member for Sunbury is
absolutely right. Most members of the community did
not know who the government was, but they knew it
was doing nothing much. They knew that the
community was hurting. People told us that they
wanted their TAFEs opened. They told us they wanted
money restored to TAFE. They told us they wanted
more money spent on schools. They told us they
wanted improved roads. They told us they wanted a
government that stood by its commitments. They told
us that they wanted government members who would
work for them instead of sitting in their echo chamber
talking to each other about their used-up ideology.
We have seen a lot of hubris from the Leader of the
Opposition. We have heard a lot of loud shouting from
him. One of his most enlightened observations in his
speech today was that the Labor Party is a left-wing
party. Who knew that? Who would have thought such a
thing — that the Labor Party was a left-wing party?
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great deal of time talking about was what Labor
governments left people when they lost office. He
spoke about both Queensland and Victoria. It was
hilarious because the Labor governments obviously left
people in a much better state than the Liberal-Nationals
coalitions did because — guess what? — the
Queensland coalition government and the Victorian
coalition government were one-term governments.
How long did they last? Not very long at all.
Mr Pearson — Out the door!
Ms WARD — The member for Essendon is right.
They were out the door, and the door slammed shut.
They do not like coalition governments in Queensland
and they do not like coalition governments in Victoria.
Let us talk about ambulances. I met a lot of paramedics
last year, and they are good people. They are people
who were spending their spare time talking to the
people of Victoria about their concerns and about what
was going wrong with the system. Why were they
talking to the people of Victoria? Why were they
talking to people in the street outside cafes, outside post
offices and outside banks? They were talking to them
because they were not listened to by the former
government.

Mr Brooks — It’s outrageous!
Mr Pearson interjected.
Ms WARD — I absolutely agree with the member
for Bundoora. It is outrageous. We have been outed.
We are out of the closet. Yes, we are a left-wing party.
If that is the best the Leader of the Opposition can do, it
again shows us how those opposite are not listening.
They are focusing on issues like that instead of the
things that really matter to Victorians.
Victorians want to drive on safe roads. They want to be
able to get their kids into a good school. They want
their kids to have opportunities. They want their kids to
get the training and employment opportunities they
need. They want to have their training and employment
needs met. They want good health care and they want
to know that there is a well-resourced hospital nearby
that has the money it needs to be able to look after
them. They want an ambulance service that works.
They want essential services that work. They want a
state that moves. They want a state that has things
happening in it. They want infrastructure development,
they want economic growth and they want jobs — all
of the things that the opposition was unable to deliver in
its four long years of government.
Mr Pearson — Dark years!
Ms WARD — They were absolutely dark years.
One of the things that the opposition leader spent a

Ms WARD — The member for Essendon is right.
They were not listened to and importantly they were not
respected. Their work was not respected. The changes
that they said needed to happen in Ambulance Victoria
were not listened to and, as I said, they were not
respected. This is why they had nowhere else to go.
They had to go to the people — and go to the people
they did. But what is the now opposition doing? All it
can do is ridicule these people. All it can do is call them
union thugs and talk about them playing dress-ups.
Mr Pearson — It’s character assassination.
Ms WARD — The member for Essendon is
absolutely right. All they can do is character
assassination. Members opposite were not interested in
the real story. They were not interested in meeting these
people face to face and talking about the real issues that
mattered to them — the things that got paramedics so
upset that they took their kids into the street with them,
on their hip or in prams, even pregnant women — all of
them paramedics. Paramedics were so angry last year.
They were so upset about not being listened to, and
they still are not being listened to by the coalition.
Those opposite continue to want to demonise these
people. They do not want to talk to them because it is
hard work for them. They are lazy. They do not actually
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want to work through ways so that they can create
solutions.
Mr M. O’Brien — Acting Speaker, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms WARD — Thank you for bringing more people
in to cheer me on. That is exactly what we want.
Because do you know what? We are a happy
government that is getting on with it and getting things
done. We are working very hard, unlike those on the
other side.
We will go back to those people with real stories; those
people who those opposite did not want to talk to. That
also includes nurses and healthcare workers. Do you
know what they were upset about? They were upset
about the $1 billion in health cuts — —
Mr J. Bull interjected.
Ms WARD — I say to the member for Sunbury:
exactly, it is an absolute disgrace and they should be
ashamed of themselves. People do not like being left
with that. That is why this government is adding
$21 billion to hospitals, ambulances and health
programs. We have listened. We have listened to those
people who are delivering frontline services. That is
why we have enshrined in legislation nurse-to-patient
ratios.
We have listened because we are going to rebuild the
Eltham ambulance station. I want to thank my
community for working with me in creating a very
strong campaign to get funding to rebuild our
ambulance station, because we deserve a new one. The
existing station has not had any work done on it for
around 40 years. I am quite surprised that one of the
upper house members has taken it upon herself to claim
this campaign for herself — the absolute audacity! I do
not see her handing out petitions in my community; I
do not see her at community forums; I do not see her in
the street taking petitions and holding street stalls; I do
not see her talking to the paramedics in my community
either. It is unbelievable. But that is exactly what this
lot is about — they are about hubris; they are about
talking a good talk but they are not about playing a
good game. They are not about working hard. They are
not about the needs of the community in this state at all.
I want to talk about Montmorency Secondary College. I
want to go back to 2010, when the then member for
Eltham campaigned very hard to get money for that
secondary college. He campaigned to get $10 million
for it. That was what Labor promised in 2010. What
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happened over the next four years? Absolutely nothing.
This is a fantastic local school, a great government
school, with excellent teachers, committed students, a
wonderful principal and people who work really hard
and get great results; it is a really good community at
Montmorency Secondary College.
Of course it is the former school of the Leader of the
Opposition. When did he stand up for that school over
the last four years that he was in government? He did
not. When did he stand up? Only after Labor stood up
last year and said we would commit $14 million to
rebuild that school. That was the only thing that spurred
him into action to stand up for his own state school, the
school that gave him the education he needed. Where
was he? He was missing in action; he was lost in
action — —
Mr J. Bull — MIA.
Ms WARD — ‘MIA’, says the member for
Sunbury. That is exactly right. For four years of
government those opposite were MIA, asleep at the
wheel, letting things fall apart around them. Do you
know what else fell apart? It was TAFE. TAFE
completely and absolutely fell apart. How did that
affect my community? Those opposite closed
Greensborough TAFE. Why would you rip out
opportunities from young people? Because you do not
actually care.
I see that I have a very short amount of time left to me
and I really want to address the concerns that our
friends opposite have over what we are doing in the
regions. This is of course on top of rebuilding the
decimated TAFE structure, reinvesting in health care
and ambulances and increasing support to local schools.
We have also established the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. We are putting money in and
standing up to make sure that we can eradicate this
terrible problem. I will quote from an article by Richard
Willingham that appeared in the Age earlier this year. It
says:
Victoria is now leading the way. In regional Victoria women
experience domestic violence at a higher rate than what they
do in the city.

That has to be fixed; it has to be changed; and this is
exactly what our government is doing. We are looking
after women in regional communities. We are also
looking after our LGBTI community. We are investing
$500 000 in the Ballarat Centre Against Sexual Assault
and in trialling duress cards for women living in fear of
abusive partners, which is especially important for
women living in isolated communities. This is an
important issue. We are also putting money into
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eradicating ice; we are eradicating this scourge that cuts
across regional and rural communities. We have stood
up to this.
Let us turn to another 2013 article from the Age, which
says:
Pressure is growing on the Napthine government to
implement a statewide strategy —

and its members sat on their hands.
Question agreed to.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I would like to make
a contribution in relation to the Justice Legislation
Further Amendment Bill 2015. This is an important
piece of legislation because it will improve the
operational efficiency of courts and tribunals. More
importantly, it will increase the speed of the execution
of warrants throughout Victoria.
Legislation such as the Roads Legislation Amendment
Bill 2015 that we debated earlier today are important
because we need to make sure the regulatory
instruments that we have available to us as a state are
regularly modernised and updated to reflect modern
work practices. The reality is that the workforce is
changing quite rapidly as new technology is developed,
and it is important that from a legislative but also a
regulatory sense those bills, regulations and acts of
Parliament are updated to reflect that.
One important aspect of this bill relates to the current
process that Victoria Police goes through in relation to
executing a copy of a warrant to arrest someone. The
reality is that current practice has been that traditionally
there have been a number of manual steps involved in
executing a copy of a warrant to arrest. One of the
issues that has led to this change is that there have been
delays as a result of that manual process. It can
sometimes take between two and four days from the
time a warrant is issued by a court for it to be available
to update Victoria Police’s law enforcement assistance
program system (LEAP). If you are in a situation where
someone is threatening violence, two to four days can
be quite a significant gap, and we have seen instances
in recent times where there have been some problems
around this issue.
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Streamlining this process will ensure that magistrates
and registrars in the Magistrates Court and the
Children’s Court, for example, can transport warrant
information electronically to the legal system via
CourtLink, which is the court’s IT system. Under
current legislation this is impossible because Victoria
Police has to print its own version of the warrant from
the LEAP system and then the printed version would
not have been signed or authenticated by the issuing
magistrate or registrar and would therefore be
unenforceable. What we are trying to do here is to
enable those warrants to be transmitted electronically.
The manual system will still be in place in order to
ensure that there is a backup copy of the electronic
process. That is fair and reasonable because we have all
had the blue screen of death at times when your
computer freezes and crashes and you lose data and
information, so it is important that there be that backup.
This is really trying to blend the best of both worlds,
where you are utilising modern technology for speed
and accuracy to enable Victoria Police to discharge its
functions as soon as practicable after a court has made a
ruling in relation to a warrant but you are also making
sure there is a failsafe manual process in place as well.
The bill also reflects changes in the way the courts are
run in Victoria. Last year the former government
established Court Services Victoria, which looked at
providing administrative support to the courts and the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
The bill seeks to ensure that the chief executive officer
of Court Services Victoria, instead of the Secretary of
the Department of Justice and Regulation, can appoint
and manage the terms of Aboriginal elders and affected
persons for the purposes of performing functions in
relation to Koori Courts. Again I think that is a practical
recognition that there is a delineation between the roles
and responsibilities and functions of the Department of
Justice and Regulation and the courts. It is important
that the CEO of Court Services Victoria have the ability
to act.
It is good to see that the longevity of the reforms of the
Attorney-General in the Bracks and Brumby
governments, Rob Hulls, continues to be in place. The
Koori Court as well as the Drug Court were quite
exciting and innovative approaches to justice when they
were first devised, proposed and implemented. It is
important, though, that we continue to ensure that those
courts function as well as they can, and this bill is
important because it helps to allow that.
The bill also looks at addressing the issue of historical
homosexual convictions, and I acknowledge that
probably one of the last pieces of legislation of the
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former government was the Sentencing Amendment
(Historical Homosexual Convictions Expungement)
Act 2014, which was passed in October last year and
came into effect on 1 September this year. This was an
important piece of legislation that the house turned its
mind to, and it was really a great opportunity for the
Parliament to right a wrong and do so quite effectively.
This bill looks at further improving the system. Under
the scheme a person who had been found guilty or had
been convicted of an offence which is described in the
act as being a historical homosexual offence, may apply
to have that finding of guilt or conviction expunged if
the Secretary of the Department of Justice and
Regulation is satisfied that the conduct in question
would not be an offence under current law. The
secretary’s decision can in fact be appealed to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. It is
important that in relation to this particular aspect VCAT
suggested that the act may be amended so that the
members of the tribunal, other than the president or a
vice-president, could hear appeals. At the back of that
was some concern expressed by VCAT that if you only
put this within the bailiwick of the president or the
vice-presidents, appellants could potentially wait too
long for a hearing. This is an important step to ensure
that VCAT’s time is not stretched and that there is an
even distribution of the workload across VCAT as part
of this process.
The bill also makes some changes in relation to the
removal of the requirement for a statutory declaration to
make an application to Victims of Crime Assistance
Tribunal (VOCAT) where a police report has been
made. Again, this is to reflect current practice. VOCAT
is currently working to introduce an online form for
applications to make the process more accessible to
victims. The current requirement in section 26(e) of the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996 is to submit a
statutory declaration to verify an application, and that is
hindering the development of the online process due to
the requirement for a witness to sign and verify the
application.
The original intent was a good one. The statutory
declaration was used as a vehicle to make sure that you
could verify an applicant’s identity and that you could
impose a penalty for perjury, but the reality is that the
act already imposes penalties for fraud and providing
false and misleading information. The bill removes the
requirement to have a statutory declaration, provided
the matter has been reported to the police. The bill
retains the requirement for a statutory declaration if an
alleged act of violence is not reported to the police. This
is about making the justice system more efficient and
effective.
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We are at a time when we need to constantly modify
and update the statute books and regulations to reflect
common practice. We need to recognise the fact that we
are operating in a more and more constrained
environment. The demands that are going to be placed
upon the budget not only over the current forward
estimates period but well into the next decade will be
quite significant, and there will be quite an onerous
burden placed upon the taxpayers of 2030 and beyond.
As a consequence of that, we must always be mindful
of trying to find new and innovative ways in which we
can discharge our obligations and duties as a Parliament
and also as a government — any government — to
ensure that we do not unnecessarily incur costs that
could be avoided.
A bill like this is very important in that regard. A lot of
these types of bills come up on a fairly regular basis, as
members would expect, and you have to work your
way through them to really try to understand the
process by which, in this case, justice is administered or
services are provided in this state, but it is always
important to be mindful and aware of the fact that we
have to do the very best we can to understand the
burdens that are placed upon public servants who
discharge these duties and try to marry that up with new
technology and new solutions to ensure that we can
administer justice in the most effective way possible.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am pleased to make a
brief contribution in relation to the Justice Legislation
Further Amendment Bill 2015, and I note at the outset
that the opposition will not be opposing this bill. This is
essentially an omnibus bill that affects approximately
29 acts with largely technical and consequential
amendments. Clause 1 goes through some of the
purposes and cites some of those acts, such as the
Magistrates Court Act 1989, the Children, Youth and
Families Act 2005, the County Court Act 1958 and a
range of others. It is quite a wideranging bill, but as I
said, it is an omnibus bill that essentially fixes up a
number of matters that need some attention.
In relation to the main provisions of the bill, parts 2
through to 4 provide for a range of things, including the
electronic issuing and transfer of warrants to Victoria
Police. A number of members have made contributions
in relation to that. It is an important amendment
because it will improve the timeliness of the practice of
issuing warrants under certain circumstances. Under the
current law enforcement assistance program system it
takes approximately two to four days, so this will
certainly increase and improve timeliness in relation to
those warrants. As we know, in relation to some of
those very vital law and order matters, the timeliness of
issuing a warrant can be of utmost importance.
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The bill goes on to deal with the appointment of
Aboriginal elders or respected persons to the Koori
Court and divisions of the County Court, Magistrates
Court and Children’s Court by the CEO of Court
Services Victoria rather than the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation. Clause 14 deals
with crime victims who can apply for compensation
online without a statutory declaration. Clause 15
removes the presumption of legal costs in favour of a
successful party in residential tenancy matters before
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal.
Part 8 deals with validating past payments and
formalising future payments of superannuation
contributions for magistrates and judicial registrars at
their full salary rather than at their maximum
contribution base. Again, some amendments are being
made there. Part 9 provides that the Chief Justice of the
County Court is also to be a judge of the Supreme
Court and that the Chief Magistrate of the Magistrates
Court is also to be a judge of the County Court. As I
said, there are range of other acts that are also amended
in various ways through this omnibus bill.
It is interesting to note too, in relation to the matters
impacting upon Victoria Police, that certainly under the
coalition government there was a clear policy in
relation to increasing those numbers. Indeed that is
what happened: police numbers went up by over
1700 during the four years of the coalition government.
Of course there was the incredibly successful policy
relating to the introduction of protective services
officers (PSOs). The coalition said that it would
introduce 940 PSOs and in actuality it ensured that
there were more than that number by the time the
election came around last year; there were more than
950. Those PSOs have been extremely well received in
my broad community and I am sure they have been in
yours as well, Acting Speaker, in relation to the safety
and security they provide for people at train stations and
travelling on trains late at night. That policy has
certainly been very well regarded by commuters. I have
said in this place before that although I do not have any
railway stations in my electorate, I speak to a lot of
people who are commuters and who catch the train on a
regular basis in and out of the city. Those who come
home late at night from work and various events very
much welcome this policy. I regard that as probably
one of the most outstanding policies of the previous
government.
In relation to police numbers, I indicate that when the
coalition government left office there were
13 152 police officers and now, under the current
government, there are 13 143 police officers, so over
the first 12 months of the term of this Labor
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government in Victoria there has been a decrease in the
number of police. That is obviously an alarming
situation. All Victorians would be concerned about that
because police numbers are heading the other way
compared with the plan and the structure and the focus
that the coalition government had in terms of increasing
those numbers. That is something that I think all
Victorians need to keep a very good eye on and be very
concerned about.
In relation to other local law and order matters, we have
been very pleased to see the commencement of
operations at the Forest Hill police station. That of
course was a very important election promise in 2010,
and that $12 million station has finally been completed
and is operational. It has been very well received by not
only the local policemen and women who are serving at
that station, but also by members of the broader
community who use it. The station is on Springvale
Road in Forest Hill. The divisional command is now
there, and Superintendent Richard Watkins and his
team have moved in. There is a range of other teams
and squads there as well. The facilities are being very
well used and are a fantastic addition to our local area.
As I said, the residents, particularly in the Forest Hill
area, have been very grateful for that terrific coalition
initiative in the local area.
The opposition is not going to be opposing the bill. It is
an omnibus bill that deals with a lot of housekeeping
matters that need to be dealt with. As I said, we will not
be opposing it.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak on the Justice Legislation Further
Amendment Bill 2015. As other speakers have stated,
this is a bit of a catch-all bill, but I think it is an
important one. It really provides for a fairer and more
effective justice system in many respects.
I want to start my contribution by talking about the
provisions in relation to the electronic transfer of
warrants. I think that is probably the key element for the
community, in a sense, of this bill. As other speakers
have said, the current section 57(9) of the Magistrates’
Court Act 1989 provides that the execution copy of a
warrant must be in writing and must be signed or
otherwise authenticated by the person issuing it. In
reality, that creates a delay from the courts to the police
in effecting that warrant. As the Attorney-General said
in his second-reading speech, there have been delays of
up to four days. The State Coroner, Mr Gray, has made
a recommendation in relation to the inquest into Luke
Batty’s death that some issues, particularly those in
relation to family violence, should be addressed within
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24 hours, so warrants should be executed within
24 hours.
Obviously this has a far further reach than simply
family violence and it applies to any situation where a
warrant is executed. I think this is the justice system
catching up with modern day reality. You cannot wait
four days; the community should not have to wait
anywhere as long as four days, or even two or three
days, because of essentially an archaic provision in our
laws. I think this is a really important provision that will
expedite justice for the community. It will keep the
community safer. I remember when I was working at
the then Department of Justice at least four years ago
that people associated with the Magistrates Court were
having these conversations back then. So I am quite
surprised that it has taken this long to get to the
Parliament, although I am delighted that it is here. The
magistrates were very keen to have a system which
expedited the issuing of a warrant, so I am pleased it
has come before us and I am very pleased to support it.
The other provision that leads to a fairer justice system
is the removal of the requirement for a statutory
declaration to make an application to the Victims of
Crime Assistance Tribunal (VOCAT) where a police
report has been made. Where a police report has not
been made, obviously the statutory declaration is still
required. I think this is another way of supporting
victims and making the justice system fairer. VOCAT
is currently working, as the Attorney-General said in
his second-reading speech, to introduce an online form
for applications to make the process more accessible to
victims and their support networks and to create
efficiencies for the tribunal’s registry by linking this
information in the application automatically with
VOCAT’s case management system. When you are a
victim of crime you should not have additional hurdles
put in your way to access what is rightful recompense
for you or your loved ones.
The other provision — the member for Essendon spoke
about this — that I think is excellent because it
expedites justice and makes justice fairer relates to the
hearing of appeals regarding the expungement of
historical homosexual convictions at the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT). As we have
heard from other speakers, currently for some strange
reason the Sentencing Amendment (Historical
Homosexual Convictions Expungement) Act 2014,
which passed only last year, provides that only the
president, vice presidents and deputy presidents of
VCAT can hear any appeals from applicants who have
been refused by the Secretary to the Department of
Justice and Regulation in relation to that process. This
provision expands the options from the president, vice

5025

presidents and deputy presidents to senior members of
VCAT as well, which will expedite the hearing of
appeal rights for people waiting in the queue.
The last provision in the bag for making justice
fairer — and I am really proud of this provision —
balances the inherent power imbalance that already
exists in a tenant-landlord relationship. In my view the
provisions in the law give landlords a free kick. It gives
them an automatic right to the reimbursement of costs
from the other side if they win, unless VCAT orders
otherwise. I do not think that should exist; I do not
know why it existed in the first place. In that
relationship landlords are often — and I accept that
there are mistreated landlords — the ones who have
more power, and if there are any costs to be awarded
against them, it should be a deliberative decision of
VCAT and not a presumptive provision in the act that
gives them fee reimbursement from the other side.
There are a couple of other provisions that relate to our
hardworking judiciary, and from my experience in the
courts I know they are hardworking. One provision
provides a bit of a clean-up to provide a more secure
legislative basis for existing superannuation provisions
for judges and judicial registrars. It also validates past
payments. While that is important and a problem we are
trying to address, the more important one is the
provision outlined in the Attorney-General’s
second-reading speech, which makes the Chief Judge
of the County Court also a justice of the Supreme
Court, and the Chief Magistrate a judge of the County
Court. As people would know, that already exists, with
the President of the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal being a justice of the Supreme Court, the
President of the Children’s Court being a County Court
judge and the state coroner also being a County Court
judge.
While this is just an extension of that, it is important for
many reasons, and two in particular. If you want to
attract good people to those positions, to be quite honest
you need to provide some career progression, and this
provides that opportunity to those people. The bill
makes it clear, and the Attorney-General has made it
very clear, that the overriding responsibility is the head
of jurisdiction role, which makes absolute sense. So
while the Chief Judge of the County Court will, when
the bill passes through the Parliament, also be a
Supreme Court justice, his or her — and in fact it is a
him on this occasion — prime responsibility will be, as
will be that of the Chief Magistrate, to the jurisdiction
they head.
The more important point, again drawing from my
experience in the courts, is that — —
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Mr McGuire — With the courts.
Mr DIMOPOULOS — With the courts; not in the
courts, not as a defendant. I thank the member for
Broadmeadows. I have had very limited experience in
the courts other than as an employee.
The more material provision is that with the creation of
Court Services Victoria (CSV) — and I understand the
former Attorney-General was a champion of it and in
the end it received bipartisan support — the problem
we faced even then, when we were putting this together
as public servants working for the government of the
day, was that each jurisdiction had an identity of its
own, and the Supreme Court had a pretty big and
historical identity. It was very difficult to get them to
work together in a business model which had an
administrative element. I am talking not about a judicial
element but about sharing resources, strategic planning,
buildings and facilities and a whole range of other
things that are important for the taxpayer but important
for the judicial system as well.
The creation of the Courts Council was important, and
the previous government championed it. Closing the
loop by having the head of each jurisdiction belonging
to a higher court also bonds that group of heads of
jurisdiction on the Courts Council, and hopefully it will
lead to better outcomes across the CSV and across the
justice system, as I said, from an administrative
perspective but also from a judicial decision-making
perspective as well.
I applaud the Attorney-General for his work on this as
well as the Department of Justice and Regulation and
the courts for their work. I am pleased to see the
opposition is not opposing the bill. I am never quite
sure what that means, but nonetheless it sounds like a
good thing, although support would be better. It gives
me pleasure to speak on the bill, and I wish it a speedy
passage.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr FOLEY
(Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 11 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr CLARK
(Box Hill) under standing orders.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is a bill to introduce
new offences and longer maximum jail terms for drug
dealing. The problem with the bill is that almost
everything covered by these new offences is already an
offence and the limited increases made by the bill to the
existing maximum jail terms will deter very few
offenders.
We should all want tougher and more effective action
against ice. It need hardly be said that ice has
devastating effects on the brains of those who take it. It
is highly addictive. It takes a long time for the brain to
even start to reverse the damage that ice causes. It can
lead to massive anger and violence, which in turn can
lead to further injury, both to addicts and to those
around them, including to emergency services
personnel who try to render assistance. Ice is relatively
easy and cheap to manufacture, and the profits that
trafficking can produce are a magnet to organised
crime. That is on top of the crimes that addicts
themselves commit to feed their addiction. The
cheapness also means that dealers can readily lure new
victims through free or low-priced initial supply.
Ice addiction causes huge trauma and grief to the
families of addicts, and its direct and indirect
consequences place a huge burden on emergency
services and on other community resources. These
terrible problems of ice add to the many pre-existing
problems caused by other illegal drugs and substance
abuse. So we can all agree about the terrible effects of
ice, but the test of whether we are making a difference
is not what is said but what is done.
The previous government took a wide range of
measures during its term in office. We announced
further reforms that were to have been introduced had
we been re-elected. We legislated for those convicted of
large-scale commercial drug trafficking to
automatically forfeit almost everything they own upon
conviction. We introduced Victoria’s first unexplained
wealth laws and laws providing for the seizure of
unlawfully acquired assets; we legislated to allow
criminal bikie and similar gangs to be outlawed and
fortifications on their premises to be demolished. We
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introduced a baseline sentence of 14 years
imprisonment for large-scale trafficking and
manufacturing. We equipped Victoria Police with
11 new passive alert detection dogs to help tackle ice
and other drugs, and we provided for an increase in
roadside drug-driver testing from 42 000 to around
100 000.
On top of that, we introduced a range of measures to
support the community in regard to the consequences of
ice. A number of those were detailed in a media release
by the then Premier on 5 September last year when he
announced that $1 million would be provided to
continue and expand the Prevent Alcohol and Risk
Related Trauma in Youth program and announced that
Victorian mental health services would receive a
$3 million boost to help them respond to the increased
presentation of people on ice.
That added to previous measures, including
$4.5 million for highway patrol vehicles to catch
dangerous motorists who drive after taking illegal
substances; launching a new ‘What are you doing on
ice?’ campaign to educate young Victorians and parents
about the risk of using the drug ice; committing
$2.7 million to raise awareness of the dangers of ice
through community forums which work with local
communities to drive local solutions to local problems;
providing $2.5 million for ice prevention grants to help
local communities implement their ideas to fight ice
and more than $40 million for safety and security
measures in hospitals across the state, including
training, capital improvements and upgrading duress
and security systems; and providing 38 million in new
funding to improve access to treatment and support for
ice use and other drug addictions, including $4 million
to build Victoria’s first mother-baby withdrawal unit
and additional support for hospital emergency
departments to better identify and support patients
affected by ice, alcohol or other drugs.
Thus there were a wide range of measures underway
under the previous government and each of them was
directed towards specific issues that had been identified
and aspects that needed to be tackled. On top of that,
we committed to other measures to be introduced, had
we been re-elected, and those were set out in a media
release of 11 November last year. They included giving
police the power to drug test anyone arrested for an
indictable offence and suspected of being under the
influence of drugs; compulsory ongoing drug testing
for anyone sentenced to a community correction order
for an ice-related offence; and halving the quantities of
ice for which traffickers would be liable to longer jail
terms, unexplained wealth laws and asset forfeiture.
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The Labor Party when in opposition said a lot about the
ice epidemic, the then Leader of the Opposition in
particular, but unfortunately the Labor Party has let the
community down badly since coming to office. It has
abandoned the measures that were in preparation under
the coalition policies which, as I said, would have filled
real gaps in the system. Its Ice Action Plan was released
with great fanfare in March this year, and it referred to
funding for support services and to continuing
expansion of the drug testing that was commenced
under the coalition. It also promised a crackdown on
clandestine labs, something about which not much has
been heard since. Now at last we have the legislation
before this house.
The new offences that are created in this bill were front
and centre to the promises to tackle ice that were made
by the now Premier as far back as August last year.
Back then our now Premier was promising urgent
action, but it is remarkable how the urgency
disappeared once he came to office. Back then, when
he was interviewed on the Neil Mitchell program on
27 August as opposition leader he was asked by Neil
Mitchell:
So you believe it is one of the … biggest drug issues we’ve
faced —

referring to ice. Our now Premier answered:
I don’t think there’s any doubt about that. And what we need
to do is take action …

Later on, Neil Mitchell asked him:
And the new offences you’d introduce immediately?

to which the response was:
That’s exactly right. Exactly right.

So we have a promise made in August last year that a
Labor government would introduce these offences
immediately. It would not wait for the ice action task
force or action plan but would act ahead of them. It is
now a year since the Andrews government was elected,
and these offences are still not on the statute book.
Unfortunately that is typical of the contempt with
which the Andrews government treats the
community — before the election make promises that
create the illusion that under a Labor government
something meaningful will occur, then after the election
put on an early show of action and then take its time
while the community continues to suffer. Before the
election the Andrews government promised to legislate
immediately. Now it is one year after the election and
there is still no legislation on the statute books.
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What does the Premier say now to a mother whose
son’s future and her family’s happiness have been
devastated by ice over the past year? What does the
minister now say to mothers and fathers across the state
when he gave them some hope of meaningful, urgent
action to do something and one year later, nothing has
happened?
Delay is one obvious aspect of the failure of the
Andrews government’s record when it comes to ice, but
unfortunately it gets worse. The fundamental problem
with this legislation is that even once the new offences
are on the statute book, they are going to make very
little difference. Almost everything to which one of
these new offences applies is already a criminal
offence, and the additional penalties provided by the
bill are going to have minimal effect in deterring
offenders who are already committing offences
carrying long maximum penalties. If a 15-year
maximum penalty on the statute book already is not
going to deter an offender, will having a 20-year
maximum penalty make much difference? If a 20-year
maximum penalty for other offences will not deter an
offender, will a 25-year maximum penalty make much
difference?
Let us go through the offences that are currently on the
statute book and look at the new offences that are
created by the bill and see what difference, if any, the
bill might make. If we turn to the provisions that are
currently set out in the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act 1981, we will see that understandably
and appropriately there is a hierarchy of offences and
penalties. If we go to section 71 of that act, we find the
most serious penalty of all: ‘Trafficking in a drug or
drugs of dependence — large commercial quantity’,
carrying, as is appropriate, level 1 imprisonment — that
is, life imprisonment.
The second offence created by section 71AA is
trafficking in a drug or drugs of dependence of a
commercial quantity, carrying a maximum penalty of
up to 25 years imprisonment. Next we have
section 71AB, trafficking in a drug of dependence to a
child, and that carries a penalty of imprisonment of up
to 20 years maximum. Here is where the first of the
offences created by the bill comes in, because the bill
proposes to insert a new subsection in that section to
provide that anyone who traffics or attempts to traffic a
drug of dependence to a child at a school or in a public
place within 300 metres of a school is guilty of an
indictable offence and liable to 25 years imprisonment.
In other words they are the same grounds of offence,
but if conducted at a school or within 300 metres of a
school the penalty under this bill will rise from 20 years
to 25 years. I should say that the 300 metres specified in
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this proposed provision and in other provisions of the
bill is the distance which, by the amendments that I
have foreshadowed on behalf of the opposition, will be
increased to 500 metres. I understand informally that
the government is willing to accept that amendment,
and that is welcomed because it will ensure consistency
with South Australia in relation to the specification of
that zone.
We then move onto the next existing offence in the
legislation, of trafficking in a drug of dependence. That
carries a maximum penalty of 15 years imprisonment.
A further amendment made by this bill provides that if
the trafficking occurs at a school or in a public place
within 300 metres of a school, the penalty will be
20 years maximum. So again, they are the same
circumstances, but if it occurs at or near a school the
maximum penalty increases from 15 years to 20 years.
The next provision that is proposed to be inserted by the
bill is new section 71AD, which relates to the use of
violence or threats to cause trafficking in a drug of
dependence; and provides that a person who
intentionally causes another person to traffic in a drug
of dependence by threats of harm or using violence is
liable to a penalty of five years maximum. The issue
with this provision is that almost certainly someone
who uses these threats to cause another person to traffic
in drugs is already trafficking in drugs themselves and
is already liable to a very substantial penalty under the
act — a penalty far greater than the penalty provided by
this new offence.
On top of that there are provisions relating to
conspiracy and potential other offences that would
apply. Indeed, a provision in this proposed new section
makes clear that a person who traffics in a drug of
dependence in the circumstances specified in
subsection (1) is not prevented from being liable for
any other offence. The long and the short of it is that it
is very difficult to see in what circumstances a person
could be convicted of this offence who could not
already be convicted of a more serious existing offence.
We then proceed through the existing act. Section 71A
provides for possession of substance, material,
documents or equipment for trafficking in a drug of
dependence, carrying a penalty of 10 years maximum. I
will have more to say about that in relation to a new
offence proposed by the bill later on.
Section 71B of the existing act deals with the supply of
a drug of dependence to a child, with a maximum
15-year penalty for that offence. Here again there is a
new offence proposed to be inserted by the bill that
applies to the same conduct as the existing offence, but
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if undertaken at a school or in a public place within
300 metres of a school. Again the maximum penalty is
increased from 15 years to 20 years for the same
offence as currently exists when it is committed at or
within 300 metres of a school.
Further, offences under the existing act include
section 71C, which relates to the possession of a tablet
press, and section 71D relating to the possession of
precursor chemicals, each carrying a maximum penalty
of five years imprisonment. Then the bill proposes to
insert two new additional offences, with the first of
those proposed to be section 71E, possession of a
document containing information about trafficking or
cultivating a drug of dependence, and the second being
about publication of a document containing
instructions. These are the provisions of the bill that
could potentially catch some offenders who are not
currently caught.
I referred earlier to the existing section that related to
possession of substances, material, documents or
equipment for trafficking in a drug of dependence. That
provision operates when those things are possessed
with the intention of using the material for the purpose
of trafficking. These new offences do not require such
an intention. They are somewhat strangely worded, and
I suspect there may be some issues in the way that they
will apply in practice. The offence of possession of
documents containing information applies to a person
who, without a reasonable excuse, possesses a
document containing instructions for the trafficking or
cultivation of a drug of dependence, and that could
apply to people who have downloaded material from
the internet on anything ranging from how to grow
marijuana through to how to make ice, and now
possessing that information.
The offence is clearly, I assume, designed for those
who are caught in possession of this literature in
circumstances where that points to the fact that they are
probably engaged in drug trafficking or potentially
engaging drug use. Whether or not they are able to be
charged and convicted of those offences, they can be
charged and convicted of this offence. I think the issue
will be in relation to people who raise arguments about
whether or not there is a reasonable excuse. Is general
education going to be a reasonable excuse? Presumably
students or academics who want to refer to matters in
literature for the purpose of their studies or academic
research would have a reasonable excuse, but I think
there will be issues about establishing what the limits of
that reasonable excuse are, on the one hand to make
sure that people who do have a genuine, legitimate
reason for possessing this material are not convicted,
and on the other hand to ensure that those who ought to
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be convicted because they are involved in one way or
another in the drug trade are not able to talk their way
out of a conviction by raising an argument about a
reasonable excuse.
The second of the two new offences that I referred to
earlier was that of publishing a document containing
instructions for trafficking or cultivation of a drug of
dependence. That offence requires that the publication
be done either with the intention that the instructions
will be used by another person for the purposes of
trafficking or cultivation or knowing or being reckless
as to whether the instructions will be used by another
person for those purposes. So there will be an
evidentiary burden placed on the prosecution there.
I presume the primary targets of this offence will be
people who might be not necessarily trafficking drugs
themselves but who hope to make money through being
on the fringes of the drug trafficking scene, through
publishing literature, selling literature, running a
bookshop with drug-related paraphernalia or whatever
it might be. It would seem to be appropriate that people
who are trying to profit indirectly through the drug
trade without necessarily handling drugs themselves
should be able to be dealt with. But it is worth making
the point that publication can occur in a wide variety of
ways, and again there will be issues about a reasonable
excuse that I referred to previously to ensure that this
offence captures the persons that it is intended to
capture but does not unintentionally capture others.
There are further provisions in the existing act, in
section 72, relating to cultivation of a large commercial
quantity of narcotic plants, again carrying life
imprisonment; cultivation of a commercial quantity of
narcotic plants, with 25 years maximum; cultivation of
narcotic plants, with a 15-year maximum; and then a
defence provision is included.
Then we come to the last of the new offences proposed
by the bill, new section 72D, which relates to
permitting the use of premises for trafficking or
cultivation of a drug of dependence. That section
provides that an owner or occupier of land or premises
who intentionally permits another person to use that
land or premises for trafficking is guilty of an offence
and liable to up to five years imprisonment, and an
owner or occupier of land who intentionally permits
another person to use that land or premises for
cultivating a drug of dependence is guilty of an
indictable offence and again liable to five years
imprisonment.
There are probably two categories of conduct that this
might seek to catch. The first is a landlord who allows a
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premises to be rented knowing that the premises will be
used for cultivating drugs of dependence — marijuana
or other drugs — or for manufacturing drugs or other
forms of trafficking of drugs. It is appropriate that a
person who allows the use of a premises, knowing that
that is the way it is going to be used, be guilty of an
offence. But I make the point that someone who is
knowingly doing that is almost certainly already
committing one of the existing offences on the statute
book, be it being part of a conspiracy to commit an
offence or aiding and abetting the commission of an
offence.
The other scenario I suspect this provision seeks to
capture is that of someone who runs a nightclub or
similar venue who tolerates or indeed receives
kickbacks or payments from people who go onto those
premises and sell drugs to patrons of the premises.
Again, that conduct should be criminal conduct. It
almost certainly is already criminal conduct, and it is
difficult to see what the bill is going to add to the
existing law in that regard.
As I said earlier, this bill does not criminalise all that
much that is not already a criminal offence. Simply
imposing additional penalties on some of these
offences, when those penalties are merely the
maximum penalties that are on the statute book and
when very long jail terms already apply to those
offences, is not likely to have any substantial effect on
people who are already running the risk of going to jail
for a long time. In short, if you want to make a real
difference to drug offending or any other offending
through tougher sentences, what is crucial is that you do
not just put longer maximum sentences on the statute
book; you have to make sure longer sentences are
actually handed down by the courts.
That is what the previous government did with its
baseline sentencing reforms. We said it was not good
enough for the average sentence for sexual abuse of a
child under 12 to be just 31⁄2 years; it should be
10 years. We said it was not good enough for the
average sentence for a large-scale drug trafficker to be
to 7 years; it should be 14 years. We legislated to
require courts to shift the sentencing scale for a number
of serious offences, keeping discretion for individual
cases but increasing the average to the levels set by
Parliament. Now we face a real test of wills.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — It is a test of wills that will engage
the minister at the table, the Minister for Creative
Industries, and it will engage the Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice. It will be a test of wills between
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the Parliament on behalf of the community on the one
hand and a number of judges who do not like this
legislation on the other hand. Will we have the stronger
sentences that the community needs and wants or will
we continue with weak and inadequate sentences?
We also face a test of character for the government.
Will it stand up for these tougher sentences or will it
not? Will it legislate to make clear to even the most
reluctant judge what it is that the Parliament expects or
will it not? Of course the government can always resort
to abuse and criticism of the previous government if it
wants to.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CLARK — We have seen that from the
Attorney-General. We have seen it from the minister.
We are seeing it from the Minister for Creative
Industries. We are seeing it from the Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice. The government can do that, but
at the end of the day it has one simple question to
answer: will it or will it not ensure that serious
offenders go to jail for longer so the community is
better protected and offenders are deterred?
There is often to and fro between the Parliament and
the courts to make sure the courts get the message
about what the Parliament intends. Any capable and
competent government has to be prepared for that and
has to be willing to respond when the courts get it
wrong. When that happens after a change of
government, the new government has a simple choice:
does it want to support the former government’s
legislation or does it not? That is the challenge this
government currently faces. Will it stand by the tougher
sentences that both sides of the house agreed to in the
previous Parliament or will it allow sentences to revert
to the appallingly inadequate levels that had existed up
until then?
Regrettably the signs to date are that the government
does not have its heart in defending stronger sentences
and does not have its heart in legislating to make clear
to reluctant judges what it is that the Parliament expects
and requires. We had the Attorney-General tell the
house yesterday that he had referred baseline
sentencing to the Sentencing Advisory Council (SAC)
for advice. The SAC has a very able and committed
chair, very dedicated members and a dedicated
secretariat. Certainly I welcomed receiving its analysis
and advice on matters that were referred to it. However,
the Sentencing Advisory Council is not necessarily
supportive of tougher sentences.
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The SAC has previously provided advice on how to
implement baseline sentences. They provided that
advice at my request to the previous government. I can
tell the house — and I assume the current
Attorney-General already knows — that if the former
government had legislated as SAC recommended, it
would not have achieved the sentence levels the
Parliament on behalf of the community wanted to
achieve, because the SAC-proposed model left huge
discretionary elements that would have allowed
inadequate sentences to continue to be given.

police custody officer under training. We have a
government that is not only not legislating adequately
but is also not ensuring that we have the police on the
streets to adequately enforce the law.

Here we have the government seeking advice about
baseline sentences from a body that is already on the
record as recommending an unacceptably soft
approach. That does not augur well for what the
government intends, and it does not augur well for
Victorians who are looking for serious offenders to
actually spend more time behind bars. To make matters
worse, this comes on top of the government doing
absolutely nothing to overturn the appalling
consequences of loose language by the Court of Appeal
in the Boulton case, when the court referred to child sex
abusers, rapists and other serious offenders receiving
community correction orders.

Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to talk on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment Bill 2015. In following the
member for Box Hill, it is difficult to know where to
begin. He attacked the judiciary, he attacked the
Sentencing Advisory Council, he attacked the Victorian
Court of Appeal, which handed down its judgement on
baseline sentencing. He obviously was not listening
yesterday when the Attorney-General said he was going
to refer the mess to the Sentencing Advisory Council
for some advice, because the member for Box Hill has
already pre-empted the outcome there, describing the
council as ‘soft on crime’. He then slammed the
Boulton judgement, which is a landmark judgement on
community correction orders, and he wonders why he
was probably the most short-lived Attorney-General
that I have known, in lasting only four years.

In this bill the government is setting higher maximum
penalties for some drug offences at a time when actual
sentences imposed by the courts are only a fraction of
the maxima set by Parliament and at a time when the
government is failing to stand up for the community in
insisting that the courts impose sentences for serious
crimes in accordance with the levels specified by law
by the Parliament. Unfortunately it is not only what the
government puts or fails to put on the statute book that
shows the government is failing; it is also failing to
provide Victorians with the police we need to enforce
the law.
The government can put all the new criminal laws it
likes on the statute books, but they are going to be of
little use unless you have the police to enforce them.
Today in Victoria we have a government that is cutting
police numbers rather than increasing them. As we
referred to earlier today, the latest police statistics for
the September quarter indicate that despite our
population growing at around 100 000 people a year,
Victoria now has fewer sworn police on the beat than at
this time last year. We have 24-hour police stations so
desperately short of sworn members that they are
having to close from time to time. We have new police
stations that cannot even be opened. We have other
police stations having to cut their days of operation
from seven days to two days each week. We have the
Minister for Police claiming his police custody officers
will solve the problem, but we still do not have a single

The coalition parties do not oppose this bill because it
may make some marginal improvement. Nonetheless,
the government has badly let down Victorians, for
whom it promised it would do something meaningful
about tackling the scourge of ice in our community but
for whom it has failed to do so.

The member for Box Hill has spoken about the drug ice
in this chamber many times, so I would have thought he
would have been very supportive of this legislation. I
was a member of the Law Reform, Drugs and Crime
Prevention Committee when it inquired into the supply
and use of methamphetamines, particularly ice. It
produced a landmark report, arguably the best report
done during the term of the previous government.
Former Prime Minister Abbott and now Prime Minister
Turnbull held a copy of that report in their hands, as has
the chair of the national inquiry, Ken Lay. They are
using that report as a basis for a national approach.
Ice is a drug that we have not seen before. During the
Victorian parliamentary inquiry we learnt what it does
to the brain. It triggers the release of dopamine levels to
1200 units, compared to, say, cocaine at 400 units. The
high is incredible. Your serotonin levels — your mood
regulator — are lowered, which is where you see the
trigger in violence. It is a complex drug. I commend the
Premier, who as opposition leader led on this issue
from the word go.
Mr Clark — Rubbish.
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Mr CARROLL — The member for Box Hill says,
‘Rubbish’. Let us go to the facts. On 3 September 2014
the committee’s two-volume report, with its
recommendations, was handed down. On that same day
what did Premier Napthine do? He came into question
time, chest out, and what was his big announcement?
Was it combatting the crystal methamphetamine
scourge? No. It was about 11 new sniffer dogs. If we
compare that response to the one from Premier
Andrews, we see he is reflecting world’s best practice.
The committee heard evidence from New Zealand.
They call it P over there — P for ‘pure’. I can tell the
member for Box Hill that in New Zealand they have
halved the rates of ice use. How? They have addressed
it with a whole-of-government approach, treating it as a
health issue as well as a police and law and order issue.
The New Zealand Prime Minister is at the head of the
table with all leaders of government.
In opposition, the Premier said that in his first 100 days
he was going to set up an ice action task force, with
himself at the head of the table and with the Minister
for Health, the Minister for Mental Health, the
Attorney-General and the Minister for Police, who is
also the Minister for Corrections. Here we are today,
and that committee continues to meet. The Premier is to
be commended. He set up the task force and has put his
own time and energy into it. He is taking world’s best
practice from New Zealand in how to tackle ice use.
I think even opposition members would agree that they
were outflanked while they were in government on how
to address ice use. You only had to read some of the
newspaper columns at the time, including one in the
Herald Sun of 7 October 2014 by James Campbell,
Matt Johnston and Anneka Smethurst. Under the
headline ‘State government in turmoil over Labor
mole’s policy leaks’, the member for Malvern was
criticised because some of his policies were seen to
have been leaked.
Labor was at the forefront of this issue. Today Labor
has introduced this important legislation, which is going
to go a long way. I can recall throughout the
parliamentary inquiry process the work that was going
on right around the regions. Recently I was in Mildura
for the Aboriginal Justice Forum, and it was a critical
time up there. Those involved are to be commended on
the work they have been doing in Mildura. The member
for Mildura, in an article in the Sunraysia Daily of
14 November headed ‘Crisp backs “severe” new
penalties for ice dealers’, is reported as having said:
Mr Crisp said the judicial powers were an important part of
the ‘three-pronged approach’ required to tackle the ice
scourge.
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It is very important legislation. This government is
keeping its promise to protect our kids and tighten the
net around drug dealers and manufacturers by
introducing seven new drug offences. We already have
tough new laws. We want to make sure that it is even
harder for ice dealers, particularly when they are
peddling their misery around school zones.
In March a Sentencing Advisory Council report found
that the most common drug trafficked in commercial
quantities in Victoria in the last five years was crystal
methamphetamine. Ice is ruining lives. This is a
government that has engaged with the community
sector through the Premier’s ice action task force.
Importantly, though, there is money on the table, with
almost $50 million going to rehabilitation, tougher
support for the peddlers of this misery but also support
for families with a new 1800 advice line.
One thing that came through in our inquiry was that
grandparents are raising their kids’ kids. It is a more
common phenomenon than you can imagine. When
both parents are hooked on the drug crystal
methamphetamine, it is their parents who are raising
their grandkids. Generations apart, they came to us
regularly with a cry for help because essentially the kids
are digital natives being raised by their grandparents.
The Premier and all ministers around the ice action task
force are very committed to doing what they can.
Unlike the previous government that just sort of
announced 11 new sniffer dogs, this government is very
committed to working through the report that was
handed down to see what other measures we need to
take. The Drug Court in Dandenong has been an
outstanding success. If you look at some of the reports,
you will see that it pays for itself. For every dollar
invested in it, it returns some $5 to the community. In a
sense I think we would all like to see a Drug Court in
our electorates, but it is about trying to take the best
elements of the Drug Court, in particular the drug
treatment orders, and see how they can be spread right
through the judicial system. The court integrated
services program is another area in which we are
looking to make a very big expansion and inroads.
We have done a lot on drugs, but it is very important
that we do even more. There is $45.5 million to reduce
the supply and demand and effects of the drug ice.
Since the change in Prime Minister there has been a
different rhetoric coming out of Canberra on the issue
of crystal methamphetamine. Once upon a time it was
all about the police, but with Prime Minister Turnbull
we are seeing a different sound bite coming out. He
sees it as a health issue as much as anything else.
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I commend the Attorney-General on this legislation. He
did a lot of work in opposition in crafting and writing
Labor’s policy. He has worked with Victoria Police,
and he has worked very hard to ensure that these new
offences are exactly what we need. One thing that came
through our inquiry was that there is a gap in the law
when it comes to dealing with crystal
methamphetamine and getting close to kids. We have
accepted the opposition’s amendment to increase the
size of the buffer zones. It is a worthwhile amendment,
making it consistent with South Australian law. The
proposed amendment is a good amendment, and it is
totally accepted on this side of the house.
Importantly, though, the ice action task force is going to
continue to meet because we know we need to be
vigilant. If we are to follow the New Zealand lead
where we see a halving in the rate of crystal
methamphetamine use, it is going to require a
whole-of-government approach and incredible
vigilance at the rehabilitation level. One area on which I
think both sides could agree is the importance of
rehabilitation. One thing about the drug ice that came
out of the inquiry is that it is not a simple detox process.
It is making sure that the psychological help is there
and that the rehab beds are there to ensure that the users
get the support and essentially the advice they need
about what led them to the drug. Not everyone wakes
up and just wants to become a drug user. Often there is
a lot of trauma, particularly in the Indigenous
community.
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs is at the table. She
has seen firsthand the combination of polydrug use and
alcohol associated with crystal methamphetamine and
what that does. Having a culturally sensitive approach
to rehabilitation is also very important.
I commend the bill. I commend the Minister for Police
and Minister for Corrections, and I commend the
Attorney-General on this legislation.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to speak on the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
Bill 2015. The purpose and the provisions of the bill
were well laid out by the member for Box Hill as he did
his usual surgical dissection of the bill. However, I note
the amendments tabled to make it consistent with South
Australian law, which have been accepted by the
government, and that is something that makes good
sense.
We are here today to talk about ice and the response to
it. As was pointed out by the member for Box Hill,
many of those offences are covered by this bill, and we
are just increasing the penalties. It is something that I
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support, but it should not be viewed as the only
solution. As we are all well aware, the money involved
and the dependent drive for this drug make it a
powerful enemy of everybody in this state.
The previous government did add offences and
penalties, in particular relating to unexplained wealth. I
think it is very useful. We should perhaps not be too
humorous on such a serious subject, but if a house in a
street suddenly boasts a very fancy car, a big boat and a
motorcycle in a short period of time, it should attract
the attention of police. Outlaw motorcycle gangs have a
long history in this area, and I have made a lot of public
statements on a number of those gangs in Mildura and
their activities, particularly around the drug ice.
Ice needs a range of responses. I consider these, as the
previous speaker said, to be a three-pronged approach
around prevention, intervention and rehabilitation.
Today the measures we are looking at are on the
intervention side, and that is to do with increasing
penalties and the number of offences. To be effective,
you have to have the resources, and in fact all of the
three approaches and responses require resources.
Police are at the front line of the intervention; there is
no doubt about that. Resources is just code for more
police.
We have to have more people out there working on
this. It is not easy work. Although the scourge of ice is
apparent, tracking people down and collecting the
evidence to present to the courts in the prosecutions is
no easy task. There is a great deal of money involved
here, and the evidence collected has to match in court
the resources those involved seem to be able to bring to
that process in order to support their activities or to
evade these intervention measures.
Prevention, which was the first cab off the rank in the
ice fight in the Mildura region, was Project Ice. A group
of organisations, including Mildura Rural City Council
and the primary care network put together a
communication strategy aimed locally and done on a
shoestring. To those who were involved I say they did a
marvellous job. But it has been evolving. They began
initially by looking at ice use amongst the adult
community. They evolved through schools to make it
relevant to them, and more recently it has arrived in
sport. I think all of us who have been briefed on ice can
see the reasons why this drug is popular but also why it
is so dangerous. Project Ice is a local response, but in
communicating this there has been a statewide
advertising campaign, and that needs to mesh with that
local group. To Michelle Withers and her team who
developed this I say well done. It has made a difference
in Mildura.
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Of course on the other side is the rehab part — this is
the health issue. I do not agree that ice is entirely a
health issue, because I believe there is also a
communication element and an intervention element.
On this issue — and I will talk about rehab in a
moment — I acknowledge that the parliamentary
committee undertaking an inquiry into ice visited and
took evidence in Mildura, as did Ken Lay, earlier this
year. I think they came because our community was
responding to this scourge in a way that was as good as
any community’s response, and I am very proud of that.
However, rehabilitation is very difficult. Members need
to understand the way people come to be engaged in
looking for a solution.
Someone with an ice problem can present in many
ways. The way we see most is through the police and
courts, because that gets written up in the paper, but it is
by no means the only way such people are encountered.
When they encounter the police and the courts they can
go home or go to jail — they seem to be the two
options. You can draw a flow chart that shows that with
this drug, as we know, someone will only go home so
many times before they eventually go to jail — because
of the way ice takes possession of people.
People using ice are most likely to withdraw in the
cells. That matter will be no doubt a vital part of the
curriculum for the custody officers who are being
trained — how to deal with someone withdrawing in
the cells. We wish there was a better place for that to
occur, but I cannot think of anywhere else safe enough,
because of some of the effects of ice, for someone who
has been in that very active stage of ice use to go
through the withdrawal. Once people have withdrawn
in the cells, as I said, they can go to court or they can be
released. Then there are other ways where ice users can
be encountered — that is, through the vast support
network across a community. In my community it is
Mallee Family Care, Mallee Accommodation and
Support Program, the Mildura Base Hospital,
headspace, schools, the Mallee District Aboriginal
Services, Sunraysia Community Health Services and
others. If someone wants to get clean, there is a
pathway; the agencies have the resources and the
confidence to deal with someone when they present on
ice. Once the person has done that, if they are lucky,
they will still have their families around, and if not, they
may be alone — that is, other than with the people in
these agencies.
Once a person is through withdrawal they need a
pathway, and this is the one Mildura is developing. If a
person on ice did not have a mental health issue before
they were on ice, it is highly likely they will have one
once they have been on ice for a while, so you have to
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have somewhere to unpack those mental health issues.
If someone is recovering well, it may be able to be done
outside a confined environment, but there are two beds
at the Mildura Base Hospital where for a short period
people who are recovering from ice can unpack. Then,
of course, you need a rehabilitation program. These
programs come in three types: there is cognitive
therapy, residential therapy and behavioural therapy.
Mildura has chosen to go down the behavioural path,
which is through self-help groups — and Sunraysia
Community Health Services has a program that is live
or about to go live. That organisation is putting together
people into those self-help groups and a program to run
with those. Why a self-help group rather than
residential? Because people have to live back in the
community they come from. The evidence I have read
suggests that 80 per cent of people respond to self-help.
It is a good place to start. In terms of other therapeutic
forms you can get some Medicare-funded counselling
services as well.
We need to support the families and the caregivers to
rebuild their lives. Let us not forget those. When
someone has been through the therapy, they have to go
back to where they came from, and we need to
understand what is required in terms of the full set of
responses. I have heard mention that 1800 lines can be
helpful, but nothing replaces face-to-face assistance.
Families and carers are generally exhausted. Their
loved ones are in crisis, they have legal issues, and what
they really need is someone to sit down face to face and
help them — guide them in their way through their
lives. A program for this is something that I think will
be needed; I know a lot of people are thinking about it.
This is a whole-of-community problem, and as I said
before, we need this three-pronged approach. Today we
have looked at further enhancing the intervention, but
that alone will not fix the problem. We of course have
to rely on our courts to interpret these laws in a way
that makes the intervention side work, but let us not
forget the value of local community communication,
and let us build the health response.
This is a dangerous drug. There is no silver bullet. It is
going to be very hard for us to rebuild people’s lives,
and as I said, if there was an easy path, we would all
love to know where it was. This, however, is hard
work, and I think we have to be up to this task. I
therefore urge this government to work on this scourge,
as we in the opposition and in the community will do,
because it is not going away.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — Ice is a scourge
for individuals, for families and for communities. The
Andrews Labor government’s Ice Action Plan provides
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$45.4 million to reduce the supply of, demand for and
harm of ice. One part of the action plan was to establish
tough new laws to stop dealers, and this is what we
have before the Parliament today. I commend the
minister for bringing this legislation to the house.
We need to address what the former Attorney-General,
the member for box Hill, said in his criticism. The issue
is that the Court of Appeal in Victoria last week
basically wrote off the Napthine government’s baseline
sentencing scheme and described it as ‘incapable of
being given any practical operation’ and remarked that
it had an ‘incurable defect’. The proposition is that it
was unworkable. Rather than the former
Attorney-General taking responsibility for that, what
we have seen today is the former Attorney-General
attacking everybody who has explained to him, ‘No, it
doesn’t work’.
I am bemused — and I am sure the Court of Appeal has
been bemused — by this strategy and this approach
coming back in. The proposition that has been put by
the former Attorney-General is that this is a test of
character for the government. It is not a test of character
if the legislation is unworkable. The current
Attorney-General has said he is trying to get a
resolution to this proposition. He informed the house
yesterday that he has written to Emeritus Professor Arie
Freiberg, the chair of the Sentencing Advisory Council,
asking the council to provide swift advice to
government about the most effective way for
Parliament to provide sentencing guidelines to the
courts for serious offences. He has taken the action. The
Court of Appeal only made its ruling last week. This is
the first setting. The Attorney-General is taking
immediate, urgent action to try to address these issues.
We have to analyse what has gone on here. The
Attorney-General is going to provide information to the
house about the reference he has given to the
Sentencing Advisory Council. He reflected on the fact
that the former Attorney-General, the member for Box
Hill, put out a blog attacking the Court of Appeal and
we have seen the member on the attack again today.
One of the issues, as was explained to me, is that the
former Attorney-General ignored the advice that was
given to him by Gavin Silbert, QC, the chief Crown
prosecutor in Victoria, who said that this was possibly
the worst legislation ever seen on the statute book in the
state of Victoria. It beggars belief that this is the former
Attorney-General’s way of trying to turn this issue
around, instead of taking responsibility.
The court has ruled. It is not like saying that a curate’s
egg is only half bad. It is not saying it is good in parts.
It is saying it failed the test. It is unworkable and that
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draws the line under it. The Attorney-General has taken
the most immediate action in the most responsible way
in the most appropriate time he can to address these
issues. Let us place that in context. The Parliamentary
Secretary for Justice, the member for Niddrie, sat on the
parliamentary inquiry into this and went all the way
through with the issue. It was one of the best inquiries
of the 57th Parliament, and I put the Betrayal of Trust
report inquiry into child sexual abuse up there as well.
This is the way that the government is trying to look at
these issues. We want to have a logical approach,
analyse the facts, do the research and then come up
with something that is workable. I would have thought
that was priority 1. It has to be workable. You cannot
have it struck down by the courts in the way that it has
been done.
The shadow Attorney-General has to acknowledge that
the former government got this one wrong in the way
that the legislation was put to the courts. A lot of the
other pieces of legislation that came before the
Parliament had merit and were supported. The
unexplained wealth laws were good laws to actually
look at how to get behind the shield of covering what is
going on with drug manufacturers and drug dealers.
There was a lot to be commended, but he actually has
to also take responsibility on this one. It failed the test
of the courts. You cannot try to then re-categorise it as a
test of character. It is unworkable. It is not about
character. It is about workability and that is what the
Attorney-General has now acted upon. That is what he
has put in place and we will await the expert opinion
and see what is the best workable legislation that can be
enforced. That is where that issue lies.
The bill itself is an election promise of the Andrews
government. The government has accepted the
amendment put up by the opposition to extend the
perimeter around schools from 300 metres to
500 metres to align that with the situation in South
Australia. Again, that goes to a practical response to a
reasonable idea that actually gets a result, so there is no
argument on that. That is the way we can work it and
that is what this government is looking to do. It wants
to get on with fulfilling legislation that is practical and
makes a difference.
We know that there are other issues within the
legislation that go to a range of propositions — for
example, what happens when there are ice dealers in
different houses or they get apartments? This is an issue
that has been raised with me, and it is becoming an
issue to which we must apply extreme scrutiny. How
do we deal with this? This is an emerging proposition
from my perspective as an MP, and I am glad that the
legislation addresses that. The proposition is that this
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legislation is continuing to be tough on the
manufacturers and drug dealers who are supplying
illicit drugs that are harming users and damaging
communities.
The Ice Action Plan also addresses issues to support
families, to provide treatment for users, protect frontline
workers and close down manufacturers to make our
community safe. The action plan recognises that the ice
problem is complex and needs a sustained long-term
strategy, which puts working with the community at its
centre, and that is the critical point. This is an issue that
will evolve. I presume that over time we will need to
continue to develop scrutiny, accountability and
compliance on this. Unfortunately we need to move
with the way that drug dealers move and adapt to the
different ways that they will come up with to try to
continue to make a lot of money at the cost of human
misery as it plays out with this drug.
The government recognises that we cannot simply
arrest our way out of this problem. From memory, that
was former Chief Commissioner Ken Lay’s apt
description of what we face. Ice is a complex issue that
needs long-term solutions across a range of areas and
not just in law enforcement. There are issues about
education and prevention strategies and how we deal
with those. The Victorian government’s Ice Action Plan
has invested $80 million in drug treatment and support
services so that users can get the help they need. It has
increased community health services to support
families that have suffered because of this drug. The
Drug Court has been effective in helping reduce
recidivism and improving the health of drug users since
it was first established in 2002, but it is not always
appropriate for serious offenders. There are issues that
are being dealt with as far as the courts are concerned as
well.
This is part of the ongoing suite of policies, strategies
and laws that the government is harnessing to address
this issue on an individual and on a community basis to
try to get the best response we can. I commend the bill
to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
Bill 2015. The Greens are concerned about this bill and
the unintended consequences that could arise from it.
This bill obviously takes a tough on crime approach
that creates a range of new penalties, which are already
either covered by the law, so it is just for duplication
and just for show, or it has increased already very high
maximum penalties to extremely high maximum
penalties which the court is very unlikely to take
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advantage of and thus add nothing to the fight against
ice.
I am sure the government believes that this is just a
cheap solution to make it look like it is doing
something — that it is tackling ice — rather than
making the required financial investment in treatment
and rehabilitation and expanding the Drug Court
approach across Victoria. Worse still, these laws risk
criminalising people thinking about committing a crime
and criminalising young people unnecessarily. The
Greens support laws that maintain criminal penalties for
the trafficking of drugs. What we do not support is the
ramping up of penalties without any evidence base and
without a clear need identified by the court and without
proper consideration of the unintended consequences.
I will go through this bill section by section as each
deserves proper interrogation. I will start by saying that
all offences in this bill relating to a drug of dependence
include cannabis as well as hard drugs. The bill was
touted as this big ice bill but in effect it is a catch-all.
Clause 5 provides for up to 25 years imprisonment for
the trafficking or attempted trafficking of a drug of
dependence to a child at a school or in a public place
within 300 metres of a school. As we have heard, that is
now going to be amended to 500 metres. Trafficking is
defined as possessing for the purpose of selling or
selling. Trafficking is selling any quantity, although
higher quantities have higher penalties, which is a step
up from current laws where a person trafficking to
children in any location could go to jail for up to
20 years, which is already a considerable penalty.
Clause 6 provides for 20 years imprisonment if a person
traffics in this area but it is not to a child. Currently the
penalty for a person trafficking drugs to an adult is
15 years. This law increases that to 20 years if it occurs
within 500 metres of a school. I note this law does not
take into account the time of day or whether there are
children present at the school. These laws do not
distinguish between whether it is an adult or a child
doing the trafficking; however, nor do the trafficking
laws, so it is up to the court to decide the penalty. So
potentially a teenager who takes a few grams of
marijuana to school to sell to their friends could be
looking at a 25-year penalty.
Given that we already have harsh penalties of 20 years
and that drug dealing either near or at school would
already be considered as an aggravating feature that a
judge would take into account within the existing
maximum penalty, it is very difficult to see what this
adds to the fight against drug dependence and drug
dealing. In fact data from the Crime Statistics Agency
shows that over the past five years, between just 7 and
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29 trafficking offences have been recorded each year on
school grounds. That is less than 1 per cent of the
statewide total of trafficking offences. This is hardly
evidence that school grounds are the target of drug
dealers and thus in need of greater deterrence. In fact
figures show the opposite. Of the 2500 schools in
Victoria, there have been just a few cases of drug
dealing each year. So not only do the Greens believe
this law is unnecessary, our concerns are that this law
has unintended consequences and could target children
dealing drugs or on-selling drugs at schools rather than
the larger drug dealers who I am sure it is intended to
target.
The government has confirmed that the majority of the
7 to 29 people prosecuted each year for trafficking at
schools are in fact children. So this new tough on crime,
tough on ice, approach is actually getting tough on child
offenders, who might just be on-selling to their school
mates a few grams of marijuana that they got
somewhere else. Teenagers going down the wrong path
by either dealing drugs or because they are drug
dependent need education, welfare, social support and
diversionary programs and not to be thrown in jail. The
government is arguing, ‘Oh well, increasing the penalty
from 20 to 25 years will increase the deterrent’. I would
seriously doubt that the difference between 20 and
25 years will have much of an effect on a child. Are
they really going to understand that time frame? Are
they going to know that there has been a change in the
law and that that is the new maximum? I do not know
whether the government is intending to roll out an
education program to let teenagers at schools
understand the changes to the law.
Clause 7 creates a new section which provides up to
five years imprisonment for the use of violence or
threats to cause trafficking in a drug of dependence. It is
difficult to see how any conduct that would constitute
the commission of this offence of violence or threats to
cause trafficking would not already be caught by the
principles of complicity, either at common law or under
the new statutory provisions of section 324 of the
Crimes Act. Such provisions would see a person
charged with the principal offence and liable to a higher
maximum penalty than this offence. Thus it is very
difficult to see why this offence is needed or what it
adds to the existing law.
Mr Pearson interjected.
Mr HIBBINS — It is very important. The Greens
have serious concerns about this bill and its unintended
consequences, so I will go through it clause by clause. I
hope the member for Essendon does not mind. Heaven
forbid we should actually analyse a bill in this house!
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Clause 9 provides 20 years maximum imprisonment for
supplying — not selling — a drug of dependence to a
child at a school or in a public place within 500 metres
of a school. The new law does not apply to a child
supplying another child with drugs. This is a step up
from the current penalty of 15 years, which applies to
all other locations for supplying drugs to a child. Again
there is no evidentiary basis for this increase in penalty.
Data from the Crime Statistics Agency found that over
the past decade there have been six years where zero
offences were recorded of supplying drugs around
schools and four years where there was one case of
supplying drugs around a school. Given that there are
2500 schools in Victoria, this is an extremely low
number, making this five-year increase in penalty
simply unnecessary.
Clause 10 adds a new section, which provides for up to
five years jail for, without a reasonable excuse, having
possession of a document containing information about
trafficking or cultivating a drug of dependence. Again
this law applies to both children and adults and applies
to cannabis as well as methamphetamines, heroin and
so on. There is uncertainty as to how possession of a
document would be interpreted in respect of this clause.
There is no definition of ‘possession’ in the bill, and it
is thus subject to common-law definitions, which are
very broad.
I am sure if you were to look online, at websites, at
YouTube videos or in books you would find plenty out
there which would advise how to grow cannabis, make
methamphetamines and so on.
We have been advised by the government that
possession of a document does not include viewing
something online or even bookmarking something
online. It only applies if you download and save a
document onto your computer or copy some text or an
image from the internet into an email or document on
your computer. We have been told that the department
was unable to clarify whether saving a hyperlink to a
web page on your computer in some way constitutes
possession of a document or not. If a young person
looks up out of curiosity how to grow a cannabis plant,
then copies and downloads that information onto a
computer, into an email or onto a social media account,
they could be subject to five years jail. There is no
requirement under this law that a child must actually
have the intention to grow cannabis or to make ice.
Section 71 of the act already criminalises possession of
a document containing instructions relating to the
preparation, cultivation or manufacture of a drug of
dependence, but that law specifies that the person must
have the intention of using them to do so. The law
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carries a maximum term of 10 years imprisonment. The
difference between section 71A of the principal act and
new section 71E is that with this new law an intent to
use the information to cultivate the drug is not required,
which means that many people who possess this
information for no particular reason would be charged
under this law.
Section 13 of the bill specifies that an adjourned bond
can be given if the court is satisfied on the balance of
probabilities that an offence was not committed by the
person for any purpose relating to the cultivation of or
trafficking in a drug of dependence, which is all well
and good, but it just highlights how heavy-handed and
problematic this new law is. If the intention to cultivate
a drug is proven, it is already covered by the existing
law. If no intention is proven, the court can determine
on the balance of probabilities that the person did or did
not have the intention to do it. This is more than likely
to be the case given they did not have evidence to prove
the intention. Even receiving an adjourned bond seems
quite heavy handed for not actually having anything to
do with drug cultivation or trafficking; rather, it can be
just for possessing information.
This is an incredibly low burden of proof for a five-year
prison term, and it certainly risks criminalising
curiosity. It sounds like it is a waste of our courts’ time,
as many people may have these documents
accidentally, incidentally or out of curiosity, and the
existing law captures drug manufacturers who have the
intention to use the information to cultivate and traffic
drugs. I assume these were the real targets of this law,
but as I said, this law looks like it will have the
unintended consequence of criminalising curiosity and
targeting young people.
New section 71F, introduced by clause 10 of the bill,
provides for 10 years jail for publishing a document
without reasonable excuse or obtaining instructions for
the trafficking and cultivation of a drug of dependence
with the intention that the instructions will be used by
another person for the purposes of trafficking in or
cultivating a drug of dependence, or knowing or being
reckless as to whether the instructions will be used by
another person for the purpose of trafficking in or
cultivating a drug of dependence. The bill specifies that
it is irrelevant whether the instructions were actually
used to produce drugs. For the purpose of this section
‘publish’ includes sell, offer for sale, let on hire, exhibit,
display, distribute and demonstrate. Again, there is no
differentiation in penalty between cannabis and other
drugs. Children as well as adults will be subject to this
law. There is no adjournment bond option in relation to
this clause.
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There are countless websites, blogs and YouTube
videos on how to cultivate cannabis or make
methamphetamines. These sites are unlikely to be
captured under this law, making it highly ineffective.
With the introduction of this law, I am sure a savvy,
experienced drug trafficker will ensure that their
instructions on cultivating drugs are online on a website
registered in a place where it is not illegal to publish
this information, which would mean they could not be
prosecuted under this law. Meanwhile, a kid who looks
up how to grow cannabis and shares a document with a
friend via email or message, by posting it on Facebook
or by sharing it via some other electronic means, could
face up to 10 years jail. This law essentially risks
criminalising curiosity. It is likely to target
disadvantaged people who do not know the laws, while
the professional shrewd traffickers will very easily act
outside the law and not be captured by it.
Clause 12 creates new section 72D, which creates a
five-year maximum term of imprisonment for
permitting the use of premises for trafficking or
cultivating a drug of dependence. For an offence to be
made out under this section a person would have to
intentionally permit the use of land or premises for
trafficking in or cultivating a drug of dependence. If
such intent were proven, it is difficult to see how any
conduct constituting an offence under this section
would not also be caught by the principles of
complicity, in which case a person could be charged
with the principal offence, which carries a higher
penalty. This is another new law on the statute book
that is just for show.
Clause 17 of the bill adds new laws to the Confiscation
Act 1997 in relation to trafficking around schools. The
Greens remain very concerned about provisions in the
Confiscation Act. We are concerned that there does not
need to be a link between the crime and the property to
have the property confiscated, and the government has
not produced evidence to show how our confiscation
laws at the time were not working when changes were
made under the previous Parliament.
We have been concerned about the effects of such
provisions on dependants of someone who is involved
in serious drug activity. The onus is on them to seek out
legal assistance and go to court to try to have some
finances or property put aside for them due to hardship,
or to seek an order to exclude the property from
forfeiture if it was their own property from an
inheritance and the offender was only living with them.
I will conclude by saying that the Greens will not be
supporting this bill, as it is completely unnecessary.
There is no evidence base to suggest that increasing
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these penalties or creating these new provisions will in
any way tackle the problem of drug dealing or ice.
Worse, this bill could have the unintended consequence
of criminalising young and disadvantaged people
unnecessarily while allowing professional traffickers to
easily work around these laws.
This tough-on-crime approach to drugs is an easy sell,
but it fails to recognise the international evidence about
the best way to reduce the use and harms of drugs. I am
disappointed that the Labor government has taken this
approach. I hope a more mature, evidence-based and
compassionate approach will be taken in the future.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
joining the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment Bill 2015. In relation to issues
as serious as the scourge of ice, this government is
taking advice from the experts. We are not dreaming it
up, and we are not having a thought bubble. In making
my contribution I am following the Greens member for
Prahran. I apologise to him that I missed the early part
of his contribution, but I did not hear any alternatives
proposed, aside from what he said at the end, which is
that this bill is not necessary.
I also heard him say that he does not have a problem
with drugs around schools. He said that drugs around
schools are okay. He also completely misrepresented
the impact that the proposed offences would have in
relation to children. I draw to the attention of the
member for Prahran the Sentencing Advisory Council’s
information about the dual-track system that operates in
this state.
The member for Prahran was saying that a child who
downloaded information on how to produce a drug or
who was dealing would be subject to huge penalties
like five years, but that is simply not true. A child aged
between 10 and 14 is presumed to be unable to commit
an offence unless the prosecution can prove that the
child is capable of forming a criminal intention. The
Children’s Court hears most matters relating to child
offenders. If a young person was a child when his or
her case first came to court but turns 19 before the case
is finalised, in most cases the Children’s Court must
continue to hear the matter. The Children’s Court
cannot hear certain fatal offences such as murder,
manslaughter, arson causing death or culpable driving
causing death. These matters are heard in the County
Court or the Supreme Court.
The Sentencing Advisory Council also talks about the
youth diversion pilot program. The likelihood is that a
child in the circumstances that the member for Prahran
outlined in relation to downloading instructions, I think
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it was in relation to clause 12, or growing a plant, I
think it was, using his terms, that young person with no
pre-existing offences would receive a bond and would
receive support and diversion. We are not about
scaremongering here. We are about protecting our kids
but not demonising them if they make a mistake. For
the member for Prahran to say the things he said and
say that the bill is totally unnecessary — earth to the
member for Prahran! — you would wonder whether he
has actually read about some of the terrible
circumstances that families are finding themselves in
when a member of their family gets into ice?
It is not just our young people; it is also people such as
a constituent of mine — I will not name the person —
who is about the same age as me, who has raised four
children and has been a trusted foster parent of many
babies and young children and who married her
husband after they were childhood sweethearts from
when they were 16. Sadly her husband, being of similar
age to me and having some sleep issues, regrettably
was introduced to ice, and that has completely
destroyed that family. They can no longer live in the
family home. The scourge of ice can affect anyone at
any age, and it is completely destructive. For the
member for Prahran to stand up in this place for the
amount of time he did and say that this bill is not
necessary and that our kids do not need extra
protection — —
Mr Hibbins interjected.
Ms GREEN — You come up with an alternative.
We on this side of the house are members of a
government in which when we say we are going to do
something and we make a promise to protect our kids
from the scourge of ice, like every other commitment
we have made, we will deliver on it. That is why this
bill is before the house.
The member for Prahran really needs to go back to
school and talk to some of the families that have been
impacted by the scourge of ice. I know many people in
my community whose sons and daughters have gone
from having great careers or from having undertaken
courses at a high level or from having won scholarships
to becoming different people after ice has touched their
lives. They become different people — lawless,
introducing all sorts of other people into the household,
thieving from the household, leading younger siblings
and children at local schools astray. We stand by the
election commitment we made to introduce new
offences against ice. As I said at the outset, we are a
government that engages with and listens to expert
advice. We do not just have thought bubbles in that
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dreamy parallel universe that the Greens party seems to
live in.
We treat the Ice Action Taskforce so seriously that it is
chaired by the Premier and its membership includes
such eminent Victorians as former Australian of the
Year, Professor Patrick McGorry and Tony Parsons,
who is the presiding magistrate of the Drug Court. The
Drug Court was a serious initiative of Labor when it
was in government prior to the previous government,
and it has been a really good initiative. I am pleased to
see Tony Parsons on that task force. Also on the task
force are Professor Dan Lubman, director of the
Turning Point alcohol and drug centre; Major Brendan
Nottle from the Salvation Army; and a range of other
experts.
We promised four ice offences and have expanded our
promise to seven specific offences that include all
drugs. Labor has developed these new offences after
listening to the community concerns that children could
be the target of dealers near schools. As sad as it is,
even in my own community, where rates of crime are
low compared to the rest of the state, sadly there are
those sorts of activities moving into areas near
schools — and 99.9 per cent of parents and members of
the community do not want it and support these actions.
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about stranger danger around schools, would-be
paedophiles and others; there are laws in relation to
those, and there should be laws in relation to those who
would exploit our children in relation to the scourge of
ice. I commend the Premier and the cabinet, who have
proposed these changes to legislation, and I urge the bill
a speedy passage. I know it will be broadly supported in
my community, because our community across the
state wants us to take action on the scourge of ice and
protect our kids from it. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am pleased to
contribute to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015. I am
actually very pleased that the government is continuing
the strong work that the coalition did in trying to tackle
and combat the scourge of ice in our communities.
There are two purposes here: one is about amendment
of the 1981 act to provide for further offences in
relation to drugs of dependence — and the definition of
drugs of dependence is important, because it goes a
little bit beyond ice and includes other illicit drugs; and
there are consequential amendments, including to the
Confiscation Act 1997, plus a few others.
I think the main intent here is very clear: governments
of all persuasions — the federal government in
Canberra, plus other state governments, and certainly
the coalition government in Victoria when it was in
power — are very intent on working hard to make a lot
of changes to tackle the ice problem. A number of those
changes can be legislative, but others certainly can be
different programs and ways of doing things.

From July 2014 to 2015 there were 22 arrests or
summonses issued to people who were supplying or
selling drugs to a child at a school. Between July 2013
and June 2014 there were 35 arrests and summonses
issued to people who were supplying or selling drugs to
a child at school, and yet we have had the lead speaker
from the Greens saying that this legislation is not
necessary and that we do not have a problem
concerning drugs in schools. The facts do not lie, and
the facts are that this government is determined to send
the strongest possible message to those adults who
peddle drugs to kids near schools. That is the message
we send to adults. We are not about demonising kids
who have inadvertently or through their youthful
exuberance downloaded something and then been
thrown into the criminal justice system, unlike Baseline
Bob, the member for Box Hill, who has thrown
numerous young people — first-time offenders — into
the mainstream prison system. We are not about that,
but we are taking seriously the concerns of the
community in relation to adults who would manipulate
children in relation to these issues and who would
peddle drugs to kids near schools.

Here we have a government that has the reputation of
being typically quite soft on crime, and I think in this
instance it is really looking to be seen to be otherwise. I
am not convinced the bill is going to make an enormous
amount of difference. I think the government should
have a look at the police numbers, which have actually
dropped in the last 12 months while the population has
grown, and certainly the circumstances and the way that
they do their policing has changed as well. I think if the
government was really serious about tackling, fighting
and preventing crime, then it would be looking at
increasing the police numbers, because if the police are
out there on the beat seeing what is going on, they can
actually make arrests, have people charged and get
those people off the streets. But the police need to be
out there in the first instance.

Drug dealing is even more heinous when it happens at
or near schools, where the risk of children being targets
or seeing deals is greater. We will give those dealers the
jail times to match our message. People are concerned

Nobody disagrees that ice is an insidious drug. Many of
us have communities that have ice issues. Many people
will know individuals who are affected. I was quite
saddened on the weekend to hear about one of my good
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friends, whose young 19-year-old son has suffered a
whole range of horrendous consequences as a result of
his use of ice. It can really hit anybody, and I know
across the state — whether you are in small country
towns, in larger regional cities or in metropolitan
Melbourne — ice is a concern. It is front of mind in the
community, people talk about it, and the police
certainly have their eyes and ears to the ground on this
issue. In Alexandra the police did a great job in
discovering a clandestine lab, probably about two years
ago from today almost, just around Alexandra, which
was quite surprising for that small town.
As I said earlier, although the primary focus of the bill
is addressing the ice epidemic, the seven new indictable
offences that are established through the bill are
actually broadened to apply to all illicit drugs, and that
maintains consistency with existing legislative
frameworks and other illicit drug offences in the drugs
act.
There are seven new offences created, and along with
those there are maximum penalties and fines. These
typically are around protecting children at school, and
as we have heard from a number of speakers, there are
dealers who do like to hang out near schools and try to
recruit young children. I certainly heard an example at a
forum in Mansfield, where a 14-year-old boy had been
lured into the ice pit, I suppose, and then ended up
becoming a dealer and then trafficking. He was quite
atypical, because a lot of the ice addicts tend to be in
their 20s. But he and his mother came from somewhere
else, and they spoke at this forum. It was very easy to
see, as soon as he walked into the forum, that this child
was the person who had had the previous ice addiction,
and his mother looked like any one of us in the
chamber. It could quite easily have been me or one of
my friends, because she looked just like us.
The offences around trafficking to a child at or near a
school can receive a sentence of 25 years — and that I
think is pretty important — and for general trafficking
and dealing at or near a school it is 20 years. Supplying,
as we have talked about, at or near a school is one
thing, but supplying a child at or near a school gets
20 years or 1600 penalty units. The use of violence and
threats to intentionally compel trafficking, and
possessing instructions for trafficking and cultivating
illicit drugs without reasonable excuse, are also
offences. We know how easy it is these days to come
across information about how to traffic or cultivate
illicit drugs, just as we know with bombs how easily the
internet provides access for people, sometimes
unwittingly and sometimes purposefully.
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Another offence is publishing instructions for
trafficking and cultivating illicit drugs without a
reasonable excuse and with intent as well, so it is one
thing having them and finding them, but publishing
them and being quite reckless about it is worse.
Intentionally permitting the use of premises for
trafficking or cultivation is another offence, and that
also impacts upon residential tenancies.
The lead speaker for the coalition introduced an
amendment which would see a change from trafficking
300 metres from schools to 500 metres, and this is in
line with what happens in South Australia, but it also
represents the views of the Police Association.
One of the issues that has been brought to my attention
on a number of occasions is the difficulty getting beds
in rehabilitation and the time delays in doing so. I know
in country areas to access rehab privately is extremely
expensive. I know of one family that elected to pay
$30 000 and to travel to Geelong from my electorate
because they wanted to get into rehab as soon as they
could rather than have to wait six months. I think that
rehab beds, along with police numbers, is something
that the government really needs to put some serious
thought into.
I remind the house that one of the first things the
Andrews government did was to slash millions of
dollars from specific programs to tackle ice education.
In his first months in office the Premier took $3 million
from community education forums on ice and shut
down a $2 million community grants program. These
grants were targeted at the education of young people
about the impacts of drugs, including ice. We have lost
almost a year in waiting for the current package to be
put on the table and essentially do some of the same
things the former government was doing.
A lot of work had been done by the coalition and I have
heard speakers on the government side today talk about
the Premier leading a whole-of-government response.
Indeed that is no different from what happened under
the coalition government. We need a
whole-of-government response because this is a
whole-of-community problem. One of the things we
did to tackle this problem was to have an inquiry
through the Law Reform, Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee. It conducted a 10-month inquiry into the
supply and use of methamphetamines, particularly ice,
in Victoria. There were 113 public hearings with
220 witnesses, resulting in some 54 recommendations. I
commend the committee on that work; it was pretty
harrowing stuff. That is evidence of a bipartisan
approach and something that was led by a coalition
government.
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The coalition instigated a whole range of different
reforms to tackle organised and drug-related crime.
That included establishing the Criminal Organisations
Control Act 2012 and the Fortification Removal
Act 2013 to allow criminal bikie and similar gangs to
be outlawed and fortifications on their premises to be
demolished. We know that the bikies have had for a
long time, and continue to have, a strong presence in
the drug scene. We introduced new laws to strip serious
drug offenders of almost all of their assets, enacting
Victoria’s first unexplained wealth laws.
When you look around — and you do not have to look
far — and hear the stories in the media it is often noted
that some people seem to have quite a lot of
unexplained wealth. If you go back to the roots of that
unexplained wealth, you find it is often from ill-gotten
gains. The former government also equipped police
with extra dogs to help tackle ice and increased
roadside drug-driver testing from 42 000 to 100 000
tests. We introduced community correction orders to
put real teeth into community-based sentences and
empowered courts to order curfews. We toughened the
bail laws. Quite a lot was done and there were further
plans afoot.
In typical Labor style we now have this bill which,
although it has some positive elements, is probably just
tinkering around the edges and is underwhelming.
Again, there is lots of talk, lots of branding and lots of
repackaging for overall negligible change. However, I
support any of the changes we need to make and put on
the record that we are not opposing this bill.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
make a contribution to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015. This
is an important piece of legislation because it is
honouring a commitment that the then opposition made
last year in terms of tackling ice. This is a very
dangerous drug that has had a pronounced impact upon
a number of communities, including my community.
Many members in this house are part of the new intake
of 2014. You try to get out and about, you try to talk to
your community, and you try to get a sense of what the
issues are so that you can be a better member and a
more effective elected representative. I remember
spending a bit of time on the public housing estates in
my electorate and I would see things. I could see that
there were people who appeared to be drug-affected
and people who appeared to be dealing or trafficking.
That is quite confronting. It is important that we try to
tackle these problems and issues.
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It is also important to recognise that there are some
cultural sensitivities around this issue as well. It is
interesting, for example, that many in Muslim
communities do not drink alcohol. Alcohol is seen to be
a taboo substance that should not be consumed. But in,
say, the Somali community there has been a great
tradition of chewing khat, which is a mild stimulant, or
a mild amphetamine. It is a tradition. It is part of their
culture. One of the young Somali community leaders
told me that one of the challenges is that some young
people in that community are now starting to use ice.
They go home, they are not drunk and mum and dad
think they have been chewing khat when the reality is
that they have been consuming ice.
I would have thought that as newly elected
representatives the members for Melbourne and
Prahran might be a bit more sensitive about the fact that
this is a problem that is impacting upon communities
where there might be a large number of people from the
Horn of Africa or people might be from a public
housing estate where ice is a problem. This bill is about
making sure that we are tackling this issue head on. It is
an important step forward in making sure that we have
in place a robust, multilayered response to tackle this
issue.
The member for Prahran would probably say, ‘You
should just break a promise. You went to the election
last year and you said you were going to tackle the ice
scourge. What we want you to do though is to break
that promise. You can basically sit on your hands and
do nothing while this drug ravages our communities’.
That is what those members want us to do. They are
being completely irresponsible and showing yet again
that they deserve no place in this chamber.
I noted the member for Eildon’s comments in her
contribution about this government being soft on law
and order and that it cannot be trusted in the way in
which it tackles this issue. I find that statement quite
breathtaking when you think that today is the day when
the government has announced a $49.4 million package
to employ 88 counterterrorism specialists. This is
hardly a government made up of people who are weak
at the knees, soft on crime and just rolling over while
crime occurs.
This is a responsible government, and we have form on
this side of the house when we have been in
government in terms of making sure that we are tough
on crime but also that we are tough on the causes of
crime. That was the mantra of the Bracks and Brumby
governments, particularly in that first term when it
employed 800 police officers — and we needed to
employ 800 police officers because under the previous
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Kennett government there was a significant decline in
the number of sworn officers. That is a reality.
We have a very strong commitment to making sure that
we have very strong enforcement in place, that we
support our sworn officers but also that we try to tackle
these issues very carefully and sensitively.
I also note that as part of our commitment the
government has appointed Major Brendan Nottle from
the Salvation Army and Professor Pat McGorry from
headspace to the ice task force. Brendan Nottle is an
outstanding advocate and champion for the
underprivileged on our city streets and in our
community. I spoke to Brendan a couple of months
ago. In all the times that Brendan has been doing
outreach work out in our community and in all the
times that he has been working in the soup kitchen in
Bourke Street, up until ice he had never been assaulted
and he had never been attacked. Basically he was
recognised as a person who was doing good deeds to
try to provide food, clothing and shelter to the most
vulnerable people in our community, and yet he was
assaulted, I think it was last year, by a gentleman who
was on ice who just lost it and attacked him. Thankfully
it was not a bad assault, but I think it says something
when you have someone of Brendan’s standing and
stature, an outstanding community leader who has
worked tirelessly to help the underprivileged of
Melbourne, who was confronted and attacked.
Similarly, I have known Pat McGorry for probably a
decade. He has been extremely focused on trying to
tackle mental health issues among our young and has
been very focused on that causal link between
substance abuse and mental health, particularly among
young people. Again, they are two fine, upstanding
representatives of our community who are sitting on the
Premier’s ice action task force to try to make sure that
we tackle this problem properly and effectively. That is
what we are trying to do here.
The bill is important because we are trying to make
sure that we have a multilayered attack on this problem
and this scourge. Frankly I think it is entirely
appropriate that we have heavy penalties in place for
those who look at trying to deal ice to schoolchildren or
who are loitering around school premises. I am not
quite sure what the member for Prahran thinks is
appropriate. Does he think it is appropriate that we do
not have the ice dealers in the classrooms, but it is okay
if they are waiting at the school gate to try to get to the
kids on their way in or on their way out? It is just
lunacy. We need to be taking strong action.
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Let us look at the impact on someone who is young and
who is affected by drugs. I remember back in the 1990s
when heroin was a scourge. The good thing about
heroin was that if someone survived and they decided
to get their lives back on track, then broadly they were
okay; they could live a normal, functioning life. With
ice, amphetamines and those sorts of drugs that cause
brain damage the person ends up with an acquired brain
injury; that is what they end up with, and their lives are
wrecked.
There is a person in my life that I know who did not use
ice but used a form of amphetamine when they were
19, and they were effectively brain damaged. They are
functional, and when you look at them you think they
are okay, but the person they are now is nothing like the
person they were then. I have watched that person over
the last 20-odd years, and their life is just awful; the
person they are now is nothing like the person they
were.
The reality is that if you are brain damaged, if you have
an acquired brain injury, nothing can be done to repair
that — no social intervention, no program, no
rehabilitation. Effectively, at the end of the day if you
have an acquired brain injury you are in serious, serious
trouble. That is the thing with a drug like ice: it causes
mental impairment and it causes long-term brain
damage.
The reality is that ice can affect anyone, but I think
many of us know that there is a higher correlation of
drugs with certain communities in the state. As
legislators we must work tirelessly to try to address this
problem, try to stop people’s lives being shattered and
try to prevent the reverberating effect it has on family
members and close friends, who see this unfold in their
loved one’s lives but are left helpless.
One of the great fears when you are a parent is about
drug use. You hope that your child never succumbs to
drug addiction. You hope that this scourge is never
visited upon them. Bills like this are important. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015. I begin
by stating that I support the amendment that has been
circulated in the name of the member for Box Hill, and
although I missed the early part of the debate, I believe
it will be supported by the government. That support is
certainly welcome. Having an exclusion zone in line
with what is occurring in South Australia represents a
very good move.
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Mr Donnellan interjected.
Mr T. BULL — It is good to have the support of the
minister at the table on that one as well.
As we have heard, this bill introduces several new
offences specifically related to ice. As the government
has claimed in its commentary, these are tough new
laws that will stop dealers. That is the message that the
government is putting out. The one point I would like to
make in that regard is that when we are talking about
ice the best way to tackle the issue in a law and order
sense and to apprehend the people who are doing the
wrong thing within our community in this field is to
have the police on the ground to take the necessary
action.
I guess the downside is that while we have these tough
laws — and they are certainly welcomed by me and I
am sure by all members of the house — we need to
have the police on the ground to enforce these laws.
Unfortunately we have fewer police on the ground than
we had 12 months ago. Going by Victoria Police’s own
figures, in November last year we had 13 151 sworn
police officers, which by September this year had
dropped to 13 142. That is a reduction in police
numbers at a time when our population is increasing.
If we tackle ice through law and order it is important
that along with the new laws we also have the police on
the ground to enforce them. Under the coalition we had
around 1900 new police officers, which was a massive
increase in numbers, but there has been a reduction in
the last 12 months. As I said, with the population
increasing that is a trend that we have to reverse.
Many communities around the state, including
communities in my electorate of East Gippsland, have
certainly seen the effects of ice. While we are talking
about police numbers I wish to highlight an upcoming
circumstance in my electorate, in Lakes Entrance,
which I am sure many members of the house have
visited either on holidays or when passing through and
the like, and they would know it is a lovely little seaside
town of about 6000 people. The Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, who is at the table, was in Lakes Entrance
with me not long ago.
But the population, which is normally 6000, grows over
the Christmas period to in excess of 50 000. People
who have been to Lakes Entrance would know that it is
comprised predominantly of motels, hotels and caravan
parks. Unfortunately with this increased population
over the summer period comes a higher crime rate and
a greater need for policing, often in the areas of drug
and alcohol issues. I am advised that while we will have

Wednesday, 25 November 2015

additional police in Lakes Entrance on New Year’s Eve
this year, over that extended holiday period when the
population grows to 50 000 there will be no additional
police assigned to Lakes Entrance, as has occurred in
the past.
I stress that because often with these increased
populations and with outsiders coming into towns,
whether it be Lakes Entrance, Torquay or other popular
holiday areas, we see drug situations come to the fore.
Hand in hand with this strengthened legislation must go
the police numbers on the ground to make sure that we
are able to enforce the law around the insidious drug we
are talking about here today. I have raised the need for
an increased police presence with the Minister for
Police in the adjournment debate, and I am now
awaiting a response. It is something I think we need to
look at in all holiday areas over the summer period.
The new offences that are being introduced by this bill
are certainly of assistance to police. But, like the
majority of laws, they need to be acted upon in line
with community expectations. These new offences
provide maximum sentences. For example,
administering ice to a child at or near a school carries a
25-year maximum, while trafficking near a school
carries a 20-year maximum. These penalties sound very
harsh, and they have the potential to be very harsh, but
significant penalties must be imposed, in line with
community expectations. If people go to court and front
the judge and the penalties they receive are not in line
with community expectations, or anywhere near the
maximum sentences for these very serious offences, it
means that this legislation is tinkering around the edges
in relation to being harder on the perpetrators of these
crimes.
The activities and conduct captured by the provisions in
the bill are already dealt with under the law, and that
has been mentioned by previous speakers. So, whilst
we are taking this extra step to make the penalties
harsher, we need the support of those who are handing
down penalties for it to have effect. Otherwise it will
have very little impact and make very little difference in
this area. I think the increased penalties associated with
the new offences are reasonable. The maximum
penalties are certainly in line with community
expectations. But I want to stress that unless we are
backed up by our judges handing down serious
sentences for these serious crimes, this will be a waste
of time.
I will very briefly touch on the amendments moved by
the member for Box Hill, which replace the 300-metre
zone around schools with a 500-metre zone, as exists in
South Australian legislation. Now that Victoria is
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following suit, hopefully this is something other states
and jurisdictions will look at, with a view to introducing
similar laws. The fact that we are setting our boundary
at 500 metres, in line with South Australia, provides a
very clear lead for other states and territories thinking
about introducing similar legislation so that we can
have some consistency across jurisdictions. I fully
support the amendments, and I thank the government
for supporting them.
There are some other legislative changes that I believe
could have made a bigger difference than the provisions
we are talking about today. They are some of the
measures that were suggested by the coalition
pre-election. They include mandatory drug tests for ice
users on community correction orders and persons
arrested for an indictable offence and thought to be
under the influence of drugs, as well as tighter asset
forfeiture laws for ice dealers to ensure that their crime
does not pay. While we are talking about getting tough
on ice, we are relying on judges to hand down penalties
close to the maximum. But there are many other things
that can be done. I hope the government will look at
some of the suggestions put forward by the coalition
pre-election to increase pressure on people who want to
get involved in the trafficking and use of ice. The
previous government had a strong record on tackling
this insidious drug with policies that were making a real
difference.
One other area I would like to mention before I finish is
residential rehabilitation beds. These are a very
important part of rehabilitation for ice addicts.
Whenever I speak to specialists in the field they tell me
we need a range of options for people to be
rehabilitated. Public rehabilitation beds are extremely
important, but they are something that we have not
heard anything about from the government. Whilst we
had a pre-election commitment from the coalition to
introduce new beds in Gippsland, the Grampians and
Geelong, there has been something of a void over the
last 12 months — the first year of the new government.
I hope this is an area it will revisit.
In summing up, I will reiterate a couple of points. If we
are going to have new laws, we have got to have the
police numbers to be able to enforce them, and we have
had a reduction. These laws will not make any
difference unless the sentencing is in line with
community standards. The provisions only talk about
maximum sentences, and we need these maximum
sentences — or something near them — to be applied
to perpetrators. We need more rehabilitation beds in
Victoria, particularly in rural and regional locations, to
assist in helping people recover from addiction to this
insidious drug.
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Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — It is my pleasure
to rise in support of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Amendment Bill 2015. I think all speakers
have acknowledged that this bill covers off on a really
important matter for our community and an issue that I
have seen affect my own community in Dandenong. As
we have heard, the bill introduces some new offences
that are designed to target all who are supporting the
drug trade, from manufacturing to supply. Essentially
that means this bill is targeting the source — those who
seek to profit from the misery that is addiction to illicit
drugs.
In particular the bill sends a clear message to those
intending to engage in trafficking near schools. We will
be introducing a boundary of 300 metres within which
heavier penalties for drug dealing will apply. People
might ask why it is so important to have this boundary
around schools. I think the horror of peddling drugs to
children — essentially setting up a lifelong bad habit,
and a life sentence in some cases — is clear. Other
speakers have talked about the impacts of drug use on
friends, family members and constituents over time and
the havoc drug habits can wreak on not just an
individual’s life but also the lives of their family
members.
The bill introduces seven new offences, and I will run
through them briefly. They are trafficking to a child at
or near a school, trafficking at or near a school,
supplying to a child at or near a school, using violence
or threats to intentionally compel trafficking,
possessing instructions for trafficking or cultivating
illicit drugs without reasonable excuse, intentionally
permitting the use of premises for trafficking or
cultivation, and publishing instructions for trafficking,
or cultivating illicit drugs without reasonable excuse
with intent, knowledge or recklessness. These new
offences form part of the government’s plan to tackle
ice production and supply, a plan that also harks back to
an election commitment made last year. Although the
bill pertains to that commitment, it extends to other
illicit drugs as well.
We know that the Australian Crime Commission report
on the Australian methamphetamine market assessed
methamphetamine, and in particular crystal
methamphetamine, as posing the greatest risk to our
community. According to the report, there has been a
considerable increase in quantities seized at our borders
since 2010. Amphetamine-type stimulants such as
methamphetamine are the second most widely used
illicit drug in the world — cannabis being the first —
and I believe Australia has one of the highest rates of
methamphetamine usage in the world.
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According to the ABC’s Fact Check from earlier this
year, the best available data says that roughly
900 000 Victorians used methamphetamine in the last
year, which is a pretty astounding figure. Having only
been in this place for a year, in that period I have seen
the scourge of ice on the streets of my electorate and
sometimes in my electorate office in various forms,
whether it be people who are on ice or their family
members who come in in a state of extreme despair.
One particular case stays in my mind, and it concerned
a father who came in. He was an elderly man and
extremely distressed. He broke down in the lobby of
my office trying to talk to me and my staff about his
son, who had gone missing. He talked to me about the
transition that had happened in his son’s life over a
12-month period, from the time his son started taking
ice to the point of coming into my office seeking help
and not quite knowing what to do.
Quite often in these circumstances we hear people say,
‘I’m talking to the drug, I’m not talking to him or her’.
The quite incredible and horrific thing about this drug is
that it changes someone so profoundly. It changes their
character; it changes what they are capable of. We
know that the tendency towards violence increases
hugely, and often that violence is perpetrated against
the people closest to the drug user. In many cases I have
heard firsthand about violence against family members,
and that is truly heartbreaking.
To touch on the issue around why the government is
targeting trafficking around schools, it has also been
drawn to my attention that there have been confirmed
cases of children as young as 13, and I am sure younger
in some other cases, using the drug ice. This is a
horrific state of affairs. Clearly a process led to that
child being given access to ice. That is something we
certainly need to look at, and this bill will go some way
to dealing with that.
We know that statewide a total of 30 drug trafficking
and drug dealing offences were recorded at Victorian
schools or schoolground locations in 2014–15. That
may not seem like a lot, but quite frankly it is too many.
We also know that in March this year the government
released Victoria’s Ice Action Plan, a $45.5 million
effort to fight the scourge of ice and its manufacturers
and suppliers. While this bill looks towards a law
enforcement and justice approach to this problem, we
also understand that ice poses a particularly complex
program that requires long-term solutions across a
number of areas. Law enforcement is one aspect, but
we also know that many other measures are required to
bring this problem and the impact it has on our
community under control.
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The problem is widespread and the victims are many,
as I have outlined. We know that the reach of those
impacted by drug use is far and wide. In a forum in
Dandenong on drug use, where the use of ice in
particular was raised, Assistant Police Commissioner
Luke Cornelius and others talked about the increasing
rate of attacks on police and ambulance workers
dealing with ice and other drug addicts. Luke Cornelius
estimated that the rate of attacks against police had
increased 11-fold. He attributed that figure in no small
part to the use of ice in the community. We also have a
responsibility as members of this place to protect these
workers, the members of our community who keep our
broader community safe.
I want to touch on another important aspect in this
broader debate, which is the support available for
families. I was pleased to see in the Ice Action Plan that
there is a specialised education program available for
families affected by ice use. Families dealing with the
transformation of a loved one who has a drug addiction
often become carers through that problem. In my role
as Parliamentary Secretary for Carers and Volunteers,
the role of carers and the strain on carers is an issue
close to my heart, which is why I was pleased to see
that through the Ice Action Plan a number of
workshops will be scheduled throughout the state.
These workshops will essentially help people to
identify if a member of their family needs help,
encourage a person to seek treatment and offer support
to that person. The program was developed by Turning
Point and the Bouverie Centre, and it is anticipated that
more than 1000 Victorians will be reached through that
program. The director of Turning Point, Dan Lubman,
stated:
This program aims to provide an insight into what ice is, how
it affects people and how to support family members into
treatment. We will also provide practical approaches in caring
for a family member who might be using ice.

It is important that we all reflect on the impact on a
family of dealing with a loved one’s addiction, whether
it be ice or any other drug of addiction. I was reminded
of this in the last couple of days when I was watching a
video posted by Jordy Hurdes. I do not know if anyone
else in this place has seen that video, but this man took
an ecstasy tablet about 10 days ago that clearly
contained toxins beyond what would normally be in an
ecstasy tablet, and it has made him extremely ill.
Currently he is suffering the effects of that without
knowing whether those effects will be permanent. He
very bravely posted a video which put on full display
the level of the impact of that drug on him, warning
others not to go down that path because it is just too
risky.
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His message is a very important one, and the measures
taken in this bill are extremely important in addressing
a problem that is causing a lot of grief and heartache in
our community. It is a problem that we need to address
in all manner of ways, law enforcement being only one
of them. On that basis I commend this bill to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
to rise to make some comments on the Drugs, Poisons
and Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015. This
bill specifically deals with some issues that we have in
our community. An issue that is continuing to arise
across many different jurisdictions is that of ice. I had
an important role to play in a parliamentary inquiry into
the supply and use of ice and other methamphetamines,
together with a number of other members, including the
member for Niddrie and Simon Ramsay, a member for
Western Victoria Region in the other place, who was
the chair of the committee.
I commend the former Premier and the former
government for the initial work on this inquiry, because
it set up a number of the conversations we are having
today, and it was important to tackle this early. We saw
a number of initiatives take place under the coalition,
including the inquiry, but a number of other activities
took place as part of the government being tough on
crime.
I would say it is very important for us to ensure that we
are tough on crime to send a very important message to
the many people who seek to profit from illegal
substances such as ice. Some of the activities that we
had included actions to ensure that there would be
tougher penalties for those who sought to profit from
illegal substances and that there would be new laws,
including unexplained wealth laws, which were
introduced by the former government. These were
important elements that needed to be introduced to send
a very strong signal to those who seek to profit from
crime and those who seek to make money out of this
terrible drug.
We have heard many times from members in this
chamber horrific stories of people in the community
who have suffered at the hands of this terrible drug. The
former government put together this parliamentary
inquiry from which there were some
50 recommendations. The recommendations covered
an action plan, submissions from 78 different groups
and individuals, 130 public hearings and 220 witnesses.
It was an extensive inquiry. It is important to point out
that this was the first inquiry of its kind anywhere in
Australia. We in Victoria certainly led the way in terms
of some of this work. I recall meeting with the federal
Attorney-General at the time and also with other federal
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colleagues. They were interested in seeing where this
inquiry was going.
What we have seen since is that the government has
taken up elements of this inquiry but has not really
embraced it the way it could have. This is the sort of
body of work that should be picked up, collected and
implemented. I certainly acknowledge the fact that the
Premier has put up the task force and that it is in place
as an important part of this process. Some of the
legislation changes we have here today in terms of
trafficking these drugs and providing penalties for
trafficking these drugs near schools are very
important — crucial — in ensuring that our young
people are kept safe.
I am glad to hear that the government has accepted our
amendments to this bill to ensure that there is more
distance between schools and locations where this drug
might be trafficked and that traffickers are kept as far
away from schools as far as possible. Ensuring that we
do that is part of this response. I believe the initial
distance of 300 metres has been replaced with
500 metres. That is important. When we talk about
these sorts of crime issues it is absolutely crucial to
ensure that we have the proper policing resources in
place. We have already heard from other members on
our side that we have seen a reduction in police
numbers. There has been a reduction in the number of
police on the beat ensuring that the communities in
which they work are kept safe. That is absolutely
paramount to ensuring that we are working to arrest
those who seek to profit from this drug and to ensuring
that people are kept safe.
Under the former government we saw record amounts
of policing, including the addition of protective services
officers (PSOs), which has already played an important
role in dealing with some of this drug trafficking. A
number of arrests were made as soon as PSOs were
appointed to railway stations, as there was a lot of
trafficking activity to and from those stations. In fact a
number of drug labs were uncovered that were being
operated very close to the stations themselves.
Providing policing and having those active eyes on the
ground doing the patrolling has helped to reduce this
sort of activity. That is absolutely crucial.
It is disappointing that we have seen a government that
on the one hand says it has the answers when it comes
to working in this important area of tackling ice but on
the other hand is still soft on the essence of the
problem, which is ensuring that we provide the
resources to our police force, that we are tough on
crime and that we send that message to those who seek
to profit from crime. Things like the harmonisation of
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unexplained wealth laws are a very important part of
this.
There were other elements of the inquiry which were
looked at and which have not yet been taken up. There
was the expansion of the Drug Court which currently
operates in the Dandenong area. The committee had the
opportunity to visit the Drug Court and see some of the
great work that has been done there. That is important
because it goes to the heart of ensuring that those
people who have offended do not reoffend and that they
are helped through that process. It teaches some of the
basics. In the visits I made I saw that people who had
been charged and who were in the program were taught
basic things like the fact that attending medical
appointments and ensuring that they are doing drug
testing are all very important. One of our
recommendations was to put together mandatory drug
testing for exactly that reason, but it has not been taken
up by the current government.
There is certainly a lot more that can be done to ensure
that we work towards reducing this scourge on our
society. It continues to grow. It continues to be a huge
problem. No matter where you go, you hear parents
who talk about wanting their kids to be safe and
community members talking about the rising attacks in
many of their communities, particularly those in rural
and regional areas where we see that vulnerable people
are being targeted.
One of the last things I would like to refer to is about
one of the key things we did, which was to run ice
forums. We also had local grants for communities to
tackle the need for community education and properly
equip the community in understanding the problems. A
lot of parents would turn up at these forums and talk
about the problems their kids were having. Within only
a few months of coming to office, the Premier ripped
$3 million from the community education forums on
ice and shut down the $2 million community grants
program. This is highly offensive, particularly to many
of those families who have been affected. Being able to
have that information and being able to talk to others
about it is a crucial part of the puzzle. This is a terrible
problem. It is something we all need to address, and we
need to be doing as much as we can to ensure that we
can — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to speak briefly on this very important bill. I
say briefly, because we only have a bit of time left and I
am sure there are other speakers.
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I am not going to go through the bill in detail; others
have done that very effectively. For me this is a very
important bill. Firstly, it is an election commitment this
party made when in opposition; now in government, we
are delivering on it.
There are at least two elements to the ice problem.
Obviously there is the criminal element, and there is the
other element of looking after people in recovery and
helping people get off ice. This bill targets the criminal
element, particularly around vulnerable communities in
schools. It brings in some very harsh — appropriately
harsh — penalties in relation to some new offences.
Ice has tragic consequences, something I have spoken
about in the past. I had a specific experience in my
electorate — the recent tragic accident that killed three
people and seriously injured another three on the corner
of Warrigal Road and Dandenong Road in Oakleigh.
Ice affects a whole range of families, and it is not as
obvious as at first we may think.
Another experience I have with drug addiction and ice
is through Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care, a
wonderful organisation in my electorate, and the
Tandana Place service it runs, which is a bed-based
rehabilitation service for teenagers. They have seen a
jump in ice-affected clients from 15 per cent to 62 per
cent in just five years, so it is absolutely evident to me
and my local community that ice has a devastating
impact.
I do not want to just talk about the criminal or the
tough-on-crime elements of this legislation. This
government is doing far more than that. As others have
stated, there is the $45.5 million Ice Action Plan, which
includes $18 million in drug treatment and support
services and $4.7 million over four years for
community health services to support families and other
affected people. Ice is something that is far more
pervasive than its effect on the addicts themselves. In
many respects it has a more pronounced impact on
certain groups of people, particularly those with a
mental illness. I understand that the minister and this
government are very committed to doing more, and I
look forward to working with the minister and with
colleagues to do something more significant in relation
to ice and ice addiction over the course of this term.
Just before I wrap up, I want to address a couple of
points made by some of the other speakers — firstly,
the member for Prahran. Others have made this point
too. I think we have got something right if some
members of Parliament are talking — and I am not
putting words in their mouth — about us potentially
being too harsh in terms of the criminal elements of this
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bill, such as the number of years of imprisonment,
while others, such as the member for Gippsland East,
are essentially saying we are not strong enough. So we
are sort of in the middle, and I think that means we are
probably where we should be.
My view on the comments made by the member for
Prahran is that, as the member for Yan Yean said, it is
unlikely that children will be caught up in this issue
because the bill has a provision for possession
specifically without a reasonable excuse. It will be very
difficult to find someone who innocently has
possession and does not have a reasonable excuse. Also
there is a whole process that police go through before
they bring charges and there is a whole court process.
An independent judiciary looks at the circumstances of
the case. So I do not think that is a real worry for us.
I want to finish off by addressing some of the points
that the member for Gippsland East raised. He said we
need more police and more drug rehabilitation clinics.
Essentially he said we need baseline sentencing, or
certainly harsher sentencing. He also made the
comment that the former government had made great
inroads into bed-based care. A press release from the
Minister for Mental Health states:
The number of people able to access mental health and drug
and alcohol services fell by 2 per cent following botched
changes by the former coalition government, an independent
review has found.

That review was established a few months ago by the
minister, and it paints a very different picture from the
one the member for Gippsland East presented. That
report will be pivotal in this government’s approach to
what else we do in this space — engaging stakeholders
and getting them to help us put a road map together.
The second issue is that we have put more police on the
beat — 400 more police, as we have said numerous
times in this Parliament and outside. The other element
of the member for Gippsland East’s comments was that
we have not said much on the higher end of those
sentences. We believe in the separation of powers. The
judiciary decides sentences, within the legislation that is
provided by the Parliament. I am quite comfortable
with leaving it to learned judges to make most of those
judgements.
This is a very important bill. It is another election
commitment that this government is delivering on, and
I wish it a speedy passage. I know it will be one of a
number of cornerstones that assist the Victorian
community in my electorate in dealing with the scourge
of ice.
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Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — I am pleased to add
my comments to the debate on the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Amendment Bill 2015. This bill
centres around this government’s follow-up action to its
Ice Action Plan, which was a commitment in its first
100 days of office to bring together not just one sector
of the community but rather to bring together the
police, people with legal experience, health
professionals, community support agencies and a broad
sector of the community with expertise to look at the
issue of ice. Sadly, as the member for Buninyong,
representing a section of regional Victoria, I know that
ice is a particular problem in regional Victoria, out of
proportion with other parts of the state.
I am pleased that the government has recognised that it
is not just a matter of taking one direction in the way
you respond to ice, but that it is necessary to take a
range of directions. This bill is about taking action by
introducing seven new indictable offences. People
peddling drugs near schools or amongst children would
be included in a new indictable offence, and people
who are providing information or publishing
information about the production of methamphetamines
and similar drugs would also be part of a new indictable
offence to be treated in the courts. These laws are there
to potentially be used by police and law enforcement
officers, but also to be dealt with appropriately by the
courts so that the offender can be assessed properly.
The key thing I want to emphasise in the couple of
minutes I have before the house needs to move on is
that this government is keen to take a broad range of
actions on this issue. I am pleased that Ballarat
Community Health is being supported with further
funding to enable it to work with families and people
who are ice affected. There are a number of areas, not
just police related, where we are trying to take action
against those who are producing and trafficking ice.
We are also providing support for those individuals and
families who might be affected by ice and finding ways
to educate young people about the effects of ice. As a
former teacher I think it is vitally important that we
educate our young people to not be tempted. There are
so many stories out there that other members have
shared about how ice has clearly had a devastating
effect on the lives of individuals, their families and
others they have come in contact with.
I am pleased that the Andrews Labor government is
committed to taking further strong action in addressing
ice in our community, this bill being just one
component. I support this bill and the other actions
which I know we will continue to take.

ADJOURNMENT
5050

ASSEMBLY

Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to conclude the debate on the Drugs,
Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment
Bill 2015. I particularly want to touch on the scourge of
ice on our community. I will reflect briefly on a
meeting I recently had with one of my constituents
about the challenges that ice presents in our
community. I will not name my constituent, but it was
harrowing to discuss some of the challenges in terms of
treatment and in terms of policing. It has been a long
journey for my constituent over a 10-year period, and at
times it has been a rollercoaster ride of a struggle where
it has not been certain what assistance might be
provided.
We are taking a holistic approach to addressing the
challenges facing our community from the scourge of
ice, and this bill is one pillar to address that. Policing is
a critical element, but we must acknowledge the need to
also take a broader approach, and that includes early
intervention, prevention and education. It is also about
treatment and about offering support to families to get
the care, assistance and support they need. It is an
important bill that sets particular parameters on
policing, and I am strongly in support of those
measures.
This legislation is part of a $45 million package that
this government has put forward. The government is
serious about tackling ice, and the ice task force, which
is chaired by the Premier, shows how serious the
government’s commitment is to addressing some of
these challenges. As we come up to a year in
government, the task force will be a key pillar in our
attempts to address this scourge over the coming years.
I wanted to put on the record my strong support for this
bill. I wanted to briefly touch on the comments the
member for Box Hill made in his contribution when he
blatantly politicised some of those things. It is time to
get away from the short-term politicking, look to the
longer term on these things and not try to score
short-term political goals — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time has
come for me to interrupt the proceedings of the house.
The honourable member will have the call when this
matter is next before the Chair.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

University Hospital Geelong
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — My adjournment
matter this evening is directed to the Minister for
Health. The action I seek is for the minister to
investigate ways of alleviating car parking problems at
University Hospital Geelong, including looking at the
construction of a new multilevel car park to achieve this
purpose.
Last week the Minister for Health ordered hospitals
around Victoria to develop fairer car parking policies.
This is a difficult prospect for Barwon Health at
University Hospital Geelong as almost all of the car
parking spaces for patients, visitors and staff are located
on the street and controlled by the City of Greater
Geelong. Anyone who lives in Geelong knows how
difficult and frustrating it is to try to find parking at the
hospital. Then when you do find a car park, you have to
feed the meter or risk getting a fine. For patients, the
elderly and those who have mobility problems the
present car parking arrangements can be difficult and
sometimes distressing, particularly when there are
emergency situations.
On 20 October 2014 the then Minister for Health,
David Davis, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the Council, announced a $25 million
funding package for Barwon Health, which included a
new helipad on the rooftop of the Baxter wing. The
present helipad on the Barwon Health site is on the oval
of the former Swanston Street Primary School. The
new helipad will improve air ambulance transfers of
critically ill patients to the emergency department. It
will also free up the oval for potential future use by
Barwon Health to expand University Hospital Geelong.
The old oval could provide for future expansion of the
hospital buildings and could also provide space for the
construction of a multilevel car park.
The Minister for Health in her media release of
19 November said:
Having to go to hospital regularly can be distressing enough,
both as a patient and as a visitor, without having to worry
about how much it will cost to park the car.

This applies to Geelong patients and residents as well. I
again call on the minister to investigate options
including a multilevel car park to alleviate car parking
pressures at University Hospital Geelong.
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Sunbury Road duplication
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — The matter I raise
tonight is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and the action I seek is for the minister to visit my
electorate to see Sunbury Road and discuss its future
duplication. Sunbury Road is a major arterial road
linking the southern end of my electorate to the
communities to the north. The road is critical for
commuters, linking to Melbourne Airport as well as
connecting to major freeways including the
Tullamarine Freeway and the Western Ring Road.
Sunbury Road is not only used by my community but
also acts as a major link for the communities along the
Lancefield–Romsey corridor. The road is becoming
increasingly busy, carrying more than 25 000 vehicles
per day, with more expected to use the road due to high
local population growth. There are also serious safety
concerns due to the road being undivided, with traffic
accidents continuing to occur along Sunbury Road in
spite of upgrades at Oaklands Road and
Melbourne-Lancefield Road. There have been 60
crashes in the last recorded five-year period. Two of
these were fatalities and 27 resulted in serious injuries.
I wish to advocate for the full duplication of Sunbury
Road. This will make the road more efficient and, more
importantly, safer. The additional capacity provided by
duplicating Sunbury Road will help better connect
Sunbury residents to jobs at Melbourne Airport and
within the Hume corridor while easing the growing and
increasingly dangerous pressure on Sunbury Road. This
project is a priority for the area and for the community
and should be funded as soon as possible. I once again
ask the minister to come to Sunbury, visit Sunbury
Road with me and inspect the area. I look forward to
discussing this vital project with the minister.

Strathdownie peat fire
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Emergency Services, and
the action I seek is for the minister to join me to meet
with locals in Strathdownie to listen to and address their
concerns regarding risks that the nearby peat fire
presents to their community. This peat fire has been
burning since 30 October, almost four long weeks.
Unfortunately there is no end in sight to this
underground fire which is spewing toxic smoke into the
nearby area, blanketing communities as far away as
Casterton. Local community members from the
Casterton region have raised with me their significant
concern that the ‘acidic-smelling’ smoke will harm
their health. They report that the fine black dust and ash
carried with the acrid-smelling smoke mean they feel
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compelled to shut their doors and windows to reduce
their exposure to the smoke.
Adjacent landholders are also concerned about the
extended fire risk to the region. Dense scrub, forest and
blue gum plantations to the south of the fire would
provide a significant fuel load should the fire break out.
This would put many lives and livelihoods at risk, and
it would also be almost impossible to stop the fire
burning through to Portland. Many locals have
independently reported to me that the impact of this
would be catastrophic, with some posing that it is
‘another Black Saturday just waiting to happen’. Given
the terribly dry conditions in western Victoria, this is a
serious concern for everyone who lives in the area.
Locals are concerned that no known support has been
provided by the government to help manage and
extinguish the fire, with heavy reliance on Country Fire
Authority volunteers to man the fire site.
I call on the minister to join me in Strathdownie to
listen to and address the concerns of locals regarding
the risks that the peat fire presents to the community.

Eltham Skate Park
Ms WARD (Eltham) — My adjournment matter is
for the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. The action I seek is that the minister provide
support for Nillumbik Shire Council to help keep the
Eltham Skate Park clean. The skate park is heavily used
by young people in my electorate. It gives the skaters of
Eltham the chance to pursue their activity in a fun, safe
and accessible location. Unfortunately the Eltham Skate
Park is often targeted by vandals, who leave their
rubbish lying on the ground and smash glass in the
bowl of the park. While Nillumbik council has
provided a wheelie bin, this bin is often targeted by
vandals, leaving no place to dispose of rubbish.
I understand that the skaters have been borrowing a
broom from the local Bunnings to clean up the rubbish
before they begin skating, and I commend both the
skaters and Bunnings management for taking it upon
themselves to keep this great local space clean.
However, I believe more needs to be done to ensure
that the skate park is kept safe and free of rubbish, and
that vandals are deterred from leaving their rubbish in
the park. I ask that the minister investigate ways to
prevent rubbish being dumped in the park and provide
support to Nillumbik council to remove rubbish from
the skate park.
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Point Grey precinct plan
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — My adjournment
matter is directed towards the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. The action I
seek is that the minister provide clarity as to her
intentions around the Point Grey precinct in Lorne —
that is, to either renew the lease on the existing
buildings or give the go-ahead for new ones to be
constructed.
On a recent visit I met with the long-term restaurateurs
of the Lorne Pier Seafood Restaurant, Sam and Angelo
Gazis, who have been serving both locals and visitors
quality food with excellent service for nearly two
decades from what has become an iconic but, sadly,
very run-down and ordinary building. These two proud
brothers want to offer their patrons not only the best
food but also welcoming and wonderful surroundings
that have a view that most people would die for.
From a tourism perspective, they have had great
success in hosting Chinese tour groups for lunches on
their journey around the Great Ocean Road by working
closely with Chinese tour operators. This has been an
essential part of the restaurant being able to open year
round and provide an all-season service, not just during
peak tourist times, guaranteeing local jobs and
providing visitors with something they expect on the
Great Ocean Road.
I am sure that the minister can see the reason why a
speedy resolution must be sought. The lease with Parks
Victoria has expired, and the latest version of the Point
Grey precinct plan by the Great Ocean Road Coast
Committee has again been delayed. If the government
were to go ahead with the new building, as proposed in
the draft precinct plan, then it may be two or more years
before designs are finalised, tenders awarded and works
commenced. This process will also cost taxpayers in
excess of $1.5 million even without the building being
fitted out.
As an alternative, Sam and Angelo would like to invest
substantial amounts of their own hard-earnt money into
the existing premise, bringing it up to a standard that
patrons and visitors alike expect. Understandably they
can only do this if security of tenure for a minimum of
25 years is given by the minister. If the minister decides
that new premises should be constructed, then I urge
her to ensure that the current tenants are given first
option in the new building at similar rent levels to those
they currently pay.
I ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change
and Water to quickly resolve the uncertainty
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surrounding Point Grey and give security to the people
whose businesses currently hang in limbo and who
provide a great service for visitors to our great part of
the world.

Chelsea and Chelsea Heights kindergartens
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter this evening for the Minister for Families and
Children. The action I seek is that the minister approve
a funding swap arrangement between Chelsea Heights
Kindergarten and Chelsea Heights Primary School
which was put forward by the Kingston City Council.
It was just over a year ago that Chelsea Heights
Kindergarten was set to be closed and moved to a site
deemed by the City of Kingston to be unsuitable for
development. This was a commitment made by the
previous government. It was made at Chelsea Primary
School without the consultation of the Chelsea Heights
community and would have forced the closure of the
Chelsea Heights Kindergarten on its current site, where
it has been for nearly 50 years.
We took to the election a commitment for Chelsea
Kindergarten and over a number of months set about
trying to rectify this situation to keep Chelsea Heights
Kindergarten at its current premises and to secure the
future of Chelsea Kindergarten. After many meetings
between council, myself and representatives of the
Chelsea and Chelsea Heights kinders, we have come to
an arrangement whereby Chelsea Kindergarten will be
located on the Chelsea Primary School site and Chelsea
Heights Kindergarten will have an upgrade on its
current premises.
It goes without saying that this has been a pretty
tumultuous time for the volunteer community
committee at Chelsea Heights Kindergarten. I want to
put on the record my strong appreciation for their work
and the work of the educators there, particularly Sharon
Cummins and Judy and Chris Curnow. I want to make
special mention of the president of Chelsea Heights
Kindergarten committee, Nicole Adams, who has been
a wonderful advocate for her community. She has been
on the phone to me numerous times throughout the year
and has represented her community before Kingston
City Council. It has been a significant time.
Kingston City Council will provide extra funding to
support Chelsea Heights Kindergarten following a
petition that we tabled in council. That will shore up the
future of that kindergarten. The final step in that is for
Kingston City Council’s proposal to be submitted to the
Minister for Families and Children to change the
arrangements for the funding allocated to Chelsea
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Heights Kindergarten to go to Chelsea Kindergarten
and thus secure, for around $2.8 million, the future of
these two wonderful kinders.
In conclusion, the action I seek from the Minister for
Families and Children is that she approve the proposal
to swap the funding arrangements that has been put
forward by Kingston City Council in order to secure the
future of these two kinders.

Shepparton courthouse redevelopment
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — My adjournment
matter is directed to the Attorney-General, and the
action I seek is that he request Court Services Victoria
to find suitable alternative court accommodation in
Shepparton for the continuation of all court services as
usual during the development of the new Shepparton
courthouse.
The County Court held its final sitting in the very
outdated Shepparton courthouse on 19 November.
While the old courthouse will still hear some pleas and
appeals, all trials for the County Court and Supreme
Court are scheduled to be held in Wangaratta until
construction of the new $75 million Shepparton
courthouse is completed in two years time.
There are three courts in the existing Shepparton
Magistrates Court building. One will be demolished in
the near future, and hearings will be relocated next door
to the old building that has been used by the County
Court and the Supreme Court. This will be used for
Magistrates Court hearings during the demolition and
redevelopment. I and many other local legal
practitioners in the town have been lobbying for years
for a new courthouse because of the poor facilities. We
are very pleased that the investment in a new
courthouse is now occurring.
The Federal Magistrates Court — that is, the Federal
Circuit Court — conducts four family law circuits
throughout the year and in recent times has had to use
the Koori Court, a very small courtroom not suitable for
the conduct of a busy family law list. It also needs
suitable accommodation pending the redevelopment, as
do the many other tribunals and services that operate
from our local courthouse. Recently I received a
heartfelt letter signed by 17 lawyers who practice
family law and who described the Koori Court as
woefully inadequate for a very busy circuit. They said
that their clients are entitled to better treatment, and I
agree.
Suitable accommodation will not be available in the
existing facilities during the redevelopment period.
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There is ample space in Shepparton, where some effort
and investment could be made to provide additional
court space during the interim period. The proposed
relocation to Wangaratta means local lawyers,
prosecutors and litigants will be put under further stress
for at least two years.
There is no adequate or regular public transport
between Shepparton and Wangaratta. Trials inevitably
involve many witnesses, including police and other
expert witnesses. The travel time by motor vehicle
between Shepparton and Wangaratta is approximately
an hour and a quarter. Not only will the change of
circumstances create significant hardship for people
needing to attend court but it will also place a strain on
police resources because of the substantial travel that
will be required.
Circuit courts exist to service court users in their local
communities. I call on the Attorney-General to take the
necessary steps to ensure that our community is
provided with adequate and appropriate alternative
court accommodation for all our courts to function in
Shepparton for the two years until the new court is
completed.

Oak Park ambulance station
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health, and the action I seek is that the Minister for
Health visit the local ambulance branch located at Oak
Park, known as the Oak Park Broadmeadows branch.
The ambulance station located in Oak Park includes the
Broadmeadows team, which is 24 hours; the Oak Park
team, which is 24 hours; the Glenroy peak period unit;
the Greenvale peak unit and the Moreland peak unit.
It is one of the busiest ambulance stations in
Melbourne, yet the ambulance station itself was built in
1968. I know firsthand, having recently had the
privilege of spending an evening shift, an overnight
shift, with some of the ambos from that unit, that they
do an outstanding job, and I have the utmost respect
and admiration for the work that they do — as does this
government, as evidenced by the commitments it has
already made in this space and the announcement it has
made in relation to the new board of Ambulance
Victoria.
While we have made these commitments there are
stations like the Oak Park Broadmeadows station that
were built in 1968 and are some of the busiest but are
not necessarily equipped to deal with modern demands
in the way that we would hope they would be. I ask that
the Minister for Health come and meet with the local
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teams, have a discussion with the ambos who are there
and have a look at the facilities at the Oak Park
Broadmeadows ambulance station.

Bolwarra Primary School
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education, and the action I seek is that the minister
reverse his decision to remove the mod 5 portable
classroom from Bolwarra Primary School.
Bolwarra is a thriving, growing and positive
community on the Henty Highway north of Portland.
Bolwarra Primary School has 96 students and supports
scores of local families, who over the years have given
massive time and effort to make the education
experience of their kids something to be proud of. It is a
great school, and I was pleased to attend its fantastic
school fete on Saturday. It was clear at this event that
the school has enormous community participation and
support. I met with several members of the school
council and the broader school community. In fact
Bolwarra students were here at Parliament House with
us today.
On Saturday we toured the facilities and discussed the
impact and cost of this city-centric decision on this
important local school community. It is of deep concern
that the Minister for Education has confirmed that the
department will remove and relocate ‘buildings that
schools might otherwise prefer to keep’. The removal
of these facilities will mean students at Bolwarra will
not have access to modern, safe and appropriate
learning facilities. In fact they will be transferred to
disused 1970s-built classrooms that leak when it rains,
that are in a dilapidated state and that, frankly, are
inappropriate.
What is disappointing for the community is they have
not been consulted. Instead they have had this foisted
upon them. What is more confusing for the community
is that the government will have to reinstate these
classrooms, despite the massive cost of their initial
removal, to deal with its promised removal of asbestos
by 2020. There is an efficient and obvious solution for
the safety and amenity of the students at Bolwarra —
that is, keep the current classroom and let the kids get
on with their learning without this distraction.
I urge the minister to take action and intervene, to show
some respect for regional Victoria and to overturn his
department’s decision to remove the portables from
Bolwarra.
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Night Network
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I wish to raise a matter
for the Minister for Public Transport, and the action I
seek is that she request Public Transport Victoria tweak
the Night Network bus line to Mernda with a view to
adding a loop to service the whole 3754 postcode, both
Mernda and Doreen, rather than terminating at Mernda.
Firstly, let me say at the outset that the Night Network
trial is an excellent initiative. It will allow residents in
the outer north to stay connected to the city and
surrounding suburbs after normal transport hours on
Friday and Saturday nights by train to Diamond Creek,
Hurstbridge and South Morang, and by bus to Mernda.
It means people in my electorate, in the suburbs of the
outer north, can connect to the city and inner north of
Melbourne. It means they can enjoy everything greater
Melbourne has to offer, whether it is a special meal, a
concert, a show or, dare I say it, a bit of a late-night
boogie to a live band after the footy.
I sincerely hope the Night Network trial is a success,
and I will be doing all I can to publicise it and
encourage constituents to use it. As has been mentioned
before, we will need to use it or we will lose it, and I for
one will be backing the Night Network. The fact is that
my constituents in Yan Yean are now seeing the big
difference between being ignored for years by the
Liberals and how the Andrews government is getting
on with it — getting on with the job of building Mernda
rail and a completely new local bus route, duplicating
Yan Yean Road, building new schools in Mernda and
upgrading schools right across the electorate. Last week
I was joined by the Minister for Police to announce the
site for a new police station, and the list goes on.
For four years our growing outer suburbs and satellite
towns were left to themselves to rapidly grow without
much-needed investment in infrastructure and services.
In only one year we are seeing real and tangible
differences. The Night Network, including the Night
Bus network, is a great initiative, and I am sure it will
be embraced by residents of the outer north, especially
in my electorate, which is one of the youngest
electorates in the state.
The action I seek is for some slight changes to the bus
line to Mernda, with an addition of a drop-off point or
loop to Mernda Villages, through to Doreen and the
Laurimar shops. Many of the other Night Bus network
lines, including Point Cook, Craigieburn, Melton and
the Upper Yarra, include a loop, and this is what I
would like to see in Mernda and Doreen.
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The current bus line will mean those who have taken
the bus from the city or have got on at the South
Morang train station will have their service terminated
at Mernda, which is on the metropolitan taxi boundary.
This is likely to leave a number of passengers, if not the
majority, just short of being home in Doreen or other
parts of Mernda. It will also present a huge safety
problem for those who attempt to walk home, as
Mernda and Doreen are growing and developing
suburbs and still have a shortage of footpaths, walking
paths and street lighting. Doreen has a population of
around 40 000. I ask the minister if she can review the
Night Bus network in Mernda.

Responses
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for Pascoe Vale for her adjournment matter
and for her very strong commitment to all the
wonderful paramedics in her community. I would be
delighted to visit her hardworking and dedicated
paramedics at Oak Park. I know the former member for
Pascoe Vale was also a great champion of them, and I
really look forward to doing a tour with the member to
look at the current facilities at Oak Park in the Pascoe
Vale electorate.
The member for South Barwon raised an adjournment
matter for me in respect of the car parking capacity of
University Hospital Geelong. I will certainly undertake
to have a look at the issues that he raised and come
back to him with a more substantive response.
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — The member for Sunbury raised a matter
for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety regarding
the Sunbury road duplication. I will make sure that
finds the attention of the minister.
The member for Lowan raised an issue with me
regarding the peat fire. I know there is a community
meeting as we speak, which the Country Fire Authority
chief officer, Joe Buffone, is at. I will be talking to him
post that meeting, and I will be happy to work with the
member on a visit to the area.
We had adjournment matters for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water from the
member for Eltham regarding a skate park and from the
member for Polwarth regarding the Point Grey precinct
in Lorne.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Families and Children regarding funding
swap arrangements at a local kindergarten and primary
school.
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The member for Shepparton raised a matter for the
Attorney-General requesting that Court Services
Victoria find alternative accommodation in light of the
refurbishment of the new courthouse, which I am sure
is very welcome in the community.
We have responded to the member for Pascoe Vale.
A matter was raised by the member for South-West
Coast for the Minister for Education regarding a local
primary school in his electorate.
A matter was raised by the member for Yan Yean for
the Minister for Public Transport regarding the Night
Network.
I will ensure that all those adjournment matters receive
attention.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 7.24 p.m.
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Thursday, 26 November 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
The SPEAKER — Order! When the Chair makes
an error it is important that the Chair own up and that
error be corrected. Yesterday the Attorney-General
raised a point of order regarding the absence of the
member for Warrandyte from question time. The Chair
erred in the upholding of that point of order. The Chair
cannot direct a member or minister to attend the house.
However, as I stated yesterday, it is important that
every member do their utmost to ensure that they are in
the house for question time. It appeared to the Chair
that the member for Warrandyte might have withdrawn
himself voluntarily in anticipation. I assure the member
that the Chair had no such agenda, so the Chair
welcomes the member for Warrandyte.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Family violence
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
Our serious concern that dowry demands, demands for
money and gifts in the context of a new marriage (up to seven
years) is a significant contributor to family and domestic
violence within certain cultural communities of Victoria. We
are concerned that this pattern is similar to the one reported in
India with documented extensive evidence of serious
domestic violence in the context of demands for dowry and
gifts by the groom and his family.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria amends Family Violence Protection
Act 2008 section 6 titled ‘Meaning of Economic Abuse’,
‘Examples’, as soon as possible to add the words ‘dowry or
coercive demands for gifts or cash in the context of a new
marriage (up to seven years)’.

By Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) (125 signatures).

Lentil as Anything
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of Victorian residents points out to the house of
the Legislative Assembly that the future of pay-as-you-feel
restaurant Lentil as Anything is in jeopardy. The Abbotsford
Convent Foundation (ACF) is conducting a competitive
selection process to determine who will operate from the
Abbotsford site and service the convent’s 1 million yearly
visitors. The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly of Victoria ask the ACF to keep Lentil as Anything
at the convent.

By Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) (10 855 signatures).
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Pyalong Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of the Euroa electorate draws to the
attention of the house the Andrews government’s decision to
remove Pyalong Primary School’s portable school building,
which is used for art, music, sports, playgroup and before and
after school care.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly calls on the Andrews government to recognise the
value of these activities and the school’s anticipated growth
by reversing its decision to strip the school of its portable
building.

By Ms RYAN (Euroa) (236 signatures).

Murchison Primary School
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of residents of the Euroa electorate draws to the
attention of the house the Andrews government’s decision to
remove Murchison Primary School’s portable school
building, which will impact on the school’s ability to deliver
art, music, library services, before and after school care and
early childhood services.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative
Assembly calls on the Andrews government to recognise the
value of these activities and the school’s anticipated growth
by reversing its decision to strip the school of its portable.

By Ms RYAN (Euroa) (546 signatures).

Supported playgroup guidelines
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
Residents in the Ripon electorate draw to the attention of the
house that the Department of Education and Training are
changing the current guidelines for the running of a supported
playgroup.
The petitioners therefore call on the Legislative Assembly of
Victoria to retain the guidelines in rural areas.
Specifically, the following guidelines will disadvantage small
rural supported playgroups:
specific card holders (i. e. healthcare card holders);
disadvantaged families (must complete an enrolment
form to attend);
non-disadvantaged families who have a healthcare card
will not be guaranteed a place;
location may be changed to the local primary school;
facilitator will need to be diploma trained (current
facilitator has experience but is not formally trained).

By Ms STALEY (Ripon) (59 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Ripon be considered next day on
motion of Ms STALEY (Ripon).

given to this committee by the government, and the
committee is expected to report to the Legislative
Council next sitting week.

Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Cranbourne be considered next day on
motion of Mr PERERA (Cranbourne).

If the minister is to be given leave by this house to
appear before the upper house committee, it is a matter
that cannot be postponed until another day. The form of
the motion moved by the minister will preclude this
matter being dealt with this sitting day, given the
matters that the house has already resolved upon in
relation to family violence. Accordingly this side of the
house believes that this matter needs to be dealt with
forthwith so that this house can give permission for the
Minister for Energy and Resources to give evidence to
the upper house committee. We are prepared to give
leave for that to occur, and we call on the government
to agree to do that.

Ordered that petitions presented by honourable
member for Euroa be considered next day on
motion of Ms RYAN (Euroa).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Bayswater be considered next day on
motion of Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater).

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Linking Melbourne Authority — Report 2014–15, together
with an explanation of the delay.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL STANDING
COMMITTEE ON THE ENVIRONMENT
AND PLANNING
Minister for Energy and Resources
Message received from Council seeking agreement
to resolution.
Council’s resolution:
That this house requests the Legislative Assembly to grant
leave to the Minister for Energy and Resources, the
Honourable Lily D’Ambrosio, MP, to appear before the
Legislative Council environment and planning committee to
give evidence and answer questions in relation to the
committee’s inquiry into onshore unconventional gas.

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I
move:
That the message be taken into consideration tomorrow.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I wish to speak on the
question as to when the message from the Legislative
Council will be taken into consideration. I wish to
speak against the question as proposed by the Leader of
the House.
This is an urgent matter. It is a request from the
Legislative Council that this house agree to the Minister
for Energy and Resources appearing before a
Legislative Council committee. It is a committee
considering a reference in relation to unconventional
gas, which is of course a very important subject to the
Victorian community. It is a reference that has been

It is, of course, highly desirable that this house does
give permission for the minister to appear before the
Legislative Council committee. There is a question as
to whether a resolution of the house is necessary, but to
put the matter beyond doubt and in accordance with
convention this message has been sent to us by the
Legislative Council and we should do the Legislative
Council the courtesy of dealing with it in a timely
manner.
If the government wishes to reject that request, if the
government wishes to protect its minister from
appearing before a Legislative Council committee, it
should do that by dealing with this question and voting
against the Council message. But it cannot run away
from the issue and protect its minister from going
before the upper house committee and giving an
account to that committee of what the government’s
views are on unconventional gas by simply refusing to
take this matter into consideration.
The opposition’s view is that the question proposed by
the minister to delay and avoid this matter being dealt
with should be defeated and this house should then
proceed to consider the request from the Legislative
Council and agree to it forthwith.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) (By
leave) — I am shocked that the opposition would
choose today of all days to delay a very important and
indeed solemn time for this Parliament. As we know,
on Tuesday this house agreed to a motion that today be
set aside, following members statements, to hear an
address from the Australian of the Year, Rosie Batty,
and to then hear from six speakers who have a range of
different experiences and backgrounds in relation to the
critical issue of addressing and preventing family
violence.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE ENVIRONMENT AND PLANNING
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5059

The motion that has come before the house involves a
range of significant procedural issues, and members of
the opposition know full well what those issues are.
The request for a minister to appear before a
parliamentary inquiry from another place is being
regarded as interfering with the functions of executive
government.

minister. This is a perfect opportunity to debate this
matter right here and now and not put it off until next
year when it is too late. The people of Victoria deserve
better from the government; they do not deserve
political games being played. We request that the
government bring on the debate right now so that we
can get the minister before the inquiry.

As I indicated, this is a matter that should be dealt with
at a later stage, not today when the Parliament has set
aside the day to consider the important issue of
addressing and preventing family violence. I am
shocked that opposition members are choosing to insert
this political stunt into this day of all days, and so we
vigorously oppose the proposition that has been put by
those opposite. We want to get on with hearing from
the Australian of the Year. We want to get on with the
debate that we have set aside this day for, and we
resoundingly reject — —

There is precedent for this matter. In December 2007
the then Minister for Consumer Affairs, Tony
Robinson, was brought before an inquiry regarding the
Liquor Control Reform Amendment Bill 2007 to give
the committee conducting the inquiry the opportunity to
ask him, as the responsible minister, about the bill. It
has happened before in previous Parliaments, and it
should happen right here and now. We ask that
government members stop playing games, that they
start to show some transparency and not hide and
protect the minister from this very important inquiry.

Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — We roundly reject the base political
operation of those opposite.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — The member for
Box Hill made an important point: this debate needs to
be brought on forthwith, not later today but right here
and right now. We are prepared to debate this very
important matter now for a number of important
reasons. The first point is that this particular committee
is set to report by the end of this parliamentary sitting,
which means that this will be the only opportunity for
the minister to appear before this committee before it is
due to report. It is a very important committee.
What must be considered is that the government
committed to undertake this inquiry as part of an
election commitment it made. The government
committed to put this inquiry in place, and the inquiry
has now been put forward by the government.
Furthermore, the committee, which includes members
of the Labor Party, has voted to ask the minister to
appear before the committee. Therefore government
members want to hear from the minister, and I ask:
what is the minister hiding and what is the government
hiding?
This is all about transparency. The matter of onshore
gas is an important matter for the people of Victoria.
This inquiry has received a record number of
submissions. Over 1800 submissions have been put
before this inquiry, including a submission by the
government, yet the government will not allow its own
minister to report to the committee. What are
government members hiding? They are protecting the

Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — Following on from the
contribution of the visiting professor from Caulfield, let
us be very clear: we have had bipartisan support for
today’s visit by the Australian of the Year and for
dedicating this day to discussing the prevention of
family violence. Now we have the visiting professor
from Caulfield wanting to talk about unconventional
gas. Within the hour the Australian of the Year, Rosie
Batty, will be in the chamber talking about family
violence, and he wants to talk about unconventional
gas. The member for Caulfield should get back to
working on his résumé and stick to the facts.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! Members do themselves no credit. It is put that
this message be taken into consideration tomorrow.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45
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

Kilkenny, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Nardella, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
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Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, 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
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
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
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who is at the table, alongside community
representatives James Edge from the Save the Olinda
Pool campaign, and president Ben Selby-Hele and
secretary Tim Scott of the Hilltop Recreation
Association, to announce the next step in realising a
new vision for the former Olinda golf course. There is
$110 000 from the Andrews Labor government for a
precinct plan. We will work with Parks Victoria, the
Yarra Ranges Shire Council and the local community
over the course of the next 6 to 12 months developing
the precinct plan. That is a very exciting initiative for
my community, and again I thank the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water.

Hastings electorate government performance
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — The Hastings
electorate has been ignored during the Premier’s first
year in office. For 11 years under the Bracks and
Brumby governments budget after budget neglected our
area. In stark contrast, over the four years the coalition
was in government hundreds of millions of dollars were
poured into badly needed upgrades to local
infrastructure and services. Unfortunately this year’s
state budget was an immediate return to form for Labor,
with no new funding at all provided for my community.

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

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Olinda golf course site
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — The
Olinda golf course has been closed since 2012. This is a
unique and beautiful open space of 34 hectares in the
Dandenongs, and it also plays a vital role as a firebreak
in the hills. There is a huge amount of interest in the
community about the future of this beautiful piece of
land, and earlier this year I held a public meeting,
which hundreds of local residents attended. Great ideas
were raised, including an off-lead dog area, a
football-cricket ground, netball facilities, tennis courts,
tourism opportunities, a community garden, a business
incubator, mountain biking and art programs.
I was delighted recently to host in the hills the fantastic
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water,

The budget did, however, contain an act of total
betrayal of my community, something that
unfortunately has become typical of Labor under the
Premier. As is noted on page 89 of budget paper 4,
Labor stripped the Port of Hastings Development
Authority of $80 million. We do not know where that
money has gone, and the government is silent on that.
The funding would have seen the planning phase of this
critical project completed and a pathway created to turn
the existing 100 mostly local jobs into thousands of
jobs that would change the future for so many Hastings
children and their families, secure Victoria’s freight and
logistics industry and underpin our state’s economy in
the process.
When you look at the previous four years under the
coalition, you realise there could not be a starker
contrast between governments. The former government
provided $110 million for the development of the port
of Hastings, $16.3 million for a new Somerville police
station, $4 million for a Somerville technical college,
$900 000 for a new Hastings jetty, $275 000 for a new
pedestrian crossing in Bittern, a home for the Otama
submarine and $81 million for a major upgrade of the
Frankston Hospital. At the time of last year’s election
the coalition had also committed $1 million to bring the
Otama submarine ashore and $2 million to reopen the
Langwarrin railway station and establish a large park
and ride.
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State Emergency Service Bellarine unit
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — On Monday, 23 November, I
joined the fantastic members of the Bellarine State
Emergency Service (SES) unit to inspect the upgrade
and extension works currently being undertaken at the
SES headquarters in Grubb Road, Drysdale. The works
include the construction of a new shed to house
emergency vehicles, trailers and boats, together with
the refurbishment of the current building to increase
and improve training facilities. These important works
are the result of a fulfilled $100 000 election
commitment of the Andrews government, although
with the assistance of the Minister for Emergency
Services, I have also been able secure an additional
$50 000 to ensure the needs of the SES are met.
This is the busiest SES unit in our region, and this new
facility will enable our volunteers to have decent
facilities, particularly when they are responding to
particular incidents. The upgrade will benefit not only
the SES but also the wider community with the
improved training facility being able to be expanded to
provide broader community resilience training. This
vital training allows the SES to equip individuals and
community organisations with important skills with
which to confront an emergency situation. In addition,
the training room doubles as the emergency control
room centre in the event of an emergency. Importantly
what it will provide is a lounge area, a new kitchen and
air conditioning, which the unit has never had before.
This will enhance the support we provide to these very
busy volunteers. Our thanks to them for the great work
they do each and every day in our region.

Rotary Club of Knox mental health forum
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I personally
thank the Rotary Club of Knox for hosting its third
annual mental health forum, which I had the pleasure of
chairing, and which was well attended. Congratulations
to Bill Neale from the club. I also congratulate the staff
from the Knox Social and Community Health Service
who participated in this very important forum.

Wantirna South Primary School
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to principal
Wayne Macdonald, staff, students, Parents and Friends
Association members, school council members and
everyone involved in organising the annual school fete.
It was a huge success, with lots of fun had by the
hundreds of families in the Wantirna South community.
It was a great event.
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Country Fire Authority Ferntree Gully brigade
Mr WAKELING — I was pleased to join the
captain of the Ferntree Gully Country Fire Authority
brigade, Seamus Smith, and volunteers to sign the
volunteer fire brigades Victorian pledge to support the
call that any presumptive legislation will allow equal
access for all firefighters. I am pleased to support the
work of our volunteers in Knox, who do wonderful
work in the Country Fire Authority.

Parliament House bowls tournament
Mr WAKELING — I was pleased to host the
annual Sir George Knox Trophy bowls tournament here
at Parliament House. Representatives from Ferntree
Gully Bowling Club, Waverley Bowling Club and
Boronia Bowls Club participated. I am pleased to see
that the Ferntree Gully Bowling Club won the trophy
for the first time in the event’s history.

St Joseph’s College, Ferntree Gully
Mr WAKELING — Congratulations to the
St Joseph’s College, Ferntree Gully 2015 graduating
class. I was privileged to present the Ferntree Gully
Endeavour Award. Congratulations to acting principal
John Fazzino, his staff and all the students on another
great year at this very important local school.

Brunswick Secondary College
Ms GARRETT (Minister for Emergency
Services) — I rise today to acknowledge and celebrate
the transformative contribution of $10 million this
government is investing in Brunswick Secondary
College. I am proud to be part of a government that
stands for education and delivering for all Victorians
and gets things done. This overdue investment was
promised by the Brumby government but cruelly
denied by the Baillieu and Napthine governments, like
so much in that era. It was then reinstated, as promised,
in the Andrews government’s first budget. These funds
are being invested in upgrading the gymnasium, food
technology, science and art rooms, and will improve the
access of children in Brunswick to high-quality public
education.
Brunswick Secondary College is a fast-growing inner
city school providing excellent academic and
extracurricular opportunities for its diverse student
body, and it desperately needs these improved facilities
and infrastructure to accommodate its expanding
population. The $10 million is an important part of this
government’s commitment to upgrade, rebuild and
improve public schools across the state and realise its
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vision to ensure that Victoria becomes the education
state and kids across our state get a first-rate start in life.
One of those young Victorians, I am proud to say, is
doing work experience in my electorate office this
week. His name is Patrick Butler. He is a fine example
from our public school system.
I am really proud to have delivered such an important
commitment to the people of Brunswick in our first
year, and I congratulate my constituents, the Minister
for Education and the Premier for making it possible.

Baddaginnie community defibrillator
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I rise today to highlight gaps
in the government’s defibrillators for sporting clubs and
facilities program. To apply, clubs must be
non-government, not for profit and participating in an
organised sport recognised by Sport and Recreation
Victoria or the Australian Sports Commission. That
means that communities such as Baddaginnie, which
has a fantastic, active not-for-profit organisation,
Baddaginnie Community Inc., as well as a Country Fire
Authority brigade, but no sporting club, cannot apply
for funding. I urge the government to re-examine the
program’s guidelines to ensure that small communities
like Baddaginnie are not disadvantaged.

Young farmers scholarship program
Ms RYAN — My congratulations go to Sally and
Ryan Malloy of Euroa, Daniel Hoch of Girgarre and
Sara Safstrom of Mount Camel, who were among
13 winners of the first round of the young farmers
scholarships program and have received a $10 000
grant. I was very pleased to be able to attend the awards
ceremony here in Parliament House. Sally and Ryan
Malloy own and run Seven Creeks Grass Fed beef in
Euroa and plan to use the grant towards developing and
launching a high-fat, grass-fed, free-range meat
product. Daniel plans to install a soil moisture probe at
his 50 hectare agistment and hay farm and will
complete a course in soil hydraulics with Irrigation
Australia. Sara will be buying a drone to help monitor
her lambs and will be seeking further education in
sheep breeding and nutrition.
I wish to recognise their passion and effort as young
farmers in the Euroa electorate and the example they
are setting for young farmers Victoria-wide.

Preston electorate government achievements
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — Almost a
year ago I was given the great honour of being
re-elected as the member for Preston, and during that
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time the Labor government has been busy — after four
years of neglect — in ensuring that services and
infrastructure are improved within my electorate. That
is no more evident than in the area of education, where
$10 million has been allocated to the William Ruthven
Secondary College redevelopment, which is now at the
masterplan stage. I expect work to start in the new year.
Incidentally, William Ruthven has had a remarkable
turnaround, with 81 per cent of year 12 students
receiving university offers last year.
There was also funding in the last budget for a
feasibility study into a new high school for Preston.
There has been much-needed funding for school
maintenance and for school breakfast clubs to ensure
that no student starts the day hungry.
As of August this year, private car park operators can
no longer gain access to the VicRoads database of
owners names and addresses. With two major private
car parks in my electorate, plus more in surrounding
suburbs, this measure will bring much-needed relief
from threats of legal action for hundreds of my
constituents.
Finally, the Preston ambulance station, constructed in
the 1960s, which has represented an occupational
health and safety issue, will be rebuilt as part of a
$20 million investment to modernise and upgrade
ambulance facilities across Victoria. It has been a long
year of hard work. The community I represent is a
fabulous group of people who deserve to have the
opportunities in life afforded to other residents across
Victoria, and the Victorian Labor government is
committed to governing for all Victorians.

Minister for Industry comments
Ms ASHER (Brighton) — It was a source of great
shock to me to read a press release from the Minister
for Industry dated 18 November. On opening the new
Costco store at Moorabbin, the minister said:
The Andrews Labor government provided support for Costco
to get the necessary federal government planning approval for
the new store to be built at Moorabbin Airport.

Clearly I was dreaming when I thought I discussed this
project with the managers of Costco when I was a
minister. Clearly I was hallucinating when I clearly
recalled the former Premier, Denis Napthine, turning
the first sod at the Moorabbin site on 24 October
2014 — after the planning approvals were gained.
Clearly I was on another planet to have recalled a letter
sent to me on 24 February 2014 from Moorabbin
Airport outlining the Costco timetable.
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My advice to the Minister for Industry is that it does her
no credit to just accept what her media advisers give
her. In this instance she has claimed credit for
something that was chronologically impossible for her
to have claimed credit for. Whilst I respect that she was
sent out by the government to open the store, in future
she might like to ask the question of her spin doctors,
‘Is this accurate?’, and use her common sense rather
than parrot nonsense given to her by her media
advisers.

Government achievements
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — I am proud of what
this Andrews Labor government has achieved in its first
year of government. We have listened to the Victorian
people, and we have delivered on hundreds of the
commitments we made to the electorate at the 2014
election. Under the coalition government, funding was
cut from our vital transport projects, and our roads were
congested. That government was waging a war on
paramedics; and money was slashed from health,
transport and education, including TAFE; and we had
the highest unemployment rate in 13 years. Since
winning the election in 2014 the Andrews government
has been getting on with it by getting Victorians back to
work, ending the war with the paramedics and making
sure that our public transport system is working,
through projects like the Melbourne Metro and the
removal of the 50 worst level crossings.
In the western suburbs it has been staggering how much
we have been able to achieve in such a short time. We
are building the Caroline Springs station, a project with
the famous road to nowhere, which sat dormant for four
years. We have started removing the St Albans level
crossings, including Main Road East–Main Road West.
As well as creating jobs and saving motorists time, the
removal of these level crossings will ensure that people
in the west can get home safely. We have committed
$6.1 million to upgrade the roundabout at Taylors Road
and Kings Road in Delahey. The upgrade will see the
installation of traffic lights at one of Melbourne’s most
congested intersections.
The Andrews Labor government is delivering for
Melbourne’s west. It is investing $200 million in the
Western Women’s and Children’s Hospital in Sunshine
to ensure that people can access services closer to
home. We have committed $150 million to the next
stage of the M80 upgrade to widen the road and
improve traffic management from Sunshine Avenue to
the E. J. Whitten Bridge as well as $273 million to
widen CityLink and the Tullamarine Freeway from the
Burnley Tunnel to Melbourne Airport, which will save
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businesses and motorists travel time. This is a good
government that is investing in the future of our state.
We are getting on with it, and we have already
delivered so much in our first year.

Hazelwood power station
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — Today I rise to
speak on behalf of more than 12 000 people who are
calling on the Labor government to replace the
Hazelwood coal-fired power station with clean energy.
Victorians believe in a brighter future, free of pollution
and powered by the sun and the wind, but the
government’s continued support of Hazelwood, which
is Australia’s dirtiest power station, stands in the way of
this clean, healthy future.
More than 12 000 people have signed a petition to
replace Hazelwood, which we printed out this morning
and delivered to the Minister for Energy and Resources.
These people want us to cast off the shackles of the old,
polluting energy sector and bring jobs to our state in the
wind, solar, wave and geothermal energy sectors. They
know we can make sure that nobody is left behind as
we undergo this transformation, with proper transition
plans for coal communities like the Latrobe Valley.
Victorians are ready to embrace new energy, but we
need the government to show political courage and to
stop backing the polluting industries of the past.
Tomorrow tens of thousands of people will descend on
central Melbourne to tell our governments we want
stronger action on climate change. I will join them,
along with many of the 12 000 people who signed the
petition I presented today. Our message to Labor is
clear: do not let Victoria lag behind. Help us become a
clean energy powerhouse. Let us replace Hazelwood
with clean energy.

Dandenong electorate government
achievements
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — I rise to talk
about the many achievements of the Andrews Labor
government in its first year, with a focus on those that
impact on my electorate of Dandenong. Areas like
Dandenong never do well under conservative
governments because ultimately conservative
governments do not understand and have no empathy
with the issues that affect everyday working people.
The manufacturing industry is the lifeblood of
Dandenong, and I will start by highlighting how much
this government has done to support this important
industry in the south-east. We have invested
$274 million in 20 new E-class trams and 21 V/Locity
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train carriages to be built by Bombardier in Dandenong,
securing hundreds of jobs. The Liberals did not order a
single tram in its four years. We introduced local
content rules and a rolling stock strategy to prioritise
local workers and give certainty to businesses to enable
them to plan for the future. Recently we also announced
$6.5 million in funding to two Dandenong businesses to
expand their high-value operations, again creating jobs
and opportunities into the future. This government
actively supports innovation; I am not even sure those
opposite can spell it.
Children and families in Dandenong have also
benefited from the government with Lyndale
Secondary College receiving $7 million for stage 1 of
its rebuild and Dandenong High School receiving
$3 million for its next stage of works. Local schools
also shared in $4.8 million of state education funding.
This is the single biggest injection of funding in the
history of Victorian education.
Thanks to the Andrews Labor government the people
of Dandenong will also enjoy an upgraded
Cranbourne-Pakenham train line, and Dandenong
commuters will also benefit from the $400 million
Monash Freeway upgrade, which will reduce the time
spent in traffic and make road travel safer. We have
funded new coronary care inpatient points of care at
Dandenong Hospital. I have run out of time because
there is too much to speak about.

Regional and rural infrastructure funding
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scrapping of the coalition’s $160 million country roads
and bridges program.
All the good people of country Victoria are asking for is
their fair share of public money, and this is something
that has never happened and will never happen under a
Labor government. Twenty-five per cent of Victoria’s
population live in country Victoria, but Labor has only
allocated us a paltry 2.9 per cent of major infrastructure
funding. Even worse, Labor’s proposed port of
Melbourne sale is a dud deal for regional Victoria, with
Labor sending a mind-blowing 97 per cent of the
proceeds of the sale back to Melbourne, setting aside a
miniscule 3 per cent of the funds raised back to country
Victoria to support the primary producers and
manufacturers who work hard to ensure that we have
product to export through the port. I certainly will be
doing all I can to ensure that we break the funding
drought imposed by the Andrews Labor government in
2018, and will continue the fight — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Family violence
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — We know
that men are the most likely perpetrators of family
violence, yet there are many who commit to change and
many who are willing to face up to what they have
done and declare they will never do so again.

Ms KEALY (Lowan) — Monday marks one long
year of drought for rural and regional Victoria. I am not
referring to local weather conditions but the funding
drought imposed on country Victorians by the
city-centric Andrews Labor government. Instead of
rebuilding and renovating local schools, growing our
future generations and providing them with the best
possible educational environment, we are wondering
which relocatable building will be ripped out of our
schoolyards next week.

Many seek help through the Men’s Referral Service in
Abbotsford, which I visited last week with the Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence. This service has
been working with men to end family violence for the
past 22 years. Men choose when they use violence, and
this is why men’s behaviour change programs can give
a man the skills and ability to not choose violence
against their partner, ex-partner and children. The
Men’s Referral Service offers anonymous and
confidential telephone counselling, information and
referrals to help men stop using violent and controlling
behaviour.

Would it not be great if we were now turning the first
sod for a grains centre of excellence in Horsham,
cementing our position as world leaders in grain
research. Instead 50-year-old glasshouses are neglected,
and the plans for growth are wilting under a Labor
government that cannot see the benefit of investing in
our region’s key economic driver of agriculture. We are
not continuing the coalition’s firm commitment to get
our roads management program back on track after
years of Labor neglect. Instead our roads are being
ground to dry dirt and rubble after a fatal 17 per cent
cut to the road asset management budget and the

Many of its clients go on to take part in behaviour
change programs, which feature in the outstanding
documentary Call Me Dad. I had the opportunity,
thanks to Shine Lawyers, to attend a screening of this
movie, which tells a unique story about men who have
perpetrated or who are at risk of perpetrating family
violence. Over several months we follow their journeys
as they attempt to change and heal their relationships
with loved ones. Special thanks to the exceptional
counsellors, David Nugent and Jacque Seamark, and
production team Sophie Wiesner, Madeleine Hetherton,
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Marden Dean and Rebecca Barry for telling such an
important story.
We need men to stand up and say no to family violence.
AFL players, including star Bulldog Marcus
Bontempelli, joined The Line, a national violence
prevention campaign, as ambassadors. In a great video
Marcus reflects on how he expects his sisters and
mother to be treated and hopes that other men are doing
the same, because violence against women is not just a
women’s issue. The Dogs versus Cats next year will be
a White Ribbon event. Go the Dogs!
Men can lead the way on this issue. To finish I would
like to make special mention of yet another remarkable
man, Kim Stowe, chief executive officer of WAYSS.
He has seen family violence far too often and has
helped many others to deal with it. I thank him for all
that he has done.

Mount Waverley electorate Neighbourhood
Watch
Mr GIDLEY (Mount Waverley) — Today in the
Parliament I recognise all Neighbourhood Watch
volunteers in MON 011 and MON 024 for their
tremendous service to improving public safety. Like so
many others, this Neighbourhood Watch area could not
achieve all that it has without the dedicated support of
its volunteers.
Today in the Parliament I pay special tribute to the
following residents, who have recently been awarded
certificates for 30 years of service to MON 11: Rita
Brown, John Allen, Joan Rodd, Peter Dunbar, Charles
Lewis, Rita Reed and Neil Thomas. Thirty years of
service is remarkable, and I thank these residents for
their service. I also thank and acknowledge area
manager Colin McKinnon for his leadership in the area.

South East Volunteers
Mr GIDLEY — I also rise in the Parliament to
acknowledge 30 years of outstanding community
service by South East Volunteers, formerly the Monash
Volunteers Resource Centre. South East Volunteers has
been supporting the community of Monash since 1985
by connecting volunteers with opportunities in
community organisations. Each year more than
1600 volunteers are placed in over 400 community
service organisations. As a consequence of that
volunteer service so many people’s lives have been
improved immeasurably. Today I provide a heartfelt
thanks to all the volunteers of the last 30 years. I thank
them for their service and also thank the South East
Volunteers organisation.
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Indian Senior Citizens Association of Victoria
Mr GIDLEY — Today in the Parliament I
recognise the Indian Senior Citizens Association of
Victoria. The association has a long history of
providing social and education opportunities for local
residents in the Mount Waverley district. I was pleased
to attend the association’s Diwali celebrations last
weekend. Thanks to the association’s committee,
volunteers and all involved for organising such a fine
and worthy celebration.

Pascoe Vale electorate government
achievements
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
Ninety seconds is really not enough time. There is a lot
to do and we are getting on with doing it. As was said
by the member for Dandenong, areas like ours were
forgotten under the Liberal government. There was no
investment where it was needed most. In suburbs like
Glenroy and Hadfield not very much was done.
As a result of four years of inaction too many kids were
learning in run-down and unsafe classrooms. We
cannot make up for four lost years in only one, but we
are getting on with it. We delivered the single biggest
education budget in Victorian history — $780 million
of capital into schools and kinders, which was the
biggest ever capital budget. In my electorate of Pascoe
Vale in particular we have invested $5 million in the
Westbreen Primary School to rebuild it. It should have
been rebuilt in 2011. Struggling parents are getting help
to pay for uniforms, camps and excursions, and we are
also investing in breakfast clubs. Again in my electorate
of Pascoe Vale this means that at Westbreen Primary
School and Glenroy Central Primary School, where the
kids need it most, they are getting a good breakfast of a
morning.
We also legislated for Catholic school funding and
capital for the first time ever in Catholic schools, and I
look forward to taking the director of Catholic
Education, Mr Stephen Elder, and the Deputy Premier
to visit St Oliver Plunkett Primary School in Pascoe
Vale in the coming weeks.
In relation to jobs, Victoria had the highest
unemployment rate in 13 years. In Pascoe Vale youth
unemployment was around 18 per cent. Economic
growth had slowed, but as we have seen in the last few
weeks, and as has been widely reported, economic
indicators are up and Victoria’s unemployment rate is
down.
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Brian Stevenson
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I wish to acknowledge
the recent passing of Brian Stevenson of Alexandra.
Brian was an active community member, and his large
funeral was reflective of his strong presence and high
standing in a number of communities and community
groups. Meticulous in every way, Brian was a true
gentleman and dear friend, and his caring presence will
be greatly missed. I trust there was a red MG ready to
escort Brian through the pearly gates. My thoughts are
with Noel and their family.

Millgrove Residents Action Group
Ms McLEISH — I want to recognise the wonderful
work of the Millgrove Residents Action Group
(MRAG), particularly over the last 12 months.
Convened 10 years ago, MRAG has dedicated much
time and energy to bettering its community and has had
some great results. Despite these positive results, to
date MRAG does not intend to rest on its laurels.
Instead it is driven to ramp-up the work it can do. In
just 12 months the time and effort to put together the
Millgrove community plan, which is now out for
feedback, has been impressive. It has conducted
workshops and consulted widely to develop a list of
potential projects in priority order, which I note include
a river walk and pathways through the town. The group
worked out ways to engage the younger people in the
community and has visited the local primary and
secondary schools to get the input of students.
Considerable work was undertaken to collate and
categorise the ideas for incorporation into the plan.
With the vision of working to create a welcoming, safe
and vibrant place by being inclusive, caring and
positive I am sure MRAG is well on its way.
I commend the work of the president, Maureen Halit,
supported by Bob Lillie, Nancy Watson, Kate Baselier,
Robert Hendy, Bert Saunders, Kerry Slater, Brenda
Morgan, Lynn Turbitt, Mick Corrie, Barry and Frances
Haywood, Arthur Saunders, Shelia Goodwin and
Louise McNamara. Kate Baselier did a great job of
putting it together. I also commend the work of Chris
Riseley from Yarra Ranges Shire Council.

Bendigo West electorate government
achievements
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — It gives me
enormous pleasure to rise today to inform the house,
especially those opposite, of what has been achieved in
my electorate of Bendigo West after just one year of the
Andrews Labor government. I can advise the house that
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every single promise made to the electorate has been
delivered or is in the process of being delivered
Education continues to be a major focus of this
government after four years of neglect by the previous
Liberal-Nationals government, especially in regional
Victoria. Eight million dollars has been delivered for
stage 2 of the new Castlemaine Secondary College, and
I was pleased recently to turn the first sod and see work
commence. There has been $1 million delivered for the
planning work now underway for the rebuild of
Kalianna School Bendigo, not the second-rate patch-up
job that the Liberals in Bendigo wanted but a
brand-new school. There has been $6 million for the
Bendigo Senior Secondary College to remove old
portables and create new social space. The new
Bendigo tech school and the Bendigo innovation
technology experience are well underway with the site
announcement to be made soon. Seven kindergartens
across Bendigo are set to commence capital work
improvements. Planning for the new farm studies centre
at Bendigo TAFE is also underway, which is a
$7.8 million project.
Other promises delivered include $5 million towards
the Bendigo Stadium upgrade; $1 million towards the
Harcourt mountain bike path, with planning also well
progressed; and $0.45 million for the fantastic Career
Horizons and Passions and Pathways programs to help
young people into jobs. The Renewable Newstead
project is progressing thanks to our $200 000
investment, and the Bendigo metro rail project is well
on target to be delivered as promised with our
$2 million investment.

South-West Coast electorate roads
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) — As I
travelled around South-West Coast electorate during
the recent by-election campaign, I listened to local
constituents, business operators, farmers, councillors
and communities, and they told me very clearly that the
no. 1 local concern was roads, roads and roads. Roads
are the lifeline of country Victoria. Our roads take our
produce to local and export markets, our children to
school and our families to the shops, to the doctor and
to sporting and social events. There are few, if any,
public transport services. This is why my constituents
across South-West Coast are extremely disappointed
that in the first budget of the city-centric Andrews
government it has abolished the $160 million country
roads and bridges program and cut the road asset
management program by a massive 17.3 per cent.
VicRoads data confirms that we have the worst roads in
Victoria. The further west you go, the poorer they get.
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Our roads are vital infrastructure in regional Victoria.
They need increased funding to be fixed, maintained
and upgraded, and not Labor government cuts.

Thomastown electorate government
achievements
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — Residents of
the electorate of Thomastown have told me they are so
pleased to have an Andrews Labor government looking
after our state. During the dismal four years of the
coalition state government, residents of Thomastown
were punished for no other reason than where they
lived. Not one new dollar was spent on a road, a school,
a community building or any other necessary
infrastructure.
Already, in just one year, residents of the area have
seen millions of dollars being put into the Thomastown
electorate. We have got the Interface Growth Fund
spending money from the government to upgrade Barry
Road Community Centre, including new toilets and a
kindergarten refurbishment. Millions of dollars have
been provided to refurbish and facilitate crucial
maintenance to primary and secondary schools. Extra
Gonski funds have been committed to support learning
and students in need. Breakfast clubs, camps and
uniforms for children in need are all being supported by
the state government.
Lots of big jobs need to be fixed, such as the Northern
Hospital, which the government is looking at doing.
There is also the business case that is nearly finished to
ensure that the O’Herns Road project to fix congestion
in the area will well and truly get underway. We have
also got rail and major building projects that are going
to provide local jobs in the area in terms of
manufacturing, such as the structural steel and steel
fabrication industries. Millions are being spent in
supporting Whittlesea Community Connections and
having a family violence duty lawyer and other projects
to support the community.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Polwarth electorate community events
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) — Over recent weeks I
have had the good fortune to visit and be a special guest
at some of the many wonderful agricultural shows and
events across the Polwarth electorate. Strong, proud and
vibrant rural communities are at the heart of Polwarth. I
acknowledge people such as Ray Thomas in Colac,
Amanda Manifold in Camperdown and John Pekin at
Noorat, who, with their hardworking volunteer
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committees, have conducted very successful and
important 2015 shows.
The CopRice Cobden Spring Festival has also been
held recently, and I wish to place on the record that an
amazing community spirit was on show during a long
weekend when every facet of a strong country
community was put on display. Cobden indeed has
much to be proud of.
I also bring to the attention of the house the fine work
of Barry Roycroft and his team, who are working hard
to bring their international Lakes and Craters Three
Day Event to the magnificent venue they have on the
banks of Lake Gnotuk near Camperdown. This
three-day event will be a great boost to the local
community over the weekend of 3 to 6 December as
competitors and judges come from around the world.

Family violence
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — I will be conducting
my second family violence forum in Geelong. I am
pleased that the Minister for Women and Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence will be attending.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The time for members statements has expired.
Sitting suspended 10.30 a.m. until 10.39 a.m.
Business interrupted in accordance with resolution
of house.

FAMILY VIOLENCE
Honourable members of both houses met in
Assembly chamber at 10.39 a.m. for a special sitting
of Parliament to hear an address by Ms Rosie Batty.
The SPEAKER — Order! The President of the
Legislative Council and I would like to acknowledge
the land of the tribes and nations of the Aboriginal
people of Victoria. We pay our respects to them, to
their culture and to their elders, past and present.
The President of the Legislative Council, the Premier,
the Leader of the Opposition, members of the
Legislative Council and members of the Legislative
Assembly, honoured guests and members of the public:
this week the Victorian Parliament has joined the
United Nations and cities across the globe to shine a
light on violence against women.
Victoria Against Violence is about raising awareness
and educating the community on family violence and
calling on all Victorians to unite and change. Two
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nights ago we lit up Parliament House in an orange
glow, the United Nations colour for the elimination of
gendered violence. These lights will shine on our
Parliament for 16 days to show our support for ending
family violence.
Our Parliament joins other buildings around our city in
this campaign — buildings such as the Arts Centre
Melbourne spire, the Royal Exhibition Building,
Federation Square, the State Library of Victoria,
National Gallery Victoria, the Melbourne Star
Observation Wheel, the AGL building and AAMI Park,
all contributing to this important cause. This is an
important gesture from our city and our state, but we
know there is much more to be done, because violence
against women has rightly been identified as a national
emergency, and its consequences are devastating.
That is why today the Victorian Parliament will be
doing something it has never done before. Members of
both houses of the Victorian Parliament, here with us
now, will be hearing a special address from the
Australian of the Year, Rosie Batty. Legislative
Assembly members will then hear from six other
leaders, experts and advocates, and the rest of the
parliamentary day will be dedicated to debate on family
violence. This is a historic moment and one which
demonstrates our commitment as Victorians to making
a change and ending the violence. We want a Victoria
that is equal, a Victoria that is safe. That is our human
right.
I now invite the Premier and then the Leader of the
Opposition to address the house.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Thank you, Speaker.
On this unique occasion let me also offer an
acknowledgement to the traditional owners of the land
on which we meet and pay my respects to their elders,
past and present.
Firstly, I want to thank everybody who has been
involved in organising this very special and unique
event. It is a rare opportunity for us to come together,
put aside the day-to-day political contest and instead
focus on an issue that is of critical importance to every
single Victorian. To all of those who have been
involved in organising this event I am truly grateful,
and I am sure that all members of this place share in
that sentiment.
Yesterday I was proud to stand on the steps of this
building — this centre and pinnacle of our
parliamentary democracy and of the values we hold
dear — with every other member of this place. It was a
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powerful statement and one that I think does this
institution and our community great credit.
I am also proud today to welcome into this chamber
someone whose words moved an entire nation and
whose leadership is without question, and six other men
and women who are making a very real difference
because they, too, are very real leaders. And of course I
am proud to lead a state that is taking giant steps to
address one of the biggest crises of this young century.
As we speak, the royal commission is deliberating, the
funding is flowing and the inaugural 16-day Victoria
Against Violence campaign is underway.
Something else is underway too, and that is, of course,
the start of the holiday season. Our three little kids have
already been reminding Cath and me that Christmas
Day is now less than a month away. I am sure that I
speak for every member when I say that I used to
absolutely love and cherish this time of the year when I
was a boy. The decorations were going up, and there
was excitement in the air — it was the very definition
of family. These are the core memories that shape and
colour our entire life, whether we realise it, whether we
appreciate it or not.
Every kid deserves the warm and safe embrace of the
family room in December. Every kid needs it, so all of
us today should think of the kids who will be denied it
every night of this coming month. We should all think
of the children out there who fear Christmas because it
means dad is not at work. He is drinking with his mates,
and he is about to come home. That is not a healthy
childhood; that is horror. And that is how you damage a
life forever.
We have said so much in recent times about terrorism
and mass tragedy — and rightly so. We have said it
with one voice, and we are stronger for that. But on this
day, and indeed on all days, we cannot forget that a
very private type of terrorism still lives unabated in our
homes, and it knows no holiday season; it knows no
rest. Over Christmas it will continue, and in many ways
it will worsen.
This is not an isolated problem. It is a social problem, it
is an economic problem, it is everyone’s problem and
all of us must admit that we have let this get away from
us. Violence against women and children is the oldest
weapon of fear the world has ever known. It has a rigid
ideology too: privilege and entitlement, power and
control. We still do not have all the answers, and it is
important that we admit that too.
I have had the honour of serving as the leader of my
party for five years, and that has brought a few special
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moments. One, and perhaps the most profound, of those
special moments, was the chance I had to call Rosie
Batty in April last year just a few moments before I was
about to go on stage and announce our plan to establish
Australia’s first Royal Commission into Family
Violence. It was a short conversation, but it was
unforgettable. I, like every member of this place, have
heard many speeches. Certainly in my 13 years I have
heard many speeches in this place, but today is very
special indeed.
Rosie, as you know better than anyone, the coroner’s
report into Luke’s death was recently released. You
have shown great resolve, unimaginable strength of
character and real courage throughout this whole
process. I do not just admire it; I thank you for it on
behalf of all Victorians. I thank you for it because you
have changed the way a generation of lawmakers
comprehend family violence. You have changed the
way a woman in danger might react to it, and hopefully
together we can all change the way that certain men in
our community live their lives, because it is not the
woman who needs to change.
The coroner has made recommendations, and we are
implementing all of them. What is more, I have
formally referred the coroner’s findings to the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. The royal
commission, along with the coroner’s report, will
change everything. We in this Parliament are not just
wearing a ribbon; today we are wearing our values.
Fear does not belong in any family, and I know that
every member of this Parliament commits to its
eradication because we know it is our responsibility and
our problem.
Rosie Batty, I thank you for joining us today. Today all
of us are in your debt for your courage and the courage,
conviction, passion and service that every police
officer, support worker, expert and advocate
demonstrates as they save lives every single day. We
thank them for their service and commit to honour their
service and the loss of people like Rosie by taking real
action on what is our national emergency and our
national shame.
The place that ought to be a sanctuary and the safest
place is in fact the place where the biggest law and
order challenge in our nation is unfolding, and that is
family homes in every neighbourhood, in every
community and in every part of our state and nation.
This is our national emergency, and we are going to do
something about it.
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — Violence
begins with disrespect, particularly men’s disrespect
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towards women, but also to children, to other men, to
those in same-sex relationships and to those from a
multicultural background and Indigenous communities.
Sadly, it is principally disrespect leading to violence
against women. All of us here today will learn and hear
more sobering facts.
While we sit proudly as one of the wealthiest nations in
the world, self-satisfied at our level of economic and
indeed social success as a society, there is a family
violence call to Victoria Police once every 8 minutes,
187 times a day, 1307 times every week. Nearly a
quarter of all calls to the Safe Steps family violence
helpline are from women of a non-English-speaking
background. Other figures show that Indigenous
women are 34 times more likely to suffer family
violence than non-Indigenous women and 11 times
more likely to die at the hands of their partners.
In our whole community, intimate partner violence is
the leading contributor to ill health and premature death
in women under 45, and that is staggering. Family
violence, violence against women, takes a number of
forms. It is not just physical. Mental abuse, financial
abuse, standover tactics — these are commonplace, and
they must be confronted. If there is one positive that
every Australian can draw on, it is the fact that we are
here today confronting this issue as a Parliament. It has
come to our nation’s attention through tragedy, and it is
depressing and horrific that it has had to do so.
To Rosie Batty I say: your story has touched our nation.
As you have said, you are not alone. There are
thousands of women who went through or are still
going through the experience that you went through and
what you endured for so long. But you and your son,
Luke, and his tragic death and the foundation in his
name are going to change this nation.
I am proud to see the federal Parliament, the federal
government, recognising that this issue is not just a
local one or a state one. It is, as the Premier said, a
national emergency. I commend the state government
for the organisation of today. I offer my commendation
for the appointment of Minister Richardson in her role.
I place on the record and reaffirm the work by the
Napthine government in doubling spending to address
family violence to record levels to confront this issue. I
acknowledge and commend the Municipal Association
of Victoria for taking a leadership role with local
governments to bring them all on board to the national
move to end family violence.
Only as one will we defeat this scourge. Only as a
national move from all parliamentarians, from industry,
from business, from community groups and from all
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quarters of our society coming together will we finally
get the message out there that family violence is utterly
unacceptable in any form.
I was proud to see the Prime Minister taking personal
national leadership in this space through the extension
of the 1800RESPECT contact service. Our nation’s
leaders, whatever their political colour and whoever
they are, are acknowledging that still far too often we
blame women for staying in abusive relationships. We
excuse the severity of the abuse and almost seek to find
ways to excuse the man involved. Our national
leadership is acknowledging these flaws and seeking to
find ways to combat such disrespect, and it is
acknowledging the great need for attitude change in this
space, and that will be a lasting legacy for our nation
and for all of us when we succeed.
I am the father of three sons. They are young, they are
boisterous and, surprisingly, they are quite loud! My
wife and I know that it is always hard to teach boys of
this age to practise respect, not just hear about it. But it
is so important for us all to do so. It is not just for our
generation that we are changing attitudes and
confronting family violence; it is particularly for theirs.
I conclude by again stating that I am proud to see this
Parliament, our federal Parliament, federal
parliamentarians and many, many local councils,
businesses, community groups and individuals rise up
against the scourge that is affecting so many. If you
love someone, you do not harm them mentally,
financially or physically. If you love someone, you
respect them. Sadly in our community there are many
people who do harm those they claim to love —
children, men, people in same-sex relationships,
Indigenous families, multicultural families and of
course, most of all, our women.
Finally our nation is standing up and saying what needs
to be said. Family violence is wrong. Violence against
women is wrong. Once and for all it must end.
The SPEAKER — I thank the Leader of the
Opposition. It is my great pleasure to introduce the
Australian of the Year, Rosie Batty. Rosie has truly
awoken the nation with her strength, resilience and
determination in the face of so much adversity. We all
remember that morning when she faced the media after
the tragic death of her son, Luke, and shook us all to
our core with her words. Rosie’s story jolted Australia
into recognising that family violence can happen to
anyone. She has put family violence on the national
agenda and has been uncompromising in her resolve to
bring this issue out into the open and demand a change
to how we do things.
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Rosie’s incredible strength and selfless efforts are an
inspiration to many other victims of family violence. In
the short time she has been Australian of the Year,
Rosie has driven a huge amount of public awareness on
this issue and brought it all the way to the very top of
government. The President of the Legislative Council
and I commend Rosie for her courage and welcome her
to the floor.
Ms BATTY — Speaker, the President of the
Legislative Council, the Premier of Victoria, the Leader
of the Opposition, members of the Legislative
Assembly and members of the Legislative Council, I
am truly honoured to be here today addressing both
houses of Parliament. That is the last I am going to read
of my notes. I think the reason people have listened to
me is because I speak authentically; I speak from the
heart; I speak, as I see it, the truth. People want to hear
the truth. People want to hear feelings.
The reason Luke’s story had an impact is because it
touched the heart of the Premier, who has a son of
similar age to Luke. It touched your hearts, as fathers,
as grandfathers, as uncles, as aunties and as mothers,
because no-one loves our children more than we do.
We would do anything to protect them. That was Greg.
That was Luke’s father. Yet he was able to murder his
son, the son he loved, in spite of how much he loved
him. It is something I cannot quite understand. It is
something I do not think any of us will truly get. The
need for power and control at any cost is beyond our
comprehension. But that is how women are living right
now, today.
I am really privileged to have been given the
opportunity to be Australian of the Year. I have had
great support from the state government, the support
that has been able to help me speak at approximately
250 events and reach 70 000 people — and that does
not include important meetings with influential people,
and it does not include media announcements and
media interviews.
I have spoken far and wide, and I have spoken to many
professions, many community organisations and many
family violence forums, and what I have done every
single time is try to get people to understand that this
issue actually happens to people like us. It does not just
happen in those rough neighbourhoods, it does not just
happen to those other people. In fact when we say one
in three women is affected by violence in their lifetime,
I know that is one in three women wherever I am, and
here today will be the same. While we are talking about
victims of violence, I know there are perpetrators of
violence here also, who think, ‘I would never hit a

FAMILY VIOLENCE
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

woman, so it can’t possibly mean me’. Well, there are
many forms of violence.
A lot of people still do not see this as a gendered issue.
They still cannot quite grasp how it could be a gendered
issue. Surely it is because of drug and alcohol
problems, surely it is those people with mental illness,
surely it is not because of people like us and our
attitudes. You are the leaders of the country, you have
huge power and influence, and it is every bit people like
you, me and everybody who contribute to this situation.
It is really confronting. But not as confronting as being
one of those women who have been murdered this year.
Up to two women a week are being murdered. If you
do not see that as a gendered issue, I have no idea what
we have to do to convince you. Because right now I do
not hear of two men a week being murdered at the
hands of their partners. I do not know of one in three
men who are violated and physically assaulted by their
partners, unless indeed it is another man.
So yes, women are also violent and also not perfect.
But the statistics are clear and the police business is
clear, and if you were to go out with the police on any
given day, you would be attending call-outs where
women were being bashed, beaten, humiliated, violated
and unsafe. One in four of their children will be a
witness to the trauma and permanently affected. They
will grow up always having their choices compromised.
The quality of their relationships will always be flawed,
and some, but not all, will perpetrate violence and
continue to be perpetrators.
I am thrilled with a lot of the changes and investment
that we are now making in Victoria. It is about time.
We are not fortunate. We have been working in this
sector for decades and decades to get recognition for
the safety of women. It has fallen on deaf ears. We have
struggled to get funding, we have struggled to be
resourced, we have struggled to be supported and
heard, but I am thrilled that finally it is starting to
penetrate.
We now have leadership from the political parties that
we have been looking for for so long. We cannot afford
to let the momentum that we are now starting to gain
fall off. We all have to individually be committed to
challenge our thinking, challenge our attitudes,
challenge our behaviours and look at how we can
within our circles of influence change and be open and
honest with each other. It is the least we can do.
I work with some amazing people who have helped and
supported me on my journey. I have learnt a lot, and I
will continue to learn an awful lot more. I learn a lot
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from kids. They grow up with such wisdom and insight.
If we can just continue to nurture that so that they do
not go into our systems and organisations and have it
squeezed out of them. We need to stand by and indeed
see what respect looks like. What does it look like?
I commend Victoria Police for having the courage to
actually review its own organisation and to look at how
it treats women within its own organisation. Those
results will be confronting, but they are a brave team of
committed people on our front line who are working
hard to change their culture, who are not afraid to talk
about gender inequality and call it as it is — a gendered
issue — and who are leading by example, because if
they cannot get their own internal organisation right,
then what chance have they got to impose it on others?
That is the kind of insight we need in every
organisation and every corporation.
We must have a true and honest look at our culture, at
our attitudes, and at how we need to shift and change
them, because the more gender equal societies have less
violence. But we cannot change this without changing
attitudes, and the attitudes that we need to change start
with our own. I thank you for this opportunity today to
speak bluntly, to speak from the heart, about an issue
that we all have to take responsibility for within our
own communities, in our own suburbs and in our own
homes.
I am appalled and horrified about what has recently
been happening in international terrorism. But I want us
to really understand this: when we think of terrorism,
we think of how awful it would be to have a gun to our
head, to actually be beaten or to actually be murdered.
When we see it on the streets in the most barbaric of
ways we are horrified and do not ever want that to
happen to us. But that is happening now in people’s
homes behind closed doors. Women are being stabbed,
beaten, having their brains blown out, terrorised. Some
women will never ever have true safety again. This is
about power and control. It is a choice. It is not about
anger management. It is a choice. It is about power and
control.
So when you do call 000, when you do take those first
steps, do we confidently have the infrastructure to
support these victims and keep them safe? Currently we
do not. With all of the awareness that we are raising, all
of the added insight and rage about this issue, we have a
moral and a human rights responsibility to make sure
that we have the structures in place to support their
journey.
I meet women wherever I go — some wearing wigs,
some wearing false glasses — who will come to me
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quietly and secretly and say, ‘I’ve just been moved
across to Perth’, or, ‘I’m in hiding in Bankstown’, or
‘I’m in Broadmeadows’, or ‘I’m in Brisbane’. They
say, ‘My family is here but I’m there. I can’t be
photographed. I can’t be caught on camera. I have to
use a false name. In fact I don’t know who I am
anymore because I can’t be me. This is my way of
living because I have no other choice; I have no other
choice because the perpetrator will never stop hounding
me and looking for me, and he will kill me when he
finds me’.
I know women who have an alarm strapped to them
24/7, who can never go out in public without the fear
that somehow someone may just attack them. I know
other women who will never go out again for fear about
what may happen when they do. I know women who
have got CCTV cameras all over their homes. This is
the reality of how our victims are having to live. I want
us to think about that, not just the prevention and the
long-term investment that we need to stop and change
behaviours before the violence starts. I want us to think
about and understand exactly what people are enduring
right now, every day, and who possibly have not got
hope.
When we consider how courageous it is to ring 000 and
go to court and do all the things that they need to do, I
want us to also consider that it is no less courageous to
be enduring the violence and to be surviving the
violence. They are some of the choices that people are
having to make.
What I would like to see is no more of the question,
‘Why doesn’t she just leave?’. I think we already know,
or we should be starting to determine, that that is the
very great risk. That is when a woman is likely to and
possibly will be killed. But I want us to be asking the
question, ‘Why doesn’t he stop being violent?’, and
indeed, ‘Why doesn’t he leave?’. As we switch from
victim blaming to perpetrator accountability, I look
forward to our systems and processes and our
organisations working collaboratively together to make
men accountable, to offer them the support and
direction and opportunity for change, because without
us working collaboratively together we will never
achieve what we can. Thank you.
Honourable members stood and applauded.
The SPEAKER — The President of the Legislative
Council and I, the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and all members thank you, Rosie. Council
members will now leave the house. Following that, we
will continue with more speakers.
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Members of the Legislative Council withdrew from
chamber.
The SPEAKER — Order! I would now like to
introduce Kristy McKellar. Kristy is a courageous
antiviolence advocate who has worked with the
Attorney-General’s department, the Royal Commission
into Family Violence and Victoria Police to help
formulate family violence policy. A survivor of family
violence herself, Kristy has a deep understanding of the
family violence system and the challenges victims
confront when seeking assistance. I welcome
Ms McKellar to the floor.
Ms McKELLAR — I wish to acknowledge the
Speaker, the Premier, the Leader of the Opposition and
the members of both houses joining here today. What
an incredible honour it is to have been invited to stand
before you to share my intimate knowledge of this
global human rights violation. Survivors demonstrate
immense courage. When silence is so very inviting,
they step forward to share their truth so others know
they are not alone and so they can influence change.
Today I am privileged to be a voice on behalf of many
who, despite experiencing the most confronting times,
are able to piece by piece bravely take their lives back.
Seventy-eight per cent of Australians still cannot
understand why a woman would not leave an abusive
relationship. ‘Why didn’t you just leave?’ is one of the
most painful questions you could ever pose to a victim.
It is incredibly dangerous to leave an abuser. The final
step in the pattern can be an escalation in assault or
even death. For us as a community to still tolerate these
attitudes is incredibly dangerous and supports
significant consequences. Knowing the devastating
impacts of family violence, it is disappointing that
violence against women is still being accepted, justified
or excused. You are surrounded by individuals who are
affected, and some will be in this very room today.
The family violence I suffered destroyed my life. I had
never known violence could exist in a man before this
experience. I was confident, secure and successful, but
still I was not immune to this encounter. I became a
victim of unspeakable cruelty, suffering extreme and
unrelenting forms of violence, intimidation, control and
abuse, spanning from physical, verbal, psychological
and financial to sexual. Being tormented behind closed
doors and having it disguised as love was inhumane. To
hold a secret of this kind was soul destroying. I could
see no way out, and I thought that this would be my
life. There are repeated promises for reform, but these
promises are always empty.
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The abuse escalated through my high-risk pregnancy,
when I was being treated with chemotherapy. It deeply
saddens me that my daughter’s family violence
experience commenced in utero. The abuse continued
after my daughter’s birth — holding my newborn
tightly in my arms while being kicked forcefully in my
shin. The impact was so great it broke the plaster wall
behind me. The assaults I endured were intentional.
They were planned and calculated. My mobile phone
was often hidden, placed on silent or broken before
attacks. At times my perpetrator smiled during the
attacks; seeing me terrified made him feel powerful.
The first time I attempted to hold my perpetrator to
account, it resulted in requiring physiotherapy on three
separate occasions to rectify my injuries, also leaving
me with a fractured vertebra behind my ribs.
Animal abuse was evident in our family home. I
witnessed the perpetrator throw one of our pet dogs off
a handrail, down our decking and a flight of six stairs
and onto brick-paved ground.
On the final assault my perpetrator dissolved my
chemotherapy medication in water so I was not able to
take my critical treatment. The perpetrator placed his
hands around my throat and began to choke me. All I
could do was to look at him in the eyes and beg him
with mine to allow me to live. As tears streamed down
my face, he showed no emotion at all. By the time my
perpetrator made a choice to allow me to breathe, I had
almost been rendered unconscious. Immediately I was
then struck to the head. The impact was so significant I
lost hearing in my right ear. Gradually my hearing
returned across the following day. I had my body
exposed intentionally and inappropriately viewed and
was then indecently assaulted. This more than
hour-long attack occurred while my 20-week-old
daughter lay distressed in her cot in the next room, with
our attacker then raising a glass vase lid above both of
us. The perpetrator’s final words to me as he left were,
‘I will hunt you down’. And I believed him.
I suffered multiple injuries. These injuries later formed
21 confronting photographs to be submitted as evidence
in a criminal court. After this attack, sadly, due to the
shock and trauma my body was subjected to, my
breastmilk deteriorated, and I lost the ability to feed my
daughter. This intimate bond and attachment I had been
sharing with her was stripped away from me.
After almost four years of living a life that no-one
should have to endure, I was finally able to break my
silence and gain police protection. I was taught a lesson
that I am not sure I could ever have imagined learning
in the entirety of my lifetime. I learnt that love from a
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man should not leave you bruised and lying on a floor,
that love should not leave you choked and out of breath,
with tears in your eyes. Love should not leave you to
beg, ‘Please stop’. I learnt that love should never be
cruel and that no love from a man should make you
wish you would want to die.
Upon pressing charges, I was informed by police that
my perpetrator had a prior criminal history. I was
married to a man I did not know at all. After I pressed
charges, within two days the perpetrator commenced
financial abuse, transferring money out of our joint
bank account. Eight days later he moved his entire
salary to a new account, leaving my daughter and me
with no financial support whatsoever — and I was on
unpaid maternity leave. It only took seven weeks before
my perpetrator commenced breaching the intervention
order. He breached it on six occasions.
I then became a victim of the justice system. After a
confronting two-day hearing in a Magistrates Court,
despite the perpetrator pleading not guilty, he was
found guilty of the crime and the breaches committed.
He was sentenced to 14 months imprisonment. The
sentencing outcome was immediately appealed. My
offender was released on bail and was free to walk out
alongside me back into the community.
Eight months later I was then retraumatised in a
three-day hearing in the County Court. I had to relive
the ordeal once again. The County Court judge reduced
sections of my victim impact statement before allowing
me to read it, which effectively sent me a message that I
must again remain silent. My daughter may not have
had the language skills to articulate her story in the
court as I did, but this did not mean she was not
affected by her early exposure to family violence. The
perpetrator continued to plead not guilty in this court.
Again he was found guilty; however, his sentence was
severely reduced to simply a two-year community
correction order to serve nearly 250 community hours.
When the sentencing outcome was handed down, my
whole world was turned upside down. The system
failed to protect us. It left us unseen and unheard, as if
we were nothing at all. I felt utterly powerless,
vulnerable, overwhelmed and defeated. I did not know
how I would keep us safe. I was required to move
house twice and change my vehicle once to remain
undisclosed and safe. I received a lifetime sentence — a
life whereby I am alarmed 24 hours a day and have
CCTV cameras installed at my home.
What type of a justice system re-assaults victims and
leaves them fearing for their lives? What kind of system
is so traumatic and gruelling that it contributes to
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devastating health consequences for victims that go
unseen, a system that sadly is so extremely confronting
that my chemotherapy treatment began to fail as my
body was shutting down, resulting in me being placed
on organ transplant treatment? The failings and gaps
within our family violence system can no longer be
ignored or have disproportionate attention.
Moving forward, I hope to see a commitment to ensure
that victims are respected, allowing them to bare their
souls to the law and letting them have confidence that
their rights will be given a reality in their everyday
practice. I hope to see recommendations endorsed that
will lead to the implementation of much-needed various
policy and reform improvements. I see the shaping and
changing of the future system consistently having a
strong focus and a commitment to better protecting
victims of violent crimes and holding perpetrators to
account.
It is encouraging to see Victoria leading the way,
setting a standard and engaging multiple experts in the
field to influence the creation of a system that works as
a whole, both reliably and consistently; one that
supports victims in overcoming the unrelenting
obstacles courageously. Both power and obligation sit
with all of us to construct a system that provides
victims with justice, validates their violent experience,
prioritises their safety and wellbeing; a system that
leads in advocacy, prevention, intervention, education
and information sharing, providing well-resourced,
sustainable, targeted quality services to address the
need across the wider spectrum of family violence.
I see great potential for system enhancements that
contribute to restoring confidence to survivors, ensuring
that we are all accountable for measuring progress and
that we continue to move in the right direction to have a
bold Victorian system that sends a message that we can
still do the impossible after we have been through the
unimaginable. We should never underestimate the
important role that each of us plays in changing lives,
enabling individuals to live the lives they had imagined
but just never thought possible. Together we have the
power to create change and rebuild lives. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.
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Australia and has a deep understanding of the
intersection between domestic violence, race relations,
religion and sexism. I welcome Ms El Matrah to the
floor.
Ms EL MATRAH — Thank you. Let me begin by
acknowledging the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and all of you here today.
I have been asked to reflect from a personal perspective
as much as possible on my almost 20 years of working
against violence. Fifteen of those years have been
dedicated specifically to working against violence
which targets immigrant and Muslim women. I am very
nervous, not only because I am standing in
Parliament — and I am a girl from the public housing
estates — but because I want to do justice to women’s
experience of abuse and their amazing courage and
integrity, which I hope to honour meaningfully in this
presentation.
Like many of you here today, I chose my profession to
make a meaningful contribution to society. I wanted to
make my life mean something by helping others, and
while I do not any more work with women one to one,
the work that I did with women, accompanying them as
they sought to escape violence, really changed me, and
it made me understand that improving women’s lives
improved society for everyone.
When I first came into the sector, like many others I
had a naive innocence; I just wanted to help people, and
that did not necessarily, I think, reflect a commitment to
society. But that changed. Really what I think has
changed me — and profoundly — is not only the
severity of the physical injuries that I saw women carry,
it is not only the gravity of the psychological or
emotional harm inflicted, it is not only the sheer
devastation that is wrought on the lives of women,
some of whom will be traumatised for the rest of their
lives, and it is not only about the children affected or
the absolute unfairness of young lives forever changed
and robbed of their potential before they have even
started. It is not only the shock that we as workers
continue to feel in the system that we work in and that
we support when we see that system repeatedly fail
women in need and fail to protect them at the most
vulnerable points of their lives.

The SPEAKER — We thank you, Kristy.
Our next speaker is Joumanah El Matrah, a journalist, a
fearless community advocate and executive director of
the Islamic Women’s Welfare Council of Victoria.
Trained as a psychologist, Joumanah has been active in
the community welfare sector for over a decade. She
has published a number of works on Muslim women in

It is not only these things that change us as workers,
and it is not only that we fail as a society to protect
women in need; it is that at times we in fact make them
vulnerable to violence in the first place. For example,
we have all known for a long time that women who
arrive in Australia on a spousal visa by necessity are
completely dependent on their spouses. When that
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spouse is violent, a woman becomes a prisoner of that
violence. In that scenario a woman’s vulnerability is,
structurally speaking, a position that we have created,
and the repercussions for this are irreversible for some
women.
One of my very first clients when I started working in
this area, Ranya, arrived in Australia to a husband who
beat and tormented her on a regular basis. She wanted
to go back home, but her country had fallen into civil
war. She decided to bide her time and wait for her
citizenship, but by that time she had endured years of
physical violence, which at times involved injuries that
meant she could no longer carry her own children. She
had had her head flushed down the toilet so many times
that she had just stopped counting. She had been locked
in her house for weeks on end. She had been deprived
of friends and family, and of course there was all the
denigration that comes with that. She had received the
constant repetition that she was worthless and that she
was a burden to all those around her and she was both
responsible for and deserving of the violence that was
perpetrated against her. By the time her citizenship
arrives, or the possibility of citizenship arrives, she
believes she is nothing and she is deserving of nothing.
After all those years she had been indoctrinated in her
own lack of value as a human being. Citizenship is all
about the possibility of a better life in Australia and she
did not believe that she deserved a better life.
It is not just that women are held captive in the time
that they are on their spousal visa. I worked with
women who had been citizens for 10 years and they
still think that their husbands can have them deported
and take their children from them in the process. All of
us in this chamber who are immigrants or children of
immigrants know that the challenges for immigrant
women are sometimes easily double those of ordinary
women.
What I have found most difficult in working on
violence and what haunts me still and what I hear a lot
about still is the constant blame that we continue to find
ways to articulate. ‘She spoke back’, ‘She provoked
him’, ‘She doesn’t know her place’ and ‘She’s a bad
mother’. For immigrant and migrant women we find
yet more ways to blame them. ‘The problem is that in
that culture they’re too passive’, ‘In that culture they’re
too fiery’ and ‘They’re too domineering’. For Muslim
women there is the additional layer of blame: that this is
their role in their religion. ‘Those Muslims are all a
backward lot anyway’, ‘In their religion it’s normal to
treat women like that’ and ‘That religion has a
propensity for violence anyway’.
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Blaming women, blaming culture, blaming religion is
of course not without its purpose. But blaming culture
and religion is not only about the denigration of the
culture or religion at hand. I have also come to
understand after all these years that it is actually another
way to blame women. If we do not blame them, we
seem to render them complicit in their own abuse,
violence and suffering. All of this helps us, I believe, to
create a space between ‘us’ and ‘them’. ‘Those women
are not like us’ and ‘Those men are not like us’. Even
though we live in the same place at the same time in the
same nation, we are not part of the same society, or we
behave as if we are not part of the same society.
The moments of despair that I have had in doing this
work — and they have been just moments — are when
as a society we have not pushed back against that
instinct to distance ourselves and believe that there is
nothing we can do. It has been heartbreaking at times to
hear people repeatedly say, ‘It’s not really my portfolio’
or ‘It’s not really my area of expertise’ or ‘I’m working
on a different area’. Everything connects back to what
happens in the home.
All of us have been privy to the work of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence and we have all
heard about the hardship, the pain and the devastation
wrought by violence in the home. We know a lot, and
we now know enough to be responsible for our failure
to act and our failure to see what violence against
women in our society actually means.
My first full-time job was working with homeless men,
some of whom had spent all of their adolescent and
adult lives in some way or another without a home.
While I do not want to generalise or simplify what is
really a very complex phenomena of homelessness, I
cannot recall in the seven years that I worked with
homeless men one person whose early life or formative
years was not marred by violence in the home. It
seemed to me back then and it seems to me now that
those men were really dispossessed and displaced, they
were completely lost to us as a society and that these
were men who might have wanted a different life for
themselves, one of work, one of home, one of children,
one of love, one of care, one of routine, and they did not
get any of this; and that we as a society lost whatever
they might have been able to contribute to us had their
upbringing been different.
It is profoundly naive of us to assume that violence in
the home does not lead to other forms of violence in our
society. It is naive to assume that it does not affect us
all and it does not cost us all and that our failure to act
does not say something about us as a society. When we
talk about violence against women we know that
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families and societies are also devastated by that
violence, so however you decide to proceed as a
Parliament, you know that on this issue we are all
relying on you. Thank you.

I would also like to thank other campaigners and
organisations such as Our Watch, White Ribbon and
Australia’s National Research Organisation for
Women’s Safety, or ANROWS, just to name a few.

Honourable members applauded.

I would like to acknowledge the government for
announcing a royal commission and for the first time
having a Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence. All this has led to an increased awareness and
understanding within the community of the extent and
impact of family violence in Australia.

The SPEAKER — We thank you, Joumanah.
I would now like to introduce Adjunct Professor Muriel
Bamblett, who is the chief executive officer of the
Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency (VACCA),
one of the oldest Aboriginal community-controlled
organisations in Victoria. She brings a unique insight
into the impact of family violence, not just on
Aboriginal communities but on Aboriginal children. It
is important that we hear about their experience too,
and I now welcome Ms Bamblett to the floor.
Ms BAMBLETT — Good morning everybody. I
am a very proud, strong Yorta Yorta and Dja Dja
Wurrung woman, and I am deeply committed to and
advocate for the rights of my people. Today I would
like to begin by acknowledging the traditional owners
of the land, the Wurundjeri people of the Kulin nation
and the Bunurong people. I would like to pay my
respects to their elders past and present and to all
Aboriginal people here in the room and listening.
Today it is important to acknowledge and thank the
Presiding Officer, the Speaker, and the Premier of
Victoria, the Honourable Daniel Andrews, for the
invitation. I acknowledge the opposition leader, the
Honourable Matthew Guy, the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, the Honourable Fiona
Richardson, the shadow minister, Georgie Crozier, and
all honourable members here today.
Yesterday we know was International Day for the
Elimination of Violence against Women, and today I
want to ask you to reflect on violence perpetrated
against our Aboriginal women here in Victoria. I work
for the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency
(VACCA), and what drives me and what drives all of
our staff, our carers and volunteers is the desire that all
Aboriginal children are safe — that they are safe
physically, emotionally and culturally.
From this perspective I would like to acknowledge
Rosie Batty, an amazing woman, and acknowledge her
especially for her story this morning. It was amazing to
hear it — and tragic. Rosie is a survivor of family
violence; sadly Luke Batty did not survive. We must
never forget children in any of our approaches to family
violence. I would like to thank Rosie for her active role
as Australian of the Year.

I would like to acknowledge and thank the members of
Indigenous family violence regional action groups, who
are our Aboriginal people who work on the ground to
look at and address family violence. I also extend
thanks to Aboriginal Affairs Victoria and to the
Department of Health and Human Services, which has
done a lot of work on addressing Indigenous family
violence.
Family violence impacts Aboriginal people at vastly
disproportionate rates to the rest of the population and
has devastating impacts. Aboriginal women are
30 times more likely to be hospitalised from family
violence and almost 11 times more likely to be killed as
a result of a violent assault. Family violence has
significant, far-reaching and multiple impacts on
Aboriginal people, especially women and children. We
know that 80 per cent of Aboriginal children in care go
into care because of family violence — 80 per cent! In
our services we see the multigenerational impacts of
family violence, especially the link between family
violence and child protection.
Family violence is a leading contributor to women’s
homelessness, poverty, criminalisation, incarceration,
mental health and physical ill health and drug and
alcohol abuse. We therefore cannot think of family
violence in isolation. Our work at VACCA in
supporting survivors of institutional child sexual abuse
is a stark reminder of this. Among the survivors we
have supported almost all men who have been sexually
abused have gone on to perpetrate family violence and
almost all women who have been sexually abused have
acknowledged being victims of family violence. This
leads us to ask the question why? Why today, in 2015,
are Aboriginal women so much more likely to
experience family violence than non-Aboriginal
women?
I would contend that the cause of family violence in
Aboriginal communities has much of its origins in the
treatment of Aboriginal people — in the treatment of
our people through the process of colonisation of this
country. The ongoing impact of racism, discrimination,
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bullying and stereotyping that Aboriginal people
experience on a daily basis also contributes to family
violence. In the face of these daily experiences
Aboriginal people often feel ashamed, humiliated,
fearful — and they experience a sense of powerlessness
and hopelessness. In the Aboriginal community, family
violence, as well as being understood as a feature of
gender and structural power and inequality between the
genders, is also seen as a result of the impact of
colonisation. The loss of traditional male role models,
forcible removal, relocation and separation of families,
loss of cultural identity and the dominant cultural
impositions that have been placed on Aboriginal people
all contribute to the situation we have today.

poverty of relationships. When you do not have these
you are more at risk of violence.

These factors have led to the myriad social and
economic problems that the Aboriginal community
faces and that this government deals with every day.
The current pervasiveness of loss and grief within
Aboriginal communities and their impact on children
and families creates an environment where there is a
high degree of trauma and trauma is the norm. For a
minority — but a significant number — of Aboriginal
women and children this has resulted in family
violence. Aboriginal communities play a pivotal role in
holding perpetrators accountable, and now our
communities and our leaders are standing up to family
violence. We have given voice to the fact that family
violence is unacceptable and not a cultural norm.

Ever since television has found its way into our living
rooms the great powers that be who choose what is
played and what is not played, whether deliberately or
not, have portrayed Aboriginal people negatively. The
dominant ideology of this powerful minority has
shaped the public’s perception of Aboriginal people in
many harmful and deliberate ways. It is important that
we challenge this ideology that creates negative and
derogatory images, particularly of Aboriginal women,
when it impacts on our women’s capacity to live safely
in this country. We need to reverse this. We need
positive imagery of Aboriginal people on our TV
screens and elsewhere.

To ensure the safety of all Aboriginal women and
children, however, we need mainstream services to be
culturally relevant and to engage with our people, not to
let our people have short, episodic contacts with the
system. We need investment and the resourcing of
Aboriginal organisations to provide culturally relevant
services to Aboriginal women, children and men and to
provide healing for our communities impacted by
family violence. We need integrated, holistic and
intergenerational responses. We need culturally
relevant services that are strength based and trauma
informed.
A major gap in policy and advocacy is the absence of
our own statewide Aboriginal women’s advocacy,
policy and service hub; a place where Aboriginal
women can get access to culturally appropriate
resources. It is important that we work earlier with
Aboriginal women to provide relationship counselling,
education and support, and we provide the awareness
and strength to be able to ensure that our Aboriginal
culture is part of the way we go forward. We emphasise
the important role that Aboriginal women play in our
communities. But to achieve real change we need to
start by addressing poverty, and this includes poverty of
money, poverty of access, poverty of power and

Any reform agenda must include improving access to a
responsive service ensuring equity and integration. We
also need to address the culture of violence against
women. There is still acceptance of violence in our
Australian community and our culture that contributes
to violence in the family. Still too many Australians
think: hit your wife, and this is seen as private, that it is
their business and therefore acceptable; hit a stranger,
and now this is a danger to society and we call the
police, and now we have much harsher penalties before
the courts.

Today I personally, as CEO of VACCA, would like to
commend the Andrews government on its commitment
to implementing all recommendations made by the
royal commission. In announcing this royal
commission the Premier stated there will be a big price
tag around the implementation of these
recommendations, but Victoria’s women and children
are worth every cent. I would like to see that Aboriginal
women and children are included in this sentiment to
build on this commitment to Aboriginal people and
Aboriginal self-determination.
I would like to thank Minister Richardson for the
opportunity to address Parliament today. I see this as
symbolic of the strong emphasis you place on the place
of Aboriginal people and Aboriginal family violence.
I want to thank the Victorian government and the
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the Honourable Natalie
Hutchins, for putting to the government and taking up
the flying of the Aboriginal flag; how sacred this is for
Aboriginal people now. We know genuinely that this is
our place.
In conclusion I would like to highlight that Aboriginal
women are the hope of our future, the hope of our
culture. It is Aboriginal women who are going to be the
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child rearers of our future generations. Aboriginal
women are making visible efforts to renew traditions
and to improve education through self-rule and by
healing from within our culture. It is important to
ensure that Aboriginal girls are strengthened and
empowered to make good decisions into the future, that
they see themselves as positive contributors to the
directions their lives take. We need to strengthen our
approach to family violence against Aboriginal women
with the focus on prevention, protection and power.
I thank you for the opportunity to present here today. It
has been an absolute honour, but leaving here today I
implore you and I implore the government to bring
about real change for Aboriginal women, now and into
the future.
Honourable members applauded.
The SPEAKER — We thank you, Muriel.
It is my great pleasure to introduce Chief
Commissioner Graham Ashton, Victoria’s 22nd Chief
Commissioner of Victoria Police. Commissioner
Ashton first joined Victoria Police in 2009 and has had
a number of different roles in the force, including as
deputy commissioner, specialist operations. During that
time Commissioner Ashton led a victim-focused
approach, resulting in changes to the handling of child
sexual abuse cases. In his current role Commissioner
Ashton has commenced a groundbreaking review of
gender equity in Victoria Police and has been a tireless
advocate on behalf of victims of family violence. I
welcome Commissioner Ashton to the floor.
Chief Commissioner ASHTON — Speaker,
Premier, Leader of the Opposition, ministers, other
members of Parliament, my fellow guest speakers, and
Rosie — lovely to see you today. May I firstly
acknowledge the Wurundjeri people of the Kulin nation
as the traditional owners of the land upon which we
meet. I would also like to pay my respect to their elders,
past, present and emerging, and the elders from other
communities who may be here today — Auntie Muriel.
There have been literally a couple of occasions in the
past 163 years when the commissioner of police has
had the privilege to address Parliament, and I thank you
for the opportunity to do so today. There are few topics
that have sparked as much public conversation over the
past few years as family violence. It has been discussed
in every media outlet, every community and
increasingly in our homes. There is a growing tide of
support and understanding for victims who have
experienced violence and a growing intolerance for the
behaviours of those who have inflicted it.
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Overwhelmingly the victims of family violence are
women, and whilst we know that family violence
occurs in a range of relationships, this is clearly a
gendered issue; as Rosie and others have pointed out
today.
More than ever family violence is in the public
consciousness and there is a strong momentum to
change the attitudes and beliefs that allow it to
continue. I can only say: it is about time. Traditionally
when questions are asked about family violence they
have been directed at the victim. Why do they stay?
Why don’t they just leave? People have looked for
some sort of trigger for the violence. They assume there
must be a reason and the victim, usually a woman, must
have contributed in some way.
People try to make sense of the violence by examining
the victim’s credibility. As I said earlier, this is
overwhelmingly a gendered issue, and it appeared for a
long time that in order to be believed a woman had to
be the ‘ideal’ victim and anything less than that would
make her complicit in her own victimisation. I am
pleased to say that that is changing; there is a growing
focus on men who use violence and the cultural
conditions that allow that to flourish.
Importantly, we are increasingly seeing conversations
about the links between gender inequality and violence.
The conversation is turning to ingrained beliefs about
gender and their role in shaping the way women in
particular are perceived and treated, and importantly
those conversations are happening all around us. There
is a significant change and also a symbolic one. It is still
early days, but it has the potential to end
victim-blaming and refocus our attention where it
should be — on supporting victims and holding
offenders to account.
Of course just as the community conversations have
evolved, Victoria Police has been on its own journey of
change. We have come a long way in how we have
responded to family violence. Earlier this year we
launched a dedicated family violence command, and
we have been consolidating our expertise in that area. I
acknowledge Assistant Commissioner Dean McWhirter
in the gallery today.
Victoria Police is the first police force in Australia to
have a dedicated command and an assistant
commissioner for family violence. We are proud of that
achievement. In the past couple of years we have
increased the number of family violence units —
dedicated teams focusing on family violence. We now
have 32 of those across the state. We are continuing to
engage with our partners to refer victims to support. We
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are continuing to issue safety notices and also seek
intervention orders in record numbers. But the sheer
scale of this is epidemic. The incidents police are
responding to are a shame on human dignity. We are
seeing extensive injuries to victims, children who are
scarred and intimidated and men who seem to have no
concept that it is unacceptable.
Recently at the police academy I presented an award for
courage to a police member who had confronted a man
armed with an axe at a family violence incident. This
police member prevented injury to a terrified woman
and her children, who had barricaded themselves in the
bedroom. In fact, if we talk about the number of
incidents, just since Tuesday of this week, police have
responded to more than 420 family violence calls
across the state — Tuesday to Thursday. They happen
in every suburb, in every community and in every
cultural group. The number of victims who are living in
fear is simply unacceptable. Nobody should have to live
on eggshells, and no child should have an upbringing
characterised by violence. Everyone should feel safe
and respected and be able to live safely in their home.
I know that police members are staggered by some of
the behaviours they witness every day. We know the
impact on victims is shattering. The challenge for us,
not only in a law enforcement sense but also more
broadly, is to start turning around the attitudes that
underpin this behaviour. But of course this does not just
involve police. The system is the safety net for
vulnerable victims, and it is essential that it is victim
focused and works collaboratively across the police,
courts and corrections as well as support services and
child protection. This system should be interwoven,
integrated and victim focused; it should ensure that
victims are supported and not be the source of further
harm. We have not got it all right, and we certainly
have not always got it right. It is important we learn
from past tragedies and work collaboratively and
seamlessly together.
As I said previously, we know that family violence
affects people from all walks of life, and we see family
violence among siblings, in same-sex relationships and
against the elderly, just to name a few. The common
link is power and control. We see that in many forms:
verbal abuse, physical assaults, withholding access to
family and friends, limiting access to money, sexual
abuse, threats and intimidation. These are behaviours
that victims experience every day, and it is relentless.
For many of these groups we know that violence
continues to be under-reported, and we need to do more
to encourage people to seek help. But ultimately of
course we need to stop the behaviour occurring in the
first place.
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As I said earlier, we know this is a significantly
gendered issue, and we need to do a lot more to change
attitudes towards women. I saw recently a report on
young Australian attitudes towards violence against
women, which gave a sense of what we are facing.
More than half of young people surveyed believe that
the main cause for violence against women is men
being unable to manage their anger; 26 per cent of
young people agreed that partner violence can be
excused if the perpetrator regrets it. These are
concerning figures to me. They show how much more
work we still have to do. It is critical we set a strong
foundation for the next generation and that we make the
most of the current momentum to set good standards,
model good behaviour and build self-respect and
esteem.
As you would appreciate, this is not an issue police can
manage alone. We need events like yesterday, we need
positive community activism and we need social and
cultural change to enable the conditions for gender
equity to become a reality rather than an aspiration. We
need collective action on this issue to influence the next
generation and make sure that this cycle does not repeat
itself. It is critical we maintain the momentum that we
are now starting to build. We all await the findings of
the royal commission early next year, but that must be
just the starting point, not the finish.
It is essential that we do not stop talking there. This is
an ongoing challenge, and it is not going to be resolved
overnight. This will take intergenerational, sustained
change and plenty more difficult conversations before
we actually start to impact on this enormous issue.
If I can leave you with one point: this does not have to
be part of our future. We have the capacity to change
our culture for the better, to make incidents like the
ones we have heard about today a thing of the past.
Family violence is 100 per cent preventable, and it is
within our grasp to make sure that our sons and
daughters know what respect means and how to look
after one another. That would be a future we could be
proud of and one that we can all start working towards
today. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.
The SPEAKER — I thank Chief Commissioner
Ashton.
Our next speaker today is Annette Gillespie, CEO of
Safe Steps, which is Victoria’s statewide and 24/7
family violence response centre. Safe Steps provides
immediate response to women and children living with
violence, particularly women with disabilities, women
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with high and complex needs and women who are
further disadvantaged because they do not have
permanent residency status.
Annette is a family violence specialist who is leading
community change to end the violence against women
and their children. Her work is grounded in clinical
experience, particularly as a child trauma therapist
working with children, young people and their mothers
living with the effects of family violence. I welcome
Ms Gillespie.
Ms GILLESPIE — I begin by acknowledging the
traditional owners of the land on which we meet, the
Kulin nation, and pay my respects to their elders both
past and present and any elders in the room with us
today. I acknowledge the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, and I give special acknowledgement to two
ministers. the Honourable Fiona Richardson, Minister
for Women and Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence; and the Honourable Martin Foley, Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing, Minister for
Mental Health, Minister for Equality and Minister for
Creative Industries, both of whom, along with
Premier Andrews, spent time at Safe Steps learning
about the effects on the front line. I also acknowledge
Georgie Crozier, shadow Minister for Women and
shadow Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
I want to acknowledge the women, children and men
who are lost to us because of the family violence that
plagues our communities, as well as the survivors
whose courage and resilience inspires us in all that we
do, and I give special acknowledgement to Kristy and
Rosie today.
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children who over the years have been murdered
through horrific acts of family violence.
It is on behalf these women and children that I stand
before you today to share their collective experience, to
talk about what drives the violence that has robbed
women and children of their lives and human potential
for generation after generation in this country and
throughout the world. I address you today to advocate
for long-term, sustainable change, but in order to
achieve this change, violence against women and
children must be seen as the result of gender inequality.
The World Health Organisation in its landmark
multicountry study in 2005, and corroborated in
multiple studies since, demonstrated that the variation
in the rate of violence is best explained by gender
inequality. What does that mean for our community? It
means that family violence is perpetrated
overwhelmingly by men against women, children and
other men. It means when a male abuser chooses to
behave violently to get what he wants and to gain
control, his behaviour usually comes from a sense of
entitlement which is born from longstanding and
continuing traditions and systems which value men
over women. This power is handed to them, couched in
terms such as the protector of the family, provider, king
of the castle and head of the household — terms which,
combined with rigid rules defining masculinity, mean
that men are taught from a very young age that they are
responsible for and therefore have authority over the
lives of women and children. Our entire society is
structured to support this belief.

Thank you for welcoming me to speak on this historic
occasion. I would like to begin by sharing a story. It is
the story of one in three women and one in four
children in this country — women and children of all
ages, from all cultural and social groups, postcodes,
demographics and abilities, who share the awful
common lived experience of surviving family violence;
the women who behind closed doors have been
slapped, kicked, punched, strangled, sexually assaulted,
terrorised, tormented, threatened, demeaned or deprived
by a person who is meant to love and care for them.

So often we hear the question, ‘Why doesn’t she
leave?’, when talking about women living in an abusive
relationship. What we do not hear is the more pertinent
question, ‘Why doesn’t he stop using violence to
intimidate and control his partner and family?’. Women
tell us they do not leave because they are fearful, they
do not have anywhere to go, they have little support and
no money, and they tell us that their confidence has
been so eroded that they believe his story that they will
not be able to live without him. Evidence tells us that
women are right to be afraid. Women and children are
more likely to be killed or seriously injured if the
perpetrator suspects they will leave the relationship.

I acknowledge the women and children who are further
disadvantaged because of exclusion, discrimination and
prejudice, especially Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander women and children, women and children who
have disability, women from culturally and
linguistically diverse communities or LGBTI
communities and of course the hundreds of women and

Because of what I see and hear leading a front-line
service every day I make no apology if what I say today
makes anyone in this house feel uncomfortable.
Victorians need to know the grave consequences of
gender inequality and how it causes family violence.
We simply cannot tolerate the destruction of women
and children’s lives any longer.
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Family violence is corroding the very fabric of
Australian society. Since receiving the invitation to
speak to you a couple of days ago, Safe Steps 24-hour,
seven-day-a-week first-response line has received over
600 calls from women desperately looking to escape
the violent consequences of gender inequality. One of
the most distressing calls was from a woman calling
about her daughter, who was trapped in a house with
her violent partner, totally isolated and unable to seek
help. Right now, as I speak to you, back in the office at
Safe Steps our specialist family violence workers are
working with a woman who arrived at the local
Magistrates Court with her three children, after being
assaulted, begging for help because she did not know
where to turn.
At the same time as I speak to you Safe Steps
emergency accommodation is full to capacity,
providing a safe haven for more than 40 women and
children. One, a woman in her 60s, called us from her
home in a regional part of Victoria after she found her
husband of many years had, as well as physically and
emotionally abusing her, been filming her at home
without her knowledge and following her when she left
the house. We have helped her to safety. It is to these
women and the hundreds of thousands more with
similar stories, that an apology is owed. Safe Steps has
been responding to women and children at risk for over
40 years. What started as an information referral phone
line with just a handful of staff has grown to become
one of Victoria’s leading family violence agencies,
delivering critical and immediate responses to women
and children escaping abuse.
What our recent data reveals is both instructive and
frightening. It shows that women are reporting greater
frequency and severity of violent incidents than we
have ever recorded before. In 2014–15 Safe Steps
assisted 7636 women and children who needed help to
escape immediate risk of serious injury and possible
death. We have fielded more than 55 000 calls — a
58 per cent increase in the two years since 2013. Each
year we receive calls from an average of 13 women
from each suburb in Melbourne needing urgent
assistance to get themselves and their children to a
place of safety to escape potential serious harm. In
2014, 33 per cent of those we helped were born outside
Australia; 11 per cent did not have permanent residency
and faced additional layers of isolation and lack of
resources. It is against this backdrop that Safe Steps has
experienced a 130 per cent increase in demand for crisis
accommodation.
We now provide over 16 000 beds each year for
women and children who need assistance to escape
immediate risk. Eight per cent of women and children
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we accommodated were Aboriginal or Torres Strait
Islander, and importantly, over 50 per cent of people
placed in safe accommodation in Victoria by Safe Steps
are children who we all know are the future of this great
state.
Safe Steps is but one service operating in a service
system that is buckling under demand. Refuges,
outreach services, homelessness services, youth and
mental health services as well as statutory services —
child protection, courts and police — are all struggling
to cope. As I stand here this morning it appals me to say
the spread of family violence we are currently
witnessing is greater than I personally have seen in the
20 years I have been working with women and children
experiencing abuse, and yet we know that violence
against women is both predictable and preventable.
With greater violence than has ever been recorded
before, including more deaths of women, children and
men, we have an urgent duty to respond. We need a
guaranteed capacity to provide the best response every
time to every woman who seeks support. First and
foremost we need to make sure that whenever women
and children come forward, they are believed and
supported. We need to ensure that the right to safety for
all is fulfilled throughout society by responding to
women and children at risk, regardless of their
circumstances and whatever their needs. This is
particularly important because 60 per cent of the
women in our state at highest risk have had no contact
with police at the time they seek help from our crisis
line. Furthermore, public safety surveys show that the
majority of women who experience violence never
contact support services. Our systems are not equipped
to meet the needs of women and children subjected to
abuse, as most of them were never designed to do that.
Too often this means that women and children are
placed at greater risk because of the system.
Our justice system in particular needs to keep
perpetrators of violence in view and keep the safety of
women and children at the centre. Women often say
that their priority is stopping the violence, not ending
the relationship. We need to better value these women’s
choices and create the infrastructure to keep them safe.
We must address the needs of children affected by
family violence in their own right. Parallel services for
children that protect the mother and child bond are
essential. We need to build responses that support
children to heal, recover and flourish. We can no longer
accept systems that contradict each other, work at
cross-purposes or treat children as an add-on. Children
have the potential to bring about a more equal future,
but that will only be possible if we provide the right
support to them now. If we educate them, value girls
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and boys equally and equip them to refuse violence, we
can realise this vision.
A more equal society benefits all of us — women,
children and men. We must continue to promote
equality between men and women despite the risks and
obstacles to this approach. But let us not confuse the
pursuit of equality with the desire for sameness. True
equality for women and men will mean a new way of
organising our society, a fair and just way that will
benefit each of us, but more importantly it will benefit
our children, grandchildren and generations to come.
The challenge is that the driver of family violence is
gender inequality, and gender inequality is everywhere.
So the systems we have built to address family violence
so far are struggling with the scale and breadth of the
problem.
Because family violence is so widespread we need all
parts of our community to come together to make
change. Every school, every hospital, every public
library, every health and emergency response service,
every courtroom, every family member, every friend,
every bystander and every neighbour needs to be able
to understand the risks to women and children and
respond to family violence by holding perpetrators of
family violence accountable for the harm they cause.
Parliamentarians of all political persuasions,
government agencies at all levels, organisations,
businesses and services in all fields need to do their part
to respond to violence against women and children.
Everyone has a right to be safe. It is within our means
and capacity to make sure they are.
The leadership of parliamentarians needs to ensure that
gender equality is at the forefront of all aspects of
public life. Victoria has already demonstrated
leadership in this country and internationally — when
this government appointed the first ever Royal
Commission into Family Violence to evaluate our
current systems and recommend solutions. We have led
the nation in primary prevention and promoting gender
equality. With the assistance of many leaders and
champions across our community, we can address this
challenge. We have this opportunity to work together to
forge a new path with a set of comprehensive measures
to prevent, respond to and hold perpetrators
accountable for violence. Together we could build a
world-leading approach in Victoria and work towards
eliminating violence against women and children.
We must aim to prevent violence from occurring in the
first place. The solution is within our reach if we show
an unwavering fortitude to forge a new path. We can no
longer rely on an exhausted and overloaded system that
is not fit for purpose to be the blueprint for future ways
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to eliminate family violence. It will take a bipartisan
investment into frontline responses, early intervention
and prevention strategies in equal measure, a
centralised statewide governance and operational
framework and a change in community attitudes to and
beliefs about the place of women in our society.
Ultimately it will take a disruption of traditional gender
roles that currently predetermine the likelihood and risk
of experiencing violence in an intimate partner or
family relationship based on whether you are born
female. But most of all it will take a commitment, as
none of it will be possible without the courage,
foresight and resilience of all members of this chamber
and of every future Victorian Parliament. The power to
eliminate violence against women and children lies
within all of us. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.
The SPEAKER — Thank you, Annette.
We are now going to shift focus slightly as we hear
from our last speaker, Rodney Vlais, from No To
Violence and the Men’s Referral Service. No To
Violence is an organisation working to ensure that men
stay part of the conversation when it comes to family
violence and that male perpetrators have avenues to
step up, acknowledge their behaviour and take steps to
transform it. Rodney has worked with hundreds of men
who have used violence against women. He has a deep
understanding of the drivers of male violence and the
impact that men’s behaviour change programs can
have. I welcome Mr Vlais to the floor.
Mr VLAIS — Speaker, Premier of Victoria, Leader
of the Opposition, all members of the Legislative
Assembly, Rosie, Kristy and all other victim survivors
here, I both personally and as a representative of No To
Violence and the Men’s Referral Service feel deep
appreciation for the opportunity to be here today in
Parliament and on Wurundjeri land — Wurundjeri
traditional and sovereign land as part of the Kulin
nation.
I am aware that I could only be here because of the
incredibly brave and courageous efforts of so many
women over decades to fight for safety, for dignity, for
themselves, their families and for others. These include
women who went to extraordinary efforts to establish
the first safe houses and refuges against a firmly
entrenched patriarchal orthodoxy and sometimes at
great risk and personal cost to themselves. The methods
that these women used, while non-violent in the face of
so much hostility against them, were not always quiet,
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polite or genial. They had no choice. Women were not
listened to. Women were not believed.
Parliaments like this across the world are always
coming to grips with community constituents pushing
for their experiences of discrimination, marginalisation
and injustice to be heard. For many the stakes are high.
Even when it is not a matter of life and death, which of
course it is for so many women and children
experiencing family violence, it can be a matter of
lifelong suffering or freedom from that suffering — a
psychological, physical, economic and spiritual
straitjacket over their lives or the freedom to think,
grow, be, connect and indeed to fall in love with this
precious life of ours. This is what family violence does.
It is not just about the hitting or the name calling. It is a
systematic, intentional, patterned use of a range of
coercive, controlling tactics to limit family members’
lives and to limit freedom. It is one of the most potent
and widespread constraints on our freedom in our time.
This Parliament is taking an amazing step today to
come to grips with this huge and very grave issue. With
your colleagues in the Legislative Council, you have
heard from Kristy and you have heard from Rosie
Batty. Rosie is a woman, a mother, a person who has
endured and continues to endure an almost
unimaginable loss. We hear the fear of so many victim
survivors who my colleagues have talked about today,
that ongoing fear and the way it touches so many
aspects of their lives. To Rosie, the depths of your love
for Luke, of your unstoppable determination for Luke
not to have died in vain, creates a massive possibility, a
massive space for hope, a space where we together over
the coming generations can end the tyranny and terror
of family violence. Rosie, Kristy and others deserve not
just to be heard. Like the hundreds of thousands of
other Victorian women, children and men experiencing
family violence — and it is hundreds of thousands at
this point in time — they need to be deeply listened to,
a listening with the heart and the head, a listening with
self-awareness and a listening that we know is deep
because it feels uncomfortable.
According to Our Watch, the evidence demonstrates
that 95 per cent of all family violence is committed by
males. Most of this violence committed by men targets
women and children — the vast majority of it — but
we do know that men can be victims too, often from
other male family members. This perpetration of family
violence is a choice. It is a series of choices, a series of
decisions to physically, emotionally, psychologically,
socially and spiritually control and shut down someone
else’s life. These are dark choices that men are making.
The work of men’s behaviour change programs and
other perpetrator interventions is to try to help men

5083

make different choices about how to think and how to
behave towards family members. But as a friend of
mine implores us to consider, through his upcoming
production World of Men: who and what creates the
places where men choose to hurt their families? This is
an uncomfortable question but one that needs to be
asked.
Men’s behaviour change program providers, who are
part of No To Violence, the organisation I work for, or
members of that organisation, have worked with tens of
thousands of perpetrators over the last 20-plus years.
Our men’s referral service has taken over 50 000 calls,
mostly from men who are perpetrating violence. Across
the enormously varying circumstances of these men
perpetrating violence we find a pattern of thinking
where men feel justified to dehumanise, disrespect,
ignore, dismiss and make invisible their current or
former partner and sometimes also their children. They
feel entitled to patrol and entitled to punish. It would be
convenient for us to think that this sense of entitlement
is just the product of warped individuals, but there are
just too many otherwise decent, well-functioning,
respected men who use violence for this to be so.
Many men choose not to use violence against family
members. However, I believe all men contribute to the
dark places in which some men choose to do so. When
I instantaneously judge a woman who I have met for
the first time by her looks or physical appearance —
not just in noticing, but judging her — I am
contributing to a culture of sexism and objectification
of women, to the idea that women are not as competent
as men. When I leave most of the emotional heavy
lifting in my relationship to my partner, I am
contributing to both an un-negotiated burden of
responsibility that she bears and also to our very narrow
definition of what it means to be a man.
When only 2 per cent of employees in the early
learning and childcare industry are male, we send a
potent message that the primary role of a ‘real man’ is
not one of caring for children. When our boys and
young men receive so many messages from so many
sources that being a real man means being tough,
superior, in control, not feminine and not gay, the seeds
are sown for some of these men to perform these
expectations super well, by being the violent and
coercive top dog in their family. When we turn a blind
eye to the mainstreaming of patriarchal and violent
pornography, we contribute to a rape culture that some
men who use violence draw from in how they view and
objectify women and make women invisible. This is
what helps to create the dark places through which
some men choose to use violence, and I believe that all
of us men are complicit in this. We are all shaped by
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and in turn help to shape the cultures, media,
expectations and institutions that dominate the story of
what it means to be a real man. We shape a culture of
entitlement. We shape the thinking, the justifications,
the excuses that perpetrators draw upon to control and
hurt family members.
This is not about making us men feel guilty or
ashamed. It is about becoming aware. As another friend
of mine describes it, it is about tuning our gender
antenna. It is about noticing how as men we use our
gendered power, the spaces we take, and the spaces we
take over and the spaces we limit for others. It is about
the invisible and un-negotiated burdens of
responsibility we place on women, and it is about our
lives as men as well — the opportunity for us to fall in
love with this precious life by becoming much more
than the narrow ‘real man’. It is our opportunity to get
to really and deeply know our children, their
friendships and what matters to them. It is our
opportunity to feel okay about being vulnerable, to care
and allow ourselves to be cared for and to feel it is the
‘we’ not just the ‘I’ that needs to achieve or conquer,
thereby changing the story of what it means to be a real
man, listening deeply to the experiences of women and
trying to undermine cultures of male entitlement.
This will not end family violence in a decade. It is an
intergenerational struggle, and, as vital as all of that is,
in the meantime we do need to develop, as we have
heard today, much stronger webs of accountability for
perpetrators. Child protection workers, health sector
practitioners, police, courts, corrections, specialist
women’s family violence services, men’s behaviour
change programs — we all need to work much more
closely together to engage perpetrators and to assess
and manage risk in an ongoing way. This is about
information sharing. It is about joined-up data systems.
It is about clearly defined and articulated and agreed
upon roles and responsibilities at the local, regional and
statewide whole-of-government levels. It is about
working together to keep the perpetrator within view. It
is about respectful and persistent engagement with
these men and finding the right balance and interplay
between justice system and community sector
responses.
Today is a landmark event, just as yesterday was. It is a
watershed for all of us as individuals, for the Parliament
and for all of our collective efforts to prevent and
respond to family violence. Let us use this as an
opportunity to deepen our understanding of what it
means to be allies in this struggle for freedom. Thank
you.
Honourable members applauded.
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The SPEAKER — On behalf of the President of the
Legislative Council, the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, I take this opportunity to thank Rosie,
Kristy, Joumanah, Muriel, Chief Commissioner
Ashton, Annette and Rodney for coming in today to
speak to us about their journey and their tireless efforts
in bringing about change regarding family violence. I
encourage members to reflect on these contributions
and join Rosie and the community in fighting family
violence. Thank you.
Honourable members applauded.
Sitting suspended 12.37 p.m. until 1.38 p.m.
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I move:
That this house takes note of the addresses regarding the
prevention of family violence, led by Ms Rosie Batty, on
26 November 2015.

In moving this motion today, I want to take the
opportunity of thanking all members for allowing
today’s parliamentary business to be suspended to
allow us to have this very important event. With respect
to those who spoke, I want to put on the record my
thanks for their participation. To Rosie in particular I
say that none of us will forget when she first spoke to
the nation. Her determination in fact shamed us, and her
love for her son shone a very bright light in some very
dark corners of our society. She has indeed woken a
nation, and now she is changing outcomes.
To Kristy, Joumanah and Muriel, I say thank you for
sharing your perspectives on family violence from your
own experiences and on behalf of your communities.
Every day I learn something new about family
violence, and today was no exception. We appreciate
the candour with which the participants spoke today. To
Commissioner Ashton, Annette and Rodney, your
services are at the front line of the family violence
crisis. Your workers are the first responders: the ones
who take phone calls from people who are in fear of
their lives, calls from people who are looking for quick,
safe solutions to complex problems involving love and
hate, and calls from people trying to change behaviour
and stop the downward spiral of their family life.
Thanks to the preparedness of people like our speakers
today, across Victoria we now understand family
violence, its causes and its prevalence much better.
As members know, for many years family or domestic
violence was a shame that we did not dare speak of,
although families across our state, the country and the
world were suffering at the hands of violent crimes
within their homes. We knew family violence went on
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behind closed doors across our state. We could see it.
We could hear its consequences and see it on our
neighbours’ faces. Although it made us uncomfortable,
we were conditioned not to get involved. We were
conditioned to ignore the bruising and the belittling of
women in the spaces where they should have been
safest. We were conditioned to regard violence between
a husband and wife as regrettable but a private matter.
Worse still we were conditioned to call into question
her behaviour rather than call into question his. Our
social conditioning meant that as a Parliament, it took
us a long time to make laws protecting people from the
harm and even longer to allocate budgets. Thanks to
people like Rosie and Kristy and to the work of so
many tremendous family violence advocates, we can no
longer look away.
Over the last two nights, like thousands of people
across the country, I tuned into Sarah Ferguson’s ABC
documentary Hitting Home. If you missed it, have a
look at it on ABC iview. The documentary should be
compulsory viewing for anyone seeking to understand
the deep and lasting consequences of family violence
on individuals, families and communities. No matter
how many times I hear stories, such as those shared so
bravely today and on Hitting Home, I am moved by
what I hear. It pained me to see the bruising, the skull
fractures and the need for forensic photographers to
document the scars of women and children. It is 2015,
not 1515. We should not be having an enormous spike
in family violence in Victoria — over 70 000 incidents
in the last 12 months. We should not be counting the
toll of women’s lives lost to violence — 78 at the last
count and rising. Forty per cent of Victoria’s police
work should not be related to family violence. Violence
in the home, however, goes on.
Family violence has indeed been a social problem for a
very, very long time, but for a significant part of our
history, women and children could not look for comfort
from our lawmakers or our judges — far from it.
According to Blackstone’s codification of the common
law a husband had the right to physically chastise an
errant wife, providing that the diameter of the stick was
no bigger than his thumb. Once, a husband could not be
found guilty of rape.
Family violence is not a recent construct or
development in our state’s history. Poor responses to
family violence are not new either. In Dr Clare
Wright’s award-winning book documenting the role of
women during the Victorian gold rush, The Forgotten
Rebels of Eureka, she documents cases of violence that
took place between spouses on the digs. She recounts
the testimony of Mary-Ann Clay, who on 22 March
1856, charged her husband, Elijah, with assault. The
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gold rush and the Eureka Rebellion are iconic parts of
our state’s history, and while those public events were
taking place, there was a whole other story taking place
in the tents.
One hundred and sixty years later there are echoes of
the same problems in intervention order cases heard
before the Melbourne Magistrates Court: the same
desire to control and command shared finances, the
verbal arguments over dinner that become physical
assaults, the denial of the male perpetrator and the
second chances given by female survivors to keep the
peace.
Family violence has always been a part of our society
and a part of our history. Over the years there have been
very many family violence advocates and people who
have worked to support victims of family violence.
They work on the smell of an oily rag and get very little
recognition for the work they do. We do need to
acknowledge those bold, gutsy women of the women’s
movement who broke the silence on domestic violence.
It cannot have been an easy thing to do. In Victoria, just
like around the world, it was women supporting
women, first through the Women’s Liberation
Switchboard, a crisis and information hotline, which
allowed them to talk to each other about the issues that
mattered to them most. As the calls about domestic
violence flooded in, women searched for solutions,
creating the first refuges here in Victoria in the 1970s.
If you will indulge me for a moment, I need to put on
the record my own very personal thanks to these
women of the domestic violence and refuge
movements. I do not imagine there are very many
parliamentarians who can speak with direct experience
about what it means to live in a refuge, but I happen to
be one who can. As a nine-year-old child I spent time in
refuges in Sydney and in Melbourne when my mother
made the decision to leave my father. This experience
is very personal to me, to my brothers and to my mum,
but taking the cue from other brave people today, I
wanted to express my thanks to the women who helped
us be safe.
That same women’s movement that helped my family
has had a number of significant successes, including
funded services and programs, better housing options
for women and children, and awareness campaigns that
have challenged the way we think about violence and
its consequences, but still the problem of family
violence persisted. During the 1990s we pursued law
reform to try to address family violence. After Heather
Osland’s trial attempts were made to try to come to
terms with what it meant to be a battered woman with
little choice but to take justice into her own hands. We
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created intervention orders to empower victims of
family violence to gain protection from the police and
the courts. But the problem of family violence
persisted.
We have come a long way from the ‘rule of thumb’ and
from the tents of Eureka, but the problem of family
violence persists. Despite thousands of dedicated
workers and volunteers, dozens of important services
and the shared work they do to make things better, the
family violence system is still failing. These failings
have been highlighted in much of what we have heard
today and in submissions to the Royal Commission into
Family Violence, and particularly by family violence
advocates like Rosie and Kristy.
Moved by Rosie’s story, our then opposition leader,
who would become Premier, committed to something
that had never been done before — Australia’s first
Royal Commission into Family Violence. But more
than that, we have a leader prepared to accept the fact
that the system is broken and that he does not have all
the answers. Everyone I speak to in the family violence
sector understands that this is a significant turning point
and an opportunity not to be missed. And because the
task we are undertaking is nothing less than
generational change, the fact that the opposition leader
has dealt with this issue in an entirely bipartisan way
has given tremendous hope that the reforms we make
will be enduring.
Part of the benefit of conducting a royal commission is
the process of lots of people reflecting on what they do
and imagining how they could do it better. This is
certainly what we did in preparing our
whole-of-government submission to the royal
commission. Those of you who have read it will know
that our submission is not a shy document. We
identified 10 gaps in the system, including poor
measurability, lack of prevention programs,
underinvestment in our responses and a lack of
appreciation for different experiences of family
violence — for example, how women from culturally
and linguistically diverse backgrounds, women with
disabilities and women within our Aboriginal
communities experience family violence is different
and means that our responses must be more
sophisticated.
We know that women are particularly vulnerable when
they are pregnant or have recently given birth, and our
strategies for prevention need to better respond to this
high-risk moment in their lives. We also know that for
too long children have been lost from view, even
though the harm that they experience is often lifelong.
We know we need to do more to address elder abuse
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and that LGBTI relationships are not immune from
intimate partner violence. But throughout the
submission, and consistent with all the research, we
continue to highlight the fact that you are most at risk of
family violence, first and foremost, if you are a woman.
Our crime statistics, applications for intervention orders
and the number of intimate partner deaths all testify to
the uncomfortable truth that family violence is a
gendered crime. Knowing this, and if we want to
prevent family violence, it will not be enough to throw
money at short-term crisis services and expect the
underlying problems to go away. We will need to deal
with gender inequality and the attitudes and behaviours
that deliver poor outcomes for women, and we will
need to deal with the culture of violence that is
practiced too often by men.
These are not problems that will be solved overnight or
in one budget cycle. We will need a behavioural and
attitudinal change strategy. Half a century ago we were
riding around in cars without seatbelts, drinking behind
the wheel and smoking wherever it suited us. Thanks to
long-term education, prevention initiatives, law reform
and other innovations that took a holistic view, these
dangerous behaviours are increasingly a thing of the
past. It is worth noting that it took innovative
governance and funding structures to have these
objectives realised. In Victoria we have proven
ourselves capable of this kind of change and it is
certainly not beyond us to do it again.
The Victoria Against Violence campaign is the kind of
measure we need to ensure long-term change. But we
know much, much more is also needed. We know we
need not only to support existing services but also to
overhaul our crisis response. We know we need to do
more to prevent family violence in the first place and
for prevention to happen everywhere. Our prevention
initiatives will need to address the core drivers of
family violence — gender inequality and attitudes
towards women. This is not just about ensuring that our
daughters enjoy the same opportunities as our sons; this
is about keeping our daughters safe from harm.
Moreover, victims’ choices need to drive our
decision-making, not the other way round. We will
need to see the family as a whole and respond in a way
that keeps children within view at all times. Most
importantly we need to put child safety ahead of
parental rights. Viewing the family holistically will also
ensure that breaches of intervention orders will be
regarded as a serious matter worthy of immediate
sanction. We will also need to strengthen our response
to perpetrators in the knowledge that some perpetrators
will never change while concentrating on those who
will.
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We will need innovative justice solutions that work in
partnership with a range of other services that take us
beyond the adversarial system. We will need to give
families an opportunity to end violent behaviour earlier,
because this is what they want — they want the
violence to stop. This means not only relying on police
and courts at the crisis end of our response but using
other universal settings — our schools and medical
services — to engage earlier in promoting healthy
relationships and acting where there is evidence of
harm. That is why from 2016 we have put respectful
relationships into the Victorian curriculum from prep
through to year 10, and I want to acknowledge the
Minister for Education’s leadership in this space. We
need to properly measure all that we do. That is why we
are already working on a world-first family violence
index.
Finally, we need to recognise that everyone has a role
to play. Indeed community leaders, business leaders
and politicians have an even greater responsibility,
knowing what we do and what we need to achieve. As
politicians we have a responsibility to ensure that no
child anywhere in Victoria has a fear of meeting the
same fate as Luke and that no woman fears for her
safety when she is near the person who is meant to love
her.
Thank you again to all our speakers today, to our
service providers and to all Victorians who are uniting
against family violence. To all victim survivors of
family violence, you would understand that the
memory of being a scared, skinny kid in that refuge has
never left me. I promise to use that experience to do all
that I can to realise our vision for a state free from
family violence.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Family violence,
also known as domestic violence, is defined in the
Family Law Act 1975 to mean:
violent, threatening or other behaviour by a person that
coerces or controls a member of the person’s family … or
causes the family member to be fearful.

As Rosie Batty said to us earlier today, it is about the
need for power and control at any cost.
Today we pause from our parliamentary duties to
discuss the effect family violence is having on
Victorians and indeed on all Australians. It is hoped
that this discussion will not end at the conclusion of this
day but instead will continue over the coming months
to create future outcomes and responses to tackle this
issue that so desperately needs our attention.
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As Professor Bamblett also reminded us today, many
people are outraged when violence occurs on the
streets — we see it on the news every night — but we
turn a blind eye when it is behind the privacy of the
doors at home. The instances of family violence that are
occurring in Victoria are increasing at an alarming rate.
Others have outlined those statistics, but they are
certainly worth restating: 68 134 incidents of family
violence were reported in 2014. That is 1307 per week,
187 every day and 8 every hour — an 8 per cent
increase from the previous year.
As the Chief Commissioner of Police said earlier, since
Tuesday there have been 420 family violence calls in
Victoria alone — in just two days. These of course are
only the reported instances. So far we have lost
78 women to family violence this year in Australia, and
on average we lose 115 men and women to family
violence each year.
My electorate of Bayswater is not immune to family
violence. In the area of Maroondah there were nearly
900 reported family incidents in the last financial year
compared to just over 550 in 2010–11. In the area of
Knox we have seen a staggering increase in family
violence incidents, from 643 reported incidents in
2010–11 to 1044 reported incidents last financial year.
That is a 10 per cent increase.
There is of course lots of good work being done. We
have some fantastic local men’s groups, which I have
attended to listen to some of the work that other men
are doing to support men who are coming to the
realisation that their actions are no longer acceptable.
We also have wonderful women’s referral centres,
many of which I have visited.
Of those family violence incidents reported in Victoria
last financial year, 17 353 were male victims and
53 307 were female. This undoubtedly demonstrates
the overrepresentation of women in family violence
statistics as the main victims of family violence.
However, we should also acknowledge and discuss all
those who are affected by family violence, including
the LGBTI community, those with disabilities,
Aboriginal Victorians and especially children, who are
all too commonly exposed to family violence and who
are sometimes forgotten in the discussions surrounding
the topic. Last financial year 24 436 children were
present during family violence incidents. Children often
bear the brunt of family violence and are too small and
innocent to protect themselves and the ones they love.
The power imbalance is obvious and outrageously
unfair.
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Our children deserve love and nurturing and are
sometimes subject to horrendous outcomes that are
almost unfathomable to comprehend. In Victoria 5 per
cent of reported victims are children aged between 0
and 14 years, and 7.5 per cent are aged between 15 and
19 years. However, as these are only the reported
statistics, we can be assured that in reality the figures
are much higher. There are of course the
headline-grabbing extreme cases. Every week the
media seems to expose yet another horrifying story
describing how innocent children are subjected to
despicable acts of family violence — from being
chained to their beds to being left under boiling hot
showers, or even being held captive and repeatedly
violated, sometimes for years on end.
Sometimes the abuse is far more subtle, but sustained.
It may be physical but it may also be psychological.
The perpetrator has no concern for their victim at the
time so how can we expect them to think about the
long-term, often lifelong effects that they will have on
the child? Kristy McKellar reminded us today that this
is a global human rights violation, and I want to
personally thank her for helping to open my eyes even
further and for her courage. But we need to ask: when
will it all stop?
Whilst at times children are not the direct victims of
family violence, they are still indirectly affected by
being subjected to witnessing horrific and appalling
displays of violence that will remain with them for the
rest of their lives. The emotional trauma these
experiences can have on children is often unreported
and cannot be explained in any statistic. These children
are left feeling scared of a family member they must
live and interact with every day. How much of a
profound effect is that having on our future
generations?
The majority of children who are killed due to family
violence are killed by a parent or a parent’s intimate
partner. The NSW Domestic Violence Death Review
Team reported that between 2000 and 2012, 60 children
were killed by a relative in a family violence context.
Of those 60, 58 were killed by a parent, 36 were killed
by a man acting alone, 18 by a female parent acting
alone and 4 were killed by both parents. While these
statistics are very confronting, they are also the reality
of the society we live in. These horrors must stop; these
lives must be protected. How many children’s lives
could we save going forward if we all worked together
to put a stop to family violence?
Another horrific example of the current family violence
situation in Victoria is demonstrated by Victorian
Aboriginal family violence. I want to thank

Thursday, 26 November 2015

Professor Muriel Bamblett, the CEO of the Victorian
Aboriginal Child Care Agency, for coming into the
chamber today. I appreciate her words on this important
topic. As shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, I am
very keen to understand how we can further assist
Aboriginal Victorians in this area and how we can stop
them from experiencing family violence.
As we have heard, Aboriginal communities experience
a staggering over-representation in the family violence
data. Nationally Aboriginal people are between two and
five times more likely to experience family violence,
either as a victim or an offender, and Aboriginal
women nationally are 34 times more likely to be
hospitalised from family violence and 11 times more
likely to be killed in a violent assault when compared
with other Australian women. In Victoria, police
reports of family violence against Aboriginal people
have tripled in recent years. Police data from 2013–14
demonstrates that Aboriginal people represent 3.4 per
cent of family violence victims and 3.8 per cent of all
perpetrators. This is very concerning to me, given
Aboriginal people make up 0.9 per cent of the Victorian
population.
Family violence is also the leading cause of child
protection intervention in Aboriginal communities. The
work of the commissioner for Aboriginal children and
young people recently revealed that men’s violence
against women is a driving force in up to 95 per cent of
Aboriginal children being removed from their families.
The number of Indigenous children in care rose by
42 per cent in just the year from 30 June 2013. In
addition Aboriginal women living in rural and remote
areas are 45 times more likely to experience domestic
violence compared to their non-Indigenous peers.
Yesterday we commemorated White Ribbon Day,
which is Australia’s only national male-led campaign to
end men’s violence against women. I acknowledge the
Aboriginal Family Violence Prevention Legal Service’s
ochre ribbon campaign, which takes a stand against
Aboriginal family violence and which was launched in
May this year.
A number of national and international studies have
suggested that intimate partner sexual violence occurs
at a similar rate in GLBTIQ relationships in comparison
to heterosexual relationships. Roughly one in three
couples experience family violence. Nearly 26 per cent
of respondents reported experiencing sexual abuse
within a same-sex relationship in a Victorian-based
study. Lesbian women are more likely to report having
been in an abusive relationship compared to other
women and men, although from the study the reason
for this is unclear. Almost 33 per cent of participants in
the Private Lives study reported experiencing intimate
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partner violence. In all these instances family violence
is unacceptable and, quite frankly, something we should
all condemn. It should never be tolerated, and we must
all stand up and denounce those perpetrators who seek
to victimise their loved ones.
All our future work should focus on the need to prevent
family violence, protect those who are currently
experiencing it and hold those perpetrating it
accountable for their actions. We are all eagerly
awaiting the outcomes of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence in February next year and the
recommendations it makes. As is so often said, we need
to know what has happened in the past to learn what is
necessary for the future. We know the statistics of
20 years ago, 10 years ago and even a year ago. We
know that some of the increases in the statistics are due
to a greater inclination for family, friends and
co-workers to become involved with reporting, and for
that I am grateful. Thank goodness that for most the
days are passing us by when people did not want to get
involved, when they believed the issue was a private
one and only the business of the couple involved.
I respectfully acknowledge the current attitude of
Victoria Police members, who are confronted by these
situations every day and who treat victims with
compassion and take them seriously, which is a major
step forward from the past. They are often the first step
in a long journey of upheaval and, hopefully, a
permanent solution.
Government has also played a major role in changing
policies and attitudes, both in Victoria and more
recently across Australia. I was proud to serve as the
Minister for Women’s Affairs in the last government.
During that time we focused on empowerment and
independence. We provided pathways and
opportunities in education and business and strategies
for the advancement of all women. I am incredibly
proud of our achievements and know that lives were
changed as a result of the programs we put in place.
The Victorian coalition government committed a record
investment of more than $200 million to family
violence. This included providing wideranging
measures to address prevention, safety and
accountability — all the things I have been talking
about. We established a coordinated approach across
multiple portfolios, and in a Victorian first established a
ministerial council for family violence, led by the
Premier and supported by all key ministers, to drive our
commitment to end family violence.
Victoria’s Action Plan to Address Violence against
Women and Children was released in 2012 and
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identified that the response to family violence needed to
address four key areas: prevention, safety,
accountability and driving change; developing
statewide behaviour change campaigns. We released
Ending Violence against Women and Children —
Further Initiatives for Victoria’s Action Plan to
Address Violence against Women and Children —
Everyone has a Responsibility to Act 2012–2015, which
was built on and extended the work of the 2012
strategy. We worked strategically in partnership with
the police, the courts and the community sector, which
was recognised as vital in tackling family violence.
We recognised the need to work with the
commonwealth and initiated and subsequently
partnered with it to establish a dedicated foundation, the
Foundation to Prevent Violence against Women and
their Children, which has now been renamed Our
Watch. Programs from Our Watch include The Line, a
primary prevention youth social marketing campaign
focused on changing attitudes and behaviours that
condone, justify and excuse violence against women,
and the national framework for prevention of violence
against women and their children. No country in the
world has a national, evidence-based road map to
prevent violence against women and their children in a
coordinated way. Our Watch is partnering with
VicHealth and Australia’s National Research
Organisation for Women’s Safety, or ANROWS, to
create one.
National media engagement projects were a key. We
were engaging the media to increase quality reporting
and build awareness of the impacts of gender
stereotyping and inequality, and of course we heard
Rodney, one of our speakers this morning, on that.
There is also the pathway of respectful relationships
education in schools, working with secondary schools
to help young people build healthy relationship skills.
Then there were the law reform initiatives. We were
reminded this morning while listening to Kristy of just
how much this is needed. We heard about the
inadequate sentencing of her perpetrator and the
inadequate response of the court system. The Victorian
coalition government introduced a wide range of
stronger and more effective sentences to better protect
the community and ensure that jail means jail, including
introducing sentences of up to five years jail for serious
or repeated breaches of family violence orders. In
Kristy’s case I believe she said that her perpetrator had
breached his orders more than six times.
We also made other key reforms to strengthen criminal
law and safeguards, including extending the power of
police to issue family violence safety notices so they
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can issue notices 24 hours a day, 7 days a week;
extending the duration of police family violence safety
notices from 72 hours, or the next working day, to five
working days; and giving family violence victims the
right to make their story public when a perpetrator is
charged with or convicted of breaching a family
violence order.
In addition to the reforms introduced between 2010 and
2014, a wide range of further reforms were announced
and underway at the time of the 2014 election, or were
announced during the election campaign as
commitments to be implemented by a re-elected
coalition government. These included initiatives like
trialling a GPS monitoring system for high-risk family
violence perpetrators that allows victims to be warned
when a perpetrator comes near. That initiative was
announced and funding was given for that. We were
piloting data sharing between police, corrections and
courts using advanced software technology to allow
identification of high-risk family violence perpetrators.
We also had four-year statutory minimum jail terms for
those who attack and cause serious injury to their
victims in breach of a family violence order. That is
something that I hope will receive bipartisan support
after our hearing the stories this morning.
At a federal level, the coalition government is taking
decisive action on the prevention of family violence. In
September Prime Minister Malcolm Turnbull
introduced the Women’s Safety Package to Stop the
Violence, a $100 million package of measures to
provide a safety net for women and children at high risk
of experiencing violence. This package is set to
improve frontline support and services, leveraging
innovative technologies to keep women safe and
provide education resources to help change community
attitudes to violence and abuse. The package also
includes $21 million for specific measures to help
Indigenous women and communities. The package is in
addition to the Australian government’s $100 million
investment in the second action plan of the national
plan and a $30 million national campaign to reduce
violence against women and their children, jointly
funded with the states and territories. It is fantastic to
see that sort of collaboration.
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minds of the majority of Victorians, certainly the ones I
have spoken to locally, seeing two people intentionally
going out not just to hurt each other but to deliberately
try to render their opponent unconscious is nothing
short of barbarism. If you look up that word in the
dictionary, you will find a very clear definition. It refers
to extreme cruelty or brutality and an absence of culture
and civilisation. The fans may have turned out, but fans
turn out to watch things like cockfighting and
dogfighting too, both of which, happily, are illegal in
Australia and both of which, as compassionate human
beings, most if not all members of this Parliament
would find abhorrent.
Why is it that some people believe it is okay to do the
same thing to another human? Even worse, why is it
that some people believe it is okay for children to view
this violence? It is interesting that watching cage
fighting on TV, DVD and video games is restricted to
an M or MA 15+ rating, defined as being unsuitable for
persons under 15, and they are mediums that we can
switch off or walk away from very quickly. That is not
so when the action is in your face, live and the crowd is
being worked into a frenzy.
Not long ago an advertisement campaign ran on our
TVs. Members may recall that it showed a boy getting
a beer from the family fridge and then giving it to his
father. That happened again and again. Then the ad
flashed forward to a time when the boy had grown up
and was repeating exactly the same behaviour in his
household with his son. The ad reminds us that we are
creatures of habit and we learn by observation. Our
parents showed us how to hold a pencil or a fork, they
showed us how to display good manners in public, and
they guided us towards becoming honest, law-abiding,
hardworking citizens, and in turn that is our role with
our children too, and to help guide and nurture.

There are a couple of areas where I would personally
like to see improvements. One is an increase in sworn
frontline police men and women. They are a vital piece
in this complex jigsaw puzzle, and I know that locally,
as I said before, they are under-resourced.

Our messaging must be clear and definite on so many
issues, and the acceptance of violence under the guise
of being called sport is sending mixed messages to the
community. I look forward to the day in the
not-too-distant future when our children shake their
heads in disbelief that blood sports such as
cockfighting, dogfighting or cage fighting were ever
deemed acceptable. There is a lot more work to be done
in this space. As I stated earlier, it is imperative that this
discussion continues after today and that it leads to new
programs and initiatives to help stamp out family
violence in Victoria, so that every man, woman and
child can live without fear.

The second is that I would dearly like the state
government to reconsider its stance on violent sport. I
say ‘sport’ with advisement. In my mind, and in the

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I am
proud to rise to contribute to debate on the motion of
the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence. I do
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so with conflicting emotions, being desperately
disheartened and also hopeful. I was disheartened to
hear so starkly from our speakers earlier today about
the reality of our society — the epidemic, as the Chief
Commissioner of Police called it — and disheartened to
comprehend the horrifying statistics. My own
community in the Yarra Ranges has the second highest
rate of reported family violence in the eastern
metropolitan region. Last year in the area 1372 family
violence incidents were reported to police. Children
were present in 35 per cent of cases, 27 per cent of the
incidents involved both parents and children, and
children were the direct victims in 12 per cent of cases.
It was disheartening to hear the harrowing accounts of
both Rosie and Kristy. I cannot put into words the
courage of both Rosie and Kristy in particular. This will
be a day none of us will forget. Kristy’s address
particularly struck me to the core. When she finished I
could not help but think of my own kids; I have two
girls and a boy. In the blink of an eye Sophie has gone
from being a baby to being eight years old, and in
another blink of an eye — —
Ms McLeish — She will be 16.
Mr MERLINO — Indeed! Sophie and Emma will
be young women; and they will be, hopefully, as Kristy
described herself before her ordeal, young, confident,
strong and successful. I cannot accept a world in which
my daughters have a one-in-three chance of
experiencing some form of violence in their lives. This
is insanity. We all cannot accept that among our
daughters, granddaughters, sisters and female friends,
one-in-three Australian women has experienced some
form of violence since the age of 15. But I am also
hopeful because we all have a real sense that change is
afoot, that it is happening across our nation and that it is
no longer a silent issue. I am hopeful and confident that
we will all remember this day when we are back in this
chamber deliberating on the findings and
recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. I am hopeful because action is being
taken now and we can all be part of that change.
I want to spend a few minutes talking about the change
that can happen in our youngest people, in our schools.
A good education is more than achieving academically.
A good education gives students the lessons and
knowledge that they need to understand the world
around them, to help them grow and be the best in both
their working and personal lives. A good education
teaches students how to be resilient, how to respect
others, and how to build healthy and respectful
relationships.
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There is strong evidence that respectful relationships
education plays an important role in equipping students
with the knowledge and the skills to form and to build
healthy relationships from a young age. As Ken Lay
said yesterday, the research indicates that the abuse of
women is supported at an early age. It confirms that
adults are harmfully shaping children’s destinies
because of unchallenged and unfair assumptions about
gender. He went on to say that the state’s power is
mostly executed at the very end, when the ideas and
values adopted as children have grown destructively.
We collectively need to change that. We need to make
sure that we are aiming resources at prevention and
education, alongside the desperately needed
improvements to support victims now.
The commonwealth report on reducing violence against
women and their children confirmed for us again that
beyond family members, teachers have the highest level
of influence on young people between the ages of 10
and 14. That is why we are introducing respectful
relationships education in the school curriculum from
next year. This will support students to learn how to
build healthy relationships, to understand global
cultures, ethics and traditions and to help prevent family
violence.
Respectful relationships education will be included in
the curriculum from prep to year 12 from the start of
2016. It will focus on challenging negative attitudes,
such as prejudice, discrimination and harassment, that
can lead to violence, often against women. We are also
helping with the new Victorian curriculum, including
respectful relationship and providing support for
principals and teachers in terms of their own
professional development.
Over and above the curriculum material, planning is
also underway to expand our existing resources to
ensure that age-appropriate respectful relationships
education materials are available online for all our kids
in all Victorian schools. The new respectful relationship
components of the new Victorian curriculum will help
students build healthy relationships and challenge
negative attitudes that can lead to unacceptable
behaviour and family violence.
This is the long game, but I absolutely believe that it
will lead to profound change in our society. If we start
teaching our kids about respectful relationships in a
focused way, from their very first day of school right
through to senior secondary, we will see that benefit in
our society in 5 years time, 10 years time, 15 years and
20 years.
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I will finish with some of the responses we received
when we made the announcement of the rollout of
respectful relationships across our schools. These are
from individuals in our society in Victoria, many of
whom have been the unfortunate victims of family
violence. Tegan wrote to me and said:
I wish I had a program like the one suggested when I was in
high school. The first serious relationship I was in ended in an
emotionally violent and manipulative way. I didn’t know at
the time that this was not normal. I wish I did. I wish my
abusive partner did … We can’t go on as we have — family
violence must be stopped before it starts. Please don’t let this
happen to other people like me. Let’s educate our young
people on respectful relationships.

Danielle said:
I caught my nephew telling his grandfather not to help to do
the dishes because this should be his grandmother’s job. He is
eight. This is the gender inequality that he grew up with, that
women are not entitled to help and support, and just like the
violence and abuse he grew up with, he is starting to believe
that this is normal. I don’t want to see others go through what
my family has endured and continues to endure.

And Honnie wrote:
With three young daughters of my own I am grateful they
will be educated on what constitutes a respectful relationship,
and how to recognise and act on what is unacceptable.

These messages show that we are on the way to doing
the right things. They represent the human side of the
decisions that we make, right here, to try to make a
positive difference in people’s lives.
Can I, in closing, acknowledge and thank the leadership
of the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence
and everyone who has been a part of today. This has
been the most special day in my 13 years as a member
of this place, and as I said, when we receive the
recommendations of the royal commission and debate it
in this chamber I will remember the story of Kristy and
fight for a better world for my girls and every young
girl and young woman in this state.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — As the Leader of
The Nationals I rise to make a contribution on the
take-note motion. As everyone would well know in this
place, family violence has no geographical boundaries
and family violence crosses all parts of society and
crosses all income levels in society.
I would like to personally thank Rosie Batty for her
contribution today, but more importantly thank her for
her commitment to make a difference, particularly to
ensure that her son Luke’s tragic death was not in vain.
I do not think any of us could even understand the
courage that it takes to do what Rosie is doing at the
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moment. I would also like to thank the other speakers,
who had a very powerful message for us. I believe they
certainly added value to the day, and like the Betrayal
of Trust debate in the last Parliament, I think days like
today are when Parliament is at its best. It is the way
people expect us to go about our role representing them
here in this state.
I would also like to particularly thank the minister for
accepting the suggestions to include those other
speakers, and I acknowledge the initiative of the
member for Bayswater and Georgie Crozier, a member
for Southern Metropolitan Region in the other place, in
putting forward the suggestions to expand the speaker
list beyond Rosie Batty. I think Rosie made an
outstanding contribution, but I think the other speakers
added value to the day. As I have said, it was an
extremely powerful message that came through to me.
The thing that I could not help thinking about while
sitting there was what a blessed childhood I had with
my family — with my grandparents and my extended
family. None of these sorts of things appeared at all in
our family. We were so lucky compared to other
families, and I give thanks to my parents and my
grandparents for the upbringing I had compared to what
other people have obviously gone through.
A lot of people say family violence is not a gendered
issue. The message that was reinforced today is that
family violence is a gendered issue. It is about men
wanting power over women and particularly their lack
of respect for women. Anyone who says this is not a
gendered issue is wrong; it is very much so. As it was
pointed out today, family violence can be physical,
psychological, sexual or financial abuse. All those
things were mentioned today, and they all have
far-reaching impacts on families. The fact sheet on the
ourwatch.org.au website, almost half of the women
who experience violence by an ex-partner say that
children had seen or heard that violence. That is just
tragic for those children, let alone the partner who has
been the victim.
A woman dies at the hands of a current or former
partner almost every week in Australia, and some
research suggests the rate is actually much higher. One
woman in three has experienced physical violence since
the age of 15; one woman in five has experienced
sexual violence; and one woman in four has
experienced emotional abuse by a current or former
partner. Women in Australia are three times more likely
than men to experience violence at the hands of a
partner. There is growing evidence that women with
disabilities are more likely to experience violence. For
example, 90 per cent of women with an intellectual
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disability have been subjected to sexual abuse.
Indigenous women experience disproportionately high
levels of family violence, and intimate partner violence
is the leading contributor to ill health and premature
death in women under 45, more than any other known
risk, including high blood pressure, obesity and
smoking. Those sorts of statistics are a real damnation
of society and something that we all need to make a
contribution to stamping out.
One of the things I find interesting when constituents
who have been confronted with these types of issues
come to see me, and something I believe we need to
find a solution to, is that it is usually the victim who has
to leave the family home. It is usually the victim in the
family who has to leave the school they are going to,
and it is the victim who has to leave their wider family
and friendship networks to get away from the
perpetrator. Somehow we need to find a way to address
this issue so that the victim is not further victimised by
having to leave the family home and network while the
perpetrator stays.
The Premier mentioned that we are coming up to
Christmas, which is a high-stress time for a lot of
families for various reasons, so it is something to be
very aware of at this time of the year. I think whatever
difference we make will happen across successive
parliaments. It is something that cannot be owned by
one Parliament; it has to be owned by successive
parliaments and governments. We know the current
government’s royal commission will be reporting in the
New Year, and one of the challenges with any royal
commission is making sure that there is a commitment
to implement its recommendations over successive
governments, because issues like this will not be solved
in one place. I put on the record the work that Mary
Wooldridge, now a member for Eastern Metropolitan
Region in the other place, did as the responsible
minister in the previous Parliament to increase funding
and programs in this area. She did an outstanding job as
minister at that time, as the current minister is doing
and as we would expect ministers and parliaments to do
in the future.
One of the things that was not mentioned today but that
I think should be mentioned is the issue of men, in
particular, speaking up and standing up. In my view,
those who are aware of a family violence issue and do
not speak up and report it are as guilty as the
perpetrator. If someone is aware of an issue in their
extended family, their neighbourhood or their network
of friends, they have a responsibility to report it to the
appropriate authorities to make sure that something is
done. Silence is no longer acceptable. It is no longer
acceptable to sweep the problem under the carpet and
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think someone else will do something about it or that,
‘It’s their business; it’s not my business’. There are
appropriate channels now; there are more than enough
places for people to report those situations so something
can be done about them and the victims are no longer
victims. It is very important for men to speak up.
Staying silent makes them as guilty as the perpetrator.
The other thing that has been touched on by some
speakers and has been mentioned in this place in the
past is the role of the courts and the judiciary in these
issues. I hope that out of the royal commission and as
part of the way forward there will be changes in the role
of the courts so that the victim has more rights and is
not considered, almost, to be guilty until proven
innocent. I believe there needs to be a change of attitude
by the courts, particularly around sentencing, as in other
cases where sentences better reflect community
standards.
Perpetrators need to be significantly punished so that
we send a message not only to them but to the wider
community that these sorts of actions are no longer
acceptable. There should be a clear message to the
courts to change their sentencing standards and the way
victims are treated during the court process. We heard
today about what it is like to go through an appeal
process to a higher court. The trauma created for the
victim is just unfair, and there needs to be a better way.
Lastly I want to touch on some of the things happening
today that are normalising violence in society. As we
have all been saying, family violence is absolutely
unacceptable, but I have a real concern about the
standard of video games being watched by children in
particular. The issue of cage fighting was also touched
on. These are just an extension of, in some ways, the
normalisation of violence in society. If children watch
and play video games in which victims are not
physically hurt but just bounce back again because the
video game restarts, they get a false impression of the
ramifications of violence. We need to be mindful of the
laws we make in this place to make sure that we do not
normalise violence in society.
In finishing I want to say that family violence is
absolutely and totally unacceptable. Silence from
people who know it is occurring is also unacceptable.
My personal view and that of The Nationals is that we
look forward to doing whatever we can in this place to
make a contribution to stamping out family violence in
this state.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I am
absolutely honoured and privileged to stand in the
house and make a contribution on the motion. Like the
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Deputy Premier, I think today is a spectacularly
important day. There is much activity that occurs in this
chamber, and on many a day I sit in my seat feeling I
am stuck at the crossroads of political existentialism
while we see some great debates take place, while we
endure a lot of drudgery and while we see a lot of faux
conflict and ego-fuelled assertiveness and aggression.
But on days like today we are reminded of the power
and possibility of using Parliament to anchor incredibly
important issues within the domain of public debate and
within the hearts and minds of those who make the
laws, set the public policy and make decisions.
I acknowledge the Parliament as well as both the
government and the opposition for their cooperation in
bringing today together. I pay tribute in particular to the
Minister for Women, who is also the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, for her leadership in
bringing today’s activities on. But the real stars of today
have been the speakers that the Parliament was
honoured to hear this morning, and I also wish to pay
tribute to them. It was a privilege to be in their presence
and to be the beneficiary of their contributions, their
experiences, their wisdom and their urgings — and it is
my great hope that we will take those seriously and use
them to anchor meaningful and real change as we go
forward.
Today is obviously not the first day that the scourge of
family violence has come to the attention of the
Victorian public or this Parliament. I acknowledge that
for decades and decades women — in particular
women’s health organisations, those who have run
women’s refuges and legal activists — have been
campaigning on this very issue. In the short period of
time that I have been a parliamentarian I have had the
privilege of working with many of those groups, and
just today I was reflecting upon how it was only four
short years ago that when I would discuss the issue of
family violence with those groups, they would express
a degree of frustration that some law and order issues
made it to the front page of the newspaper but the issue
of one to two women being murdered per week was not
considered a mainstream law and order, community
safety, or public health crisis. I think we are slowly
making progress on that front, but I hope we
acknowledge those who have campaigned for decades
on this issue. I am also delighted that this is starting to
move from being an advocate’s issue into a very
mainstream policy issue, and today is an important day
in marking that.
I have had a great deal of exposure to the issue of
family violence, both in my peer group and among
friends, and I think there is probably not a person in this
house who has not either been a victim or does not
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know a victim of family violence. I am always
conscious when we debate these issues that we tend to
separate ourselves from them. It reminds me of that fish
in a fishbowl who swims around and says, ‘What is this
water everyone is talking about?’. This issue is endemic
in our society and one that many and probably all of us
have either experienced or been exposed to.
I was also very exposed to the issue of family violence
when I worked as a lawyer, having acted for many
victims in that time. I am very au fait with the great
challenges in the justice system and the incredible price
that victims pay if the justice system is relied upon for
their protection. Therefore, I am very pleased to see not
just the work being done by the Royal Commission into
Family Violence but also how gradually we are
accepting that this is not just a civil matter, that
violence against women is an act against all of us. In
terms of the criminal law, when someone is assaulted
on a street it is not a civil matter; it is a criminal matter
because that act of violence is an offence against all in
our community. An assault behind a closed door is not
a civil matter; it is an assault against all of us, therefore
we all have a very strong interest, if not a moral
obligation, to ensure that those issues are responded to.
We have seen, in the evolution of public policy, how
the issue of children’s rights has moved from one that
was seen as a private matter into the domain of being a
legitimate matter of public policy. It is the obligation of
all of us to address those issues, and I am delighted to
see that violence against women, particularly within the
strain of family violence, is making its way as well. It is
not before time, and it has come at the extraordinary
expense of too many women’s lives and sense of safety,
and the brutality and the traumatism that so many
children have been exposed to is a stain on the history
of our state that we had an obligation to extinguish.
Having made those reasonably assertive comments
about it being way past time to start addressing those
issues, I want to share some reflections on my exposure
or insights since becoming Minister for Health in
respect of family violence. Paramedics are often
involved and exposed to the issue of family violence,
and will always anecdotally talk about the horror of
going into houses and having to witness women who
have ‘walked into a door’ in terms of their response.
Within the health system there is not an emergency
department doctor or nurse who will not tell you about
the return clients who are constantly being brutalised at
home. So the health system is often there to assist them,
but we have a lack of integration between the health
system and the criminal justice system.
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If you go down to the Royal Women’s Hospital, where
beautiful babies are born, you will find that 28 per cent
of women who are pregnant have been the victims of
family violence whilst they are pregnant. So pregnancy
is another attribute that increases the risk of being
exposed to family violence. I spend a lot of time in
dental clinics, and in every one I enter, the issue of
family violence is raised because women who have had
their teeth smashed out require access to care. Dentists
are another terrific point from which people can be
referred on to other services, but for too long all of
these services have not connected, and I am hopeful
that some of the recommendations of the royal
commission will help us start to address those issues.
However, we cannot even start to address these issues
until we start to acknowledge the intractability of
addressing the issue of gender inequality, and I am
delighted to see, again from a very mainstream
perspective, people talking about the issue of gender
inequality. It is like saying that we cannot cure lung
cancer unless we stop people smoking. We can deal
with the health impacts of those things but unless we
get to the root cause, we will never get a breakthrough
around primary prevention. So we have a big hill to
climb when it comes to gender inequality, and I have
heard many terrific contributions to that end, but we
must do much more than put on a white ribbon and an
orange scarf once a year. We absolutely have to remain
committed to this cause, and it is the obligation of this
generation to circuit-break the intractability of gender
inequality and the failure in respect of women and
children who have been victims of family violence.
We need to not just feel moved and compelled by the
incredibly incisive contributions that have been heard in
the Parliament today; we need to be changed and
motivated by them. They did us a great service, and
many people have spoken about their children too, and
as the mother of two glorious daughters, the thought
that they will move into a generation where there has
been no change on this issue is one that is too
unbearable to contemplate. The incredible contribution
by Rosie Batty today, when she shared her observations
and her ambitions for change in the context of the
unbearable pain of losing a child is something we
should not ignore. It is something that we need to feel
not just moved or emotional about; it is something that
we need to be motivated by and committed to. This has
been a very important day, I hope, in the history of
lawmaking in this place. May women be safer and may
gender inequality be eradicated.
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — Of course it is a
privilege and an honour to contribute on behalf of the
Victorian Greens to this important discussion on family
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violence today. All of us today stand in Parliament,
which is a place where laws are made and where laws
are changed. But changing the law is one thing; it is
another thing entirely to change the culture.
As legislators we change laws, and we hope to
influence our culture by doing so. But real and
sustained cultural change often requires an incredible
confluence of factors. It depends on many, many hours
of difficult behind the scenes work by dedicated and
coordinated activists, often a minority of activists, over
years or even over decades. Then sometimes you get a
tipping point, a single event that galvanises everyone’s
attention, and on a very few occasions an extraordinary
leader emerges at a crucial moment.
Today in the Victorian Parliament we have been
privileged to hear from one of those extraordinary
leaders. For years Rosie Batty endured circumstances
that are all too common for far too many women
around Australia and the world and that have remained
hidden from view for far too long. The family violence
that Rosie Batty endured ended in the most
unimaginable way in April 2013. Her words in the
aftermath of her son Luke’s death broke the silence that
had blanketed the issue of family violence for too many
people. ‘Family violence happens to everybody’, Rosie
Batty told us. ‘No matter how nice your house is, how
intelligent you are. It can happen to anyone, and
everyone’. Today Rosie and the other speakers have
challenged us not just to change laws but to actually
attempt to change culture.
I want to thank the other speakers we heard from today,
who have given us valuable insights and moving stories
and have worked hard on this issue for years, if not
decades. I know, as many other speakers have said,
probably everyone in this place has a personal
experience of violence or knows someone who has
experienced family violence. I myself have been
incredibly lucky to grow up in a loving family without
the threat or experience of violence, and many of my
friends grew up in similar circumstances. Family
violence seemed like something that just happened to
other people, that did not happen to people like us. But,
as we know, it can happen to anyone.
A couple of years ago one of my very best friends left a
five-year-long abusive relationship. She is, like so
many other survivors, intelligent, educated, strong,
confident, with a professional job and a loving family,
and she had a stable upbringing. But still it happened to
her. The emotional and financial abuse was devastating.
It took years for her to escape it. Her partner, like I am
sure many others, tried all the tricks in the book. He
isolated her from her friends and family, including
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moving her to a small town far away from us. He
eroded her confidence. He made her feel worthless, like
she did not deserve any better. He made them
financially dependent on each other, so that it was even
more difficult for her to leave the situation. He made
her worried that he would harm himself if she ever left.
He even used their dog as a way to keep control over
her when she finally did manage to leave.
Seeing her go through it, trying to help but not knowing
how to help, was pretty harrowing for myself and for
my friends. While she is now clear of the relationship,
the scars stay with her in so many ways. But of course
she is just one story of so many stories. Throughout my
last year as a member of Parliament I have met many
women — and, yes, predominantly it is women — who
have experienced similar violence firsthand. I want to
thank them for sharing their stories with me,
particularly the women I have met through McAuley
House in my electorate.
I have been also very fortunate, as many others in this
place have been, to meet people campaigning for an
end to family and gendered violence, some of them for
decades. Thank you for your courage, your resilience
over years when you did not get the support or attention
that you deserved. These campaigners, these service
providers and people escaping family violence have
carried the burden of dealing with the violence for far
too long. As they have found, far too often it is those
experiencing the violence who are the ones forced to
take action. They are the ones who have to change their
circumstances or move away. They are the ones who
have to suffer financially. They are the ones who have
to leave, even though the simple act of trying to leave is
often when they are at the most risk of being seriously
hurt or worse by their partners.
But now hopefully with this event in Parliament we can
send a signal to these people that it will not just be up to
them to act, that we as legislators and as a broader
society will take responsibility for doing everything we
can to lift the burden, because we recognise that this is
not an isolated problem that just happens to a few
people or a few suburbs or a few groups in society. It is
a society-wide systemic problem, and therefore it has
systemic causes that we must address. As Rosie Batty
has challenged us, we must be committed to cultural
change, to moving away from just a crisis response to
something deeper, sustained, and something that will
fix the root cause.
Given this is a society-wide problem and has systemic
causes, the solutions will be just as complex as the
problem. There are broadly three areas where we need
to act. Firstly, of course we must focus on the needs of
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those experiencing family violence — the need to feel
safe and secure, to have options. We need to expand the
funding for crisis shelters and services to meet actual
demand, which we know at the moment is rising. About
a quarter of calls to Australia’s national domestic
violence hotline still go completely unanswered. It
means making sure Victoria Police and our courts are
properly trained and resourced to deal with this
problem, so that people experiencing family violence
are not belittled or not believed or blamed or kept in
dangerous situations. It means making sure that those
experiencing family violence are not forced to confront
their assailants in court when they need to apply for an
intervention order.
Secondly, we need of course to address the rates of
offending, and to do this we need to look at what
actually works in dealing with perpetrators and
offenders. It means making perpetrators properly
accountable for their behaviour, introducing
behavioural change programs, voluntary and mandatory
referrals and peer counselling. It means providing real
housing alternatives for perpetrators so they do not end
up back in the houses of the people they have abused
because they simply have nowhere else to go, not
allowing them to hide inside the walls of houses and
apartments away from the scrutiny of the law, and
introducing a national domestic intervention order
system that would allow intervention orders to travel
with perpetrators around the country, across state and
territory borders.
It means properly looking at the justice system,
recognising that in some circumstances perpetrators
may never change and prison might be the only option.
Perpetrators must absolutely be held accountable for
their actions, but in some cases prison can be a violent
and authoritarian place that actually increases the
likelihood of someone reoffending. We need to look at
where the justice system is failing not only the victims
and those experiencing family violence but where it is
actually failing in preventing future family violence as
well.
Thirdly — and we have heard a lot about this today,
pleasingly — we need to look at prevention and we
need to look at early intervention. This includes things
like gender and respectfulness education, not just in
schools but across the board — in sporting clubs,
workplaces, even here in Parliament; and we need
well-resourced public education campaigns, and I was
pleased to see one launched today.
It means digging deep and looking at our culture,
especially the way women are perceived and treated,
because we know that not all sexism and disrespect

FAMILY VIOLENCE
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

towards women ends up in violence, but we know that
all violence starts with disrespect towards women and
sexism. Society currently tells our daughters that they
are worth less than our sons through those subtle
signals like paying men more for the same work as
women, paying our sportsmen more than our
sportswomen, appointing more men than women as
CEOs or to boards or to parliaments. These actions
send signals to women that they are worth less than
men. If our society tells women they are worth less than
men, is it any wonder that they feel like they are worth
less than men and that that can result in violence and
the sense of entitlement by men.
We know that in over 95 per cent of cases of intimate
partner terrorism the women are the ones who are being
attacked by their male partners or ex-partners, and it is
unacceptable that two women die in this country every
week at the hands of their partner or their ex-partner.
We are struggling here in Australia and around the
world with the recognition that there are ways of being
a man in our society that involve too much of a sense of
entitlement and that often resort to physical or other
violence as an option. The culture must change.
What really struck me about the seven speeches we
heard this morning is the real focus on the fact that this
violence is so gendered and that changing culture
comes down to every one of us in our everyday lives,
not just here in Parliament. Here in Parliament we as
politicians often think of our role as being about
legislating, but we are so much more than that. Our role
and leadership in society is more than just our vote. We
are seen as leaders in our local communities, in our
workplaces, in our societies and also in our political
parties. Today I heard a real challenge from these
speakers, challenging us not just as parliamentarians but
as individuals, asking us to look at what we are doing
that is part of the problem and what we are doing that is
part of the solution.
I want to ask: are we preselecting in our political parties
an equal number of women and men? Are we
employing an equal number of men and women as our
chiefs of staff? Are we employing an equal number of
women and men as our secretaries and administration
staff? Are we actually speaking up when we see sexism
in community groups or at community events that we
go to? Importantly, are we selecting an equal number of
women and men in leadership positions in our political
parties — as leaders, as deputies, as whips or in key
portfolio positions?
Are we treating each other respectfully in this place? If
we are not, then we are part of the problem, and we are
part of the problem that sends those subtle signals to
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women in society that they are worth less and that they
are capable of less. But we can choose to fix it and send
the opposite message, that women are worth just as
much as men and are capable of just as much, if not
more than men. If we are not willing to do this in our
political parties or in our lives or in our communities,
how can we expect the broader culture to change?
We know that cultural change is hard. We know that
the government cannot choose between a crisis
response or early intervention and prevention. We must
in fact do both. In fact we must do many, many things
at once, acknowledging that violence does not just
come in one form. It can be physical, sexual, emotional,
financial — there are many forms of family violence.
Although it is most often men’s violence against
women, there are women and men in same-sex
relationships who experience violence, men who
experience violence at the hands of their partners,
children who experience violence at the hands of
parents or relatives, parents and grandparents who
experience violence at the hands of their children or
grandchildren. As Rosie told us, family violence can
happen to anyone: rich people and poor people, people
of all religions and people of no religion, people in all
suburbs, all cultures and all professions.
There is no doubt that dealing with this issue is
complex. We cannot do just what sounds good; we
must do what works. The good news is that here in
Victoria we will soon have an extensive evidence base
out of the proceedings and reports of the Royal
Commission into Family Violence. We will be able to
look at what is working and what is not working, and I
hope the government will use this information to
develop comprehensive plans to tackle the issue on all
the fronts where we need it. In the short term I know
there are some frustrations associated with the sense
that beyond reinstating some of the funding for family
violence services that has been cut in recent years, the
Victorian government has tended to respond to
additional calls for reform with a blanket, ‘Wait for the
outcome of the royal commission’.
I know it is a difficult one. On the one hand a good
government wants to do what works, and what works
depends on a good evidence base that the government
may not have yet and it will want to wait for the results
of the royal commission to achieve that evidence base.
On the other hand we know how under-resourced the
sector is and existing services are, let alone the
initiatives aimed at real prevention. Many of these
groups have decades of evidence that shows what
works, so let us resource those.
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We in the Greens absolutely welcome the Andrews
government’s pioneering decision to call a royal
commission and to instate a specialised ministerial
portfolio for the prevention of family violence. It is a
welcome reform. It is also welcome that the
government has committed to respectfulness education
in schools. We also welcome the government’s
decision to lead the nation in ensuring public sector
employees will be entitled to family violence leave
under new enterprise agreements.
We in the Greens would have liked to have seen even
greater support in the government’s first year for
already stretched services that are now experiencing
even greater demand and for some frontline services
like McAuley House in my electorate that have missed
out entirely. Anyone who complains that it would cost
too much to properly resource family violence services
must confront the stark reality that family violence
currently costs the Australian economy $14 billion
every single year. Of course the lives that are lost and
the lives that are destroyed are priceless.
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this morning from people who experienced family
violence, people who work in the family violence sector
and people who enforce our laws, but also submissions
to the Royal Commission into Family Violence have
also highlighted with solid evidence that gender
inequality is the predominant factor driving family
violence.
I was impressed with the submission from VicHealth to
the royal commission. It indicates that very clearly, if I
can quote it without including the references:
Taken together the studies indicate a strong relationship
between the various markers of gender inequality and
VAW —

Violence Against Women. It continues:
For example, at the societal and community levels, the risks
of VAW have been found to be higher when resources such
as education and income are distributed unequally between
men and women … when women’s economic, social and
political rights are poorly protected … and/or when there are
more rigid distinctions between the roles of men and women
and between masculine and feminine identities …

We are pleased that the government has committed to
implementing the royal commission’s
recommendations in full, and the Greens are here to
hold the government to that promise. But of course
there is more to be done, and Rosie Batty and the other
speakers have told us that today. I hope we all heed her
words, especially the government, because nothing can
bring back the people who have lost their lives to
family violence. Nothing can bring back the years that
my friend lost. Nothing can restore the childhoods of
those who have endured family violence as they were
growing up.

That was a theme that was spoken about at some length
by a number of the speakers we had in this chamber this
morning. Of course there are factors that we also need
to consider and I am sure that the royal commission
will consider them. It is important to remember there
are minority groups that are impacted by family
violence in particular ways — the LGBTI community,
people with a disability, older people who might suffer
elder abuse — but it does not take away from that
predominant issue of gender inequality driving this
crisis.

As legislators and as policymakers, and simply as
human beings, we should have acted much sooner. But
we can no longer ignore the imperative to act now. All
the survivors and those who did not survive make it
impossible for us to ignore that imperative. Rosie Batty
makes it impossible to ignore that imperative — Rosie
and the memory of her son, Luke.

I want to also highlight the work of the La Trobe
University Violence Against Women Network. It has
submitted to the royal commission and highlighted the
very high incidence of substantial alcohol and
substance abuse in around 50 per cent of family
violence incidents. Again, this is a contributing factor
but not an underlying cause of or an excuse for family
violence.

Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — Today has been
probably the most special and memorable day of my
entire time in this place. To have had the privilege of
hearing from the range of people we had in this place
this morning has given every member a much clearer
understanding of the impact of family violence and the
challenges that we face as a community in reducing its
incidence. If there was one central message from all the
speakers this morning, who were from a wide variety of
backgrounds and perspectives, it was that gender
inequality is the central driving cause of family
violence. There is not just the evidence we have heard

I want to place on the record my thanks to those
speakers this morning. Rosie Batty, who shows
amazing courage and strength in the work that she has
continued to do since the tragic loss of her son, asked us
this morning to change the community’s perception of
family violence so that we do not ask the question, in
her words, ‘Why doesn’t she just leave?’ but rather the
question, ‘Why doesn’t he stop being violent?’.
I also want to place on the record my thanks to Kristy
McKellar. What a great experience it was to have her
with us this morning talking about her personal
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experience of family violence. It was just incredible,
particularly her poignant remarks around how the
justice system can — I am sure unintentionally —
retraumatise victims. It is something that I am sure we
all took into account and will act on.
I also thank Joumanah El Matrah for her 20 years of
working with victims of family violence,
predominantly migrant and Muslim women and
children. She raised issues around spousal visas and
how they can place women in even more vulnerable
positions when they are living in Australia. She also
made a really interesting point about how we create a
space, in her words, between those of us who do not
experience family violence in the first instance and
those people we think of who do, and the reason that
can be seen to be a mechanism, if you like, to distance
ourselves from the problem.
I thank Muriel Bamblett for her contribution on the
Aboriginal community, particularly Aboriginal
children’s welfare. She cited how Aboriginal women
were 45 times more likely to experience family
violence and that 80 per cent of children in care have
experienced family violence. They are shocking
statistics that cannot be ignored and must be responded
to. She talked about the importance of culturally
relevant services and addressing poverty and challenges
for the Aboriginal community.
Graham Ashton spoke about gender inequality, but also
highlighted the 420 incidents that have been reported to
Victoria Police since Tuesday in relation to family
violence.
Annette Gillespie from Safe Steps pointed out the
impact of family violence and gender inequality and
cited that 50 per cent of people in safe accommodation
because of family violence were children.
Rodney Vlais from No To Violence talked about the
need to reconsider what it means to be a man, a very
important point those of us who are parents of young
boys and how we raise them, how we teach them to
respect women but also how we teach them to view
relevant gender roles. He spoke about the dark places
that obviously are created for men, sometimes
seemingly normal, well-functioning men, to do
unspeakable and evil things and what happens to create
that dark space.
I have spoken before in this place about an incident in
my electorate where two young girls, Savannah and
Indianna, were murdered by their father at Easter time
two years ago. It is a very sad case, and one that will
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drive me on to do all I can to reduce the incidence of
family violence.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — It is my pleasure
today to rise to make some comments about what is one
of the most important issues that we talk about
increasingly often in this Parliament — that is, family
violence against women and children. We have heard
today some stories that I am sure will live with many of
us for a very long time. It has been quite a historic day
today to have people from outside the Parliament who
are either family violence victims or who deal directly
with this issue come and appear before the Parliament,
including Rosie Batty and Kristy McKellar, and to also
have been addressed by the Chief Commissioner of
Police, Graham Ashton, and Joumanah El Matrah, who
I will make some comments about relating to ethnic
issues in multicultural communities and family
violence.
The key thing for me in all of this is about respect. My
phone went off during one of the speeches today, and
ironically enough I had received three love hearts from
my wife, who was about to travel with the kids to go
interstate for a family function. That really just hit
home for me in terms of the importance of having that
connection with one another and really valuing one
another and valuing your family unit. We on all sides of
the house should never take for granted the importance
of the lives we live and how lucky we are because
unfortunately there are many people who are not so
lucky. There are many situations in which families do
not have the good fortunes that we do and instead
experience horrific situations — and this is so for no
group more than children. There are so many instances
where young people are being brought up in
unfortunate circumstances. We know that young people
are like sponges. They absolutely absorb everything
that happens in the household. My child reminded me
of that only a few weeks ago. I had heard him say a
word he should not say. He said to me, ‘But I heard you
say that at one time, Dad’.
Ms Thomson — What was the word?
Mr SOUTHWICK — I will not mention the word.
We have to remember that it is the time when we think
the kids are not looking at us that they are probably
absorbing things the most. My thought on much of the
situation in which we live is that we need to educate
young people, particularly boys, to understand and
respect women and to treat women properly. That is
absolutely crucial. If there is anything we can change
about education and what we are doing, that is what we
should do. That should be our legacy — to make sure
that there is that respect and that women are treated the
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way they deserve to be treated and are not put into the
sorts of situations we have heard of today and that we
hear of all too often.
Family violence can take a whole range of different
forms. We know that it is physical in many instances. It
can be mental and can include that manipulation, that
control and that power struggle — and I will talk about
that later in my contribution, because I think it is really
important — which can include financial control over
the other person and the power tactics used as part of
that. That is absolutely something we need to address.
Rosie Batty talked today about her experiences. I had
the good fortune of hosting Rosie at a family violence
forum in Caulfield along with the former Chief
Commissioner of Police. We had 400-odd people
there — unfortunately not enough men; it was mainly
women — talking about this issue. It was one of the
first forums Rosie had done, so it feels quite special to
know that the message is well advanced relative to
when we first ran that forum. We heard Kristy
McKellar today say that 70 per cent of the community
still say, ‘Why hasn’t the woman left?’, and I think that
really sums it up in terms of people not really
understanding the issues and the complexity of this
particular problem and the pressure many women are
put under.
I turn my attention to the fact that 25 per cent of people
who ring call centres are from non-English-speaking
backgrounds. We have heard today from Joumanah El
Matrah, the chief executive officer of the Australian
Muslim Women’s Centre for Human Rights, which
works for ‘equality without exception’. She talks a lot
about some of the issues many Muslim women have
experienced. I spoke to her after today’s session, and it
is probably the best thing I have got out of today,
because we are going to have a further conversation
about some of the issues Muslim women have, which
are the same issues that many Jewish women have. In
religious marriages, when a situation arises where there
is an intention to divorce, the divorce is not granted by
many of those Muslim men and many of those Jewish
orthodox men. Joumanah tells me she has been working
for 10 years trying to change that situation of power and
control. In religious terms Muslim men can have up to
four women to whom they can be attached, yet they can
still not grant that allowance for that woman to be able
to get on with her life, and I think that is absolutely
appalling.
The same applies in terms of the Jewish community.
We have had a submission to the Royal Commission
into Family Violence, which was from a group called
the Unchain My Heart committee, which was endorsed
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by the National Council of Jewish Women of Australia,
Victorian section, headed by Shirley Glance; the Jewish
Community Council of Victoria; the Executive Council
of Australian Jewry; and the Rabbinical Council of
Victoria, including the rabbinical body. These
organisations have been working with Susie Ivany, Ann
Wollner and Talya Faigenbaum to come up with a set
of regulations and ways in which we can change the
regulatory environment to ensure we can get something
done. We need to address this. We need to ensure that
women of Jewish backgrounds are granted a divorce.
We have had situations where women have not been
given a divorce, or, as it is called in the Jewish religion,
a gett, as a result of a refusal by the man for 37 years.
That means that that woman cannot move on with her
life for up to 37 years. She cannot find another partner
and she cannot be married according to religious law.
That power struggle is held over her head. This is
something we need to change, certainly in my
community. I would be happy to work with the Muslim
community and with other ethnic communities to see
that we get this changed. Today is an important day. It
does not stop here. We have to continue the work and
do what we can to ensure that there is true equality and
respect in this world.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I will try to keep to
5 minutes, not because this issue is not important to
me — it is a very important issue to me — but to allow
the maximum number of people to get to their feet and
speak on it because I know there are a lot of members
who would like to have that opportunity.
We all have heroes in our lives, and my heroes are the
women who have been the victims of family violence,
who are now the survivors of family violence and who
speak out, because they are incredibly brave women.
Today we heard from two of those. I have spent quite a
lot of time with victims of family violence, trying to
assist them as they moved from being a victim to being
a survivor, and I thought I had gotten to the point where
I could no longer be touched emotionally by those
stories — but today I was. I say to Kristy in particular,
your story touched me incredibly emotionally. To see
you being so strong as to stand up and be able to tell
your story as a survivor is a great tribute to you and to
the supports that you have utilised to get you to this
point, and I want to pay special tribute to you.
I pay tribute to Rosie Batty, who has helped make this
the national agenda item it needs to be, because this has
been the disease that has been hidden in households for
generations in the untold stories of women and children
who have been battered not just physically but also
emotionally. You can see the bruises on someone who
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has been battered physically, but the toll on the
emotions of those women and children stays with them
forever. We know that studies have been undertaken
into the effect of violence in the family on children who
might not actually have been hit but who have heard the
arguments, seen the outcome on their mother and have
had to suffer as a consequence. We know it affects their
educational capabilities. We know it affects their ability
to socialise and fit into society. We know a lot of work
has to be committed and dedicated to those children to
give them back those opportunities this violence takes
from them.
We as a Parliament today have had an amazing
opportunity to hear from experts, to hear from those
who have been the victims of family violence and to
take hold of those words and turn them into something
meaningful for the families to come. I hope that we will
all do that with incredible seriousness, and I think we
will.
I pay tribute to the Premier. We can play around with
legislation around family violence — we can do this for
the police, we can add to the numbers, we can decide to
change the laws and tinker with the laws around family
violence, and we can maybe go and work on how
women approach the courts. But if we do that all as one
office in isolation, we will never tackle the issue of
family violence. To have a royal commission that
finally says we need everyone involved who has a
view, who has an opinion or who has a way that
enables us to move forward and tackle this problem in
its complexity and as a whole and then to say we will
take that on board and we will implement the
recommendations of the royal commission takes great
courage, and I commend the Premier for that.
I also pay tribute to the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence and her staff and all of those who
helped make possible today and our 16 days of activism
on family violence, from the clothesline yesterday to
every measure that will be undertaken over the 16 days,
because every day we talk about this, every day that we
keep this on the agenda, is one day closer to finding and
making sure we implement the solutions. I want to
congratulate the minister and her staff. I also want to
congratulate the opposition, and I single out Georgie
Crozier, a member for Southern Metropolitan Region in
the Legislative Council, who I know has been very
supportive of the work that has been done by the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence.
It takes all of us to do this, and let us hope this is the
one issue where we do not play politics but play for
solutions. I commend the work that was done to make
this happen today. I am privileged to have been able to
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sit here and hear from our speakers, and I look forward
to implementing the recommendations of the royal
commission.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is with great pleasure that I
join the debate on this take-note motion today on the
issue of family violence. Today all members of this
house have been challenged. We have been challenged
to take a stand, to challenge cultural norms and, as
community leaders, to lead attitudinal change. We have
been challenged not to look away from what is not just
a state problem and not just a national emergency but a
global emergency. I want to thank those who came here
today to share their stories with us, because they
represent countless others: the survivors, the social
workers and our emergency services. But the
responsibility does not just lie with those people; it lies
with all of us.
Early last year the federal member for McMillan,
Russell Broadbent, raised this issue in federal
Parliament, and his words have stuck with me ever
since. It is a sentiment that was echoed by the Leader of
The Nationals. Russell said:
Violence is a considered act. It is not something that just
springs out of nowhere, because I think the males that I know
do not resort to violence. I have been tempted plenty of times
in my life, but not in regards to women. I have been angry,
but that is not where my guilt lies. My guilt lies with every
other male in Australia who at some point has remained
silent. At some point on that sliding scale that I talked
about — of sexism, racism and other remarks — he has
remained silent instead of pulling the person up and saying:
‘Not on my watch, not in my area, not in my football club and
not in my family. We do not do that. We do not do it. Not in
our community; that is not our way.’.

I am ashamed that judged by that sliding scale I too
have been complicit in remaining silent, for not wanting
to cause a scene or not wanting to cause a fuss.
I believe family violence is a gendered issue. The
statistics are horrific. Globally, one in three women
experience partner violence. One woman is being killed
nearly every week in Australia as a result of family
violence. Children are present in one out of every three
family violence cases reported to police. Women and
girls with disabilities are twice as likely to experience
violence as those without.
I would like to take this opportunity that today presents
to mention a very dear friend of mine, Katie Dunlop.
Katie has worked with women fleeing abusive
relationships in every job she has had — in hospitals,
early parenting and child protection intervention, sexual
health work and housing services. These are her
experiences: late-night calls; always concerned about
security; not always an ideal environment for children;
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women and children displaced from their communities,
arriving with nothing; volunteers and workers on low
wages scrabbling to make it all work on minimal
budgets; passionate and brave staff; safe havens of
hope; women feeling like they do not know where to
begin and workers helping them to breathe and work
that out; difficulty moving from a refuge to a home; no
housing and so many waiting lists. Katie’s last piece of
advice to me was, ‘Don’t forget the children. The
impact on children is profound’.
I mention Katie not because she is exceptional —
although she is certainly exceptional to me — but
because she is not. Her experiences, like those of Rosie
and Kristy and the support and emergency workers we
have heard from today, are the same as thousands of
others.
We know this issue is not tied to one level of society or
one socio-economic group. It happens behind closed
doors no matter your age, race, religion, wealth or
indeed your gender, even though the statistics show that
the overwhelming majority of family violence is at the
hands of male perpetrators.
In rural and regional communities the toll is particularly
high. Those living in regional Victoria are more likely
to experience family violence than those living in
Melbourne. There are many statistics from my own
local area which I do not have time to go into today, but
in my own electorate the statistics are higher than in
many other parts of Victoria. They are depressing and
in many cases it feels overwhelming.
However, there is also an amazing amount of work
going on locally to address those statistics. I want to
take this opportunity to acknowledge the efforts of
organisations such as the Benalla Family Violence
Prevention Network, which is led by Benalla Health
and the Rural City of Benalla. Yesterday the network
held its sixth annual march against family violence to
coincide with White Ribbon Day. It also runs a White
Ribbon Day supporters program, to which 18 agencies
and businesses have signed up. There are other agencies
too, like Berry Street and Family Care, that are working
with limited resources and limited budgets to tackle this
issue.
As the Chief Commissioner of Police reiterated to this
house today, the Royal Commission into Family
Violence is only the beginning. The former coalition
government made a record investment of more than
$200 million to address family violence, and I would
particularly like to acknowledge the efforts of both
former Premier Ted Baillieu and a former minister in
this place, Mary Wooldridge, who led those reforms. I
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also acknowledge the current government, its Minister
for the Prevention of Family Violence and the Premier
for their initiatives in tackling this very complex
problem.
This is not just a government problem or a policing
problem. As a community we must reinforce the
message around our sporting clubs, community groups
and in our own homes that gender inequality,
inappropriate jokes and sexist remarks are not okay.
They are, in fact, part of a continuum that leads to
bruises, broken bones and sometimes death. My
commitment today is to join those voices who are
speaking out and taking a stand against such behaviour.
As other speakers in this house have pointed out today,
if we improve the lives of women, we improve society
as a whole.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise in
support of the motion before the house and reflect that
this is when we see Parliament at its best. I would also
like to thank and acknowledge each of the guest
speakers for their very moving contributions today. It is
pleasing to see Kristy back in the house. I also
acknowledge Rosie. Through their courage and their
contribution we all gain great strength. I also
acknowledge the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Graham Ashton, Assistant Commissioner Dean
McWhirter and their members who are at the front line
of this crisis. They never waver in their commitment.
Each of those speakers has enriched our understanding
of this deeply troubling issue.
I also acknowledge the Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence for her commitment and leadership. I
know she has worked very hard with her staff to
organise this unique and momentous day in Parliament.
This day is about acknowledging the violence that is
committed against women and children in this country.
In doing so we remind ourselves that most men are not
violent. But the survivors do not lie. Nor do their
doctors, their counsellors, the police who attend
70 000 family violence cases a year or the courts.
Violence towards women and children happens in our
community every hour of every day. I cannot come to
terms with the fact that women and their children die in
Australia at the hands of a partner or former partner.
We have heard so many terrifying stories of extreme
physical violence towards women and children — the
bashings, the bloodied eyes, the bruised limbs and the
deaths. They demand our attention.
Violence also takes less obvious forms that still
terrorises. It can be the psychological menace that
corrupts a home and makes a child too anxious to invite
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a friend home from school. It can mean financial
enslavement, where the family is held captive to the
male wage and can never access the money to leave. It
can mean locking a girlfriend in the house while he
goes out clubbing because he is the ‘jealous type’.
Sadly, through my role as Minister for Corrections, I
have met many family violence victims at the Dame
Phyllis Frost Centre and Tarrengower Prison. As one
general manager told me, prison for some of those
women is a refuge, a place of safety from the men that
would harm them, a place away from an environment
of male aggression and male disrespect. This situation
forces us to rethink our approach.
For the first time, male prisoners and remand inmates
with a history of family violence are now being offered
a men’s behaviour change program specifically about
family violence. We are also reducing the current
backlog for behaviour change programs for men on
corrections orders by expanding access to family
violence programs to perpetrators, many of whom have
been waiting between 3 and 12 months for a place. The
programs will challenge behaviours related to family
violence and promote non-abusive interactions. A
support program is also offered to current and previous
family members.
Some prisoners may not want to admit that they need to
change their attitudes to women. In fact many
perpetrators may have been victims themselves as
children. But many are now parents, and we need to do
what we can to get them to a position where they can
say, ‘The cycle of violence needs to stop’.
Unfortunately our prisons are full of both perpetrators
and victims of family violence. On many occasions
after I have left the walls of a prison, I reflect on my
own life, as other members have done today. I too have
been very fortunate. I have parents who have nurtured
and encouraged me. I am married to a truly wonderful
and caring woman, with whom I share two beautiful
sons. The generational change required to reduce this
problem must come from men. It is up to me and to all
the men in this Parliament and the community.
I realise the most important job I have is to teach my
two sons to respect the young girls around them, and at
ages 8 and 10 they are never too young to learn. I
know, as all members do, that we carry a responsibility
to help deliver change. As individuals the magnitude of
that change can sometimes seem very daunting, but we
must unite across this chamber, across the Parliament,
to achieve long-awaited change. We owe it very much
to the countless victims.
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Ms STALEY (Ripon) — Other speakers,
particularly our guests this morning, have eloquently
brought home the lived experience and statistics of
family violence. I see Kristy McKellar is in the gallery
and I personally thank her again for her powerful
words.
The incidence of family violence is high in the country.
Special money, special programs and special leadership
will be needed in country communities because work,
the pub, sporting clubs and even barbecues are all
deeply gendered in the country.
Sexist language, tolerance of even quite public family
violence and pockets of deep poverty create a quite a
problematic feel within some country towns. In my
communities I have two areas that have particular
issues with family violence: the Shire of Central
Goldfields, which includes Maryborough; and Ararat
Rural City. Central Goldfields rates number two and
Ararat number 11. In both of these places there are
innovative community programs by which people are
trying to get on top of this terrible issue. I single out
Say No to Family Violence, which is run by the
Maryborough Rotary Club. I have talked about the
program before. It is great to see groups of, basically,
older blokes talking about family violence and trying to
change attitudes within the Maryborough community.
Similarly the White Ribbon Committee of Ararat does
a huge amount of work in the community.
A final one I would like to mention in Ripon is the
White Ribbon Shield, which is a football match held
between the Clunes and Learmonth football and netball
clubs in memory of Sharon Siermans. She played
netball for both clubs and was murdered by her partner.
Every year the clubs hold a football game and they go
through the cultural change program with their players.
It is great to see.
The former government created a really innovative
program, Act@Work, in Ballarat and Ararat. It was
launched by the former Minister for Community
Services, Mary Wooldridge, and the former Chief
Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay. The program no
longer has funding. We are waiting for the royal
commission to finish. I would really like to see the
program refunded, but after the end of December it will
no longer exist.
In my final 2 minutes — because I understand we
should keep our contributions brief — there is one other
issue I want to talk about, and that is, access for family
violence victims to the courts in Ripon. I have a number
of courts that have buildings that are over 100 years old,
and I have talked about this in other circumstances.
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They do not have meeting rooms, and they have only a
single door for both victims and perpetrators to go
through. There are repeated incidents of apprehended
violence orders being breached outside the courts
because there is nowhere for victims to go. The answers
we are getting from the court system are that people can
have videoconferencing, or they can travel to Bendigo
or Ballarat. That puts insurmountable barriers in front
of the women in Maryborough, Ararat, St Arnaud and
Stawell who need to be able to access the Magistrates
Court in a timely way that is local to them. I believe the
money has to be found to upgrade the courthouses so
women can continue to seek justice in their
communities.
The final thing I want to say in relation to the courts is
that I remain deeply concerned at the capricious nature
of quite a lot of the justice being served in this area by
magistrates. It really comes down to which one you get
on what day as to what happens to a perpetrator, and we
need to fix that. It is not good enough that women who
have finally stood up and said, ‘Enough is enough’,
then have to go through quite a random experience as to
whether they are believed, what will happen to them
and what will happen to their partner. I believe that is
an area that is not about funding but is about change,
and it does require legislation.
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — It is a real honour to
rise to speak on this matter of great importance on the
day that Rosie Batty addressed a joint sitting of both
houses. I congratulate Rosie and Kristy McKellar for
their courage and determination to raise the issue of
family violence and to make changes in all areas of
government and the community. I note in media reports
that today is described as a rare privilege for Rosie to
address us in this place; I see it as our privilege to have
the opportunity to be a part of this significant event
today. I thank Rosie and Kristy and the other speakers
for sharing their stories and experiences with us and,
just as importantly, with the broader community.
We all know of the horrors of family violence and the
consequences that come from it. That is why the
Andrews Labor government has made a significant
commitment to addressing the issue of family violence
and has provided $81.3 million to support Australia’s
first Royal Commission into Family Violence. I want to
focus on what I can do in my own electorate of
Geelong. Geelong is a great city, but what happens
behind closed doors is of great concern. The Minister
for Women, who is also the Minister for the Prevention
of Family Violence, has worked tirelessly on this issue.
Her commitment to addressing this issue has seen visits
to many electorates, including my own in Geelong.
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In June this year the Labor members of Parliament held
a community forum to generate discussion about family
violence in my electorate. The forum was very well
attended and clearly indicated that the people of
Geelong want to be a part of the solution. They listened
to the minister outline the details of the royal
commission. The minister also made it clear that family
violence is a whole-of-community problem that will
need a whole-of-community approach. We heard from
speakers such as Pauline Wright, the CEO of Minerva
Community Services, who spoke about the support that
her team offers to women and children. These
dedicated workers provide support for housing, court
and legal matters, counselling, basic necessities and a
lot more. They are exceptional workers in our
community.
Kevin Godfrey from the Geelong police family
violence unit gave a comprehensive overview of the
work his team is doing and its innovative approach to
addressing family violence. Of note is the three by three
by three model, in which after a callout police make
contact after three days, after three weeks and after
three months, but they also do surprise visits. The
commitment by Kevin and his team is to be
commended. The collaborative approach of Geelong
police and the relevant services is of great benefit to the
Geelong community. It shows clearly that these
important services are working and growing together.
Since the forum in June other organisations have held a
variety of forums and events to highlight the issues of
family violence and to discuss solutions.
I am pleased that the minister has agreed to come to
Geelong for a follow-up forum next week to provide an
update on the royal commission and to discuss how
best to address the key aims of the Victoria Against
Violence campaign. As the Member for Geelong I am
proud to be a member of the Andrews Labor
government, which will give me the opportunity to
work with my community to address these family
violence issues.
The statistics on the incidence of family violence are
frightening. In the Geelong area police statistics show
that in 2011 there were 1585 reported incidents and in
2014 there were 3085. I have spoken to many women
who are experiencing or have experienced family
violence, and their stories are tragic and full of despair,
but many are rebuilding their lives with the support of
services. One of the key messages from many of the
women I have spoken to is the need to change the
culture. The belief that women have somehow asked
for it is just disturbing.
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Violence against women and children is never
acceptable. The women being killed and injured due to
family violence is a national disaster. When we came to
the conclusion years ago that seatbelts save lives we
took action to ensure that a campaign was up and
running to educate the community. Now the first thing
people do when they get into a car is put on their
seatbelt. We can change community cultures, and that
is what we should do now. Having worked at a youth
refuge for many years, I often heard young people
talking about their experience of family violence.
Unfortunately a lot of them talked about how they
thought it was okay — not just the males but the
females as well, the victims.
When I get out of bed in the morning and I turn on the
news I find it more and more disturbing that almost
every day I hear that a women or child has been killed
or seriously assaulted by a male family member. We
must deal with family violence now. We need a range
of solutions. This will not happen overnight, but we
must start now.
I am proud of the Geelong community for its strong
commitment to being part of the solution by taking up
the issue of family violence and supporting the Victoria
Against Violence campaign. I thank the Premier and
the Minister for Women, who is also the Minister for
the Prevention of Family Violence, for their work on
this issue. It is our responsibility to keep the issue of
family violence on the agenda and to start coming up
with solutions.
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — It is an interesting
opportunity to stand and speak today, far from being an
enjoyable one, but it is one that I think we all need to
express ourselves on and be heard in our communities
and across the broader state and across the country
because, as was indicated by several speakers today, we
do face what can only be described as an epidemic and
an epidemic of the worst kind, which is taking up to
two women from our community every week.
On 12 February last year I was at a sporting ground
when word began to trickle through late in the
afternoon that there had been some sort of incident at
the Tyabb cricket and football ground. It was only later
on that evening that it became apparent what had
actually happened. The angst the community felt was
just extraordinary — and the only word is
extraordinary. People were in shock, so we can only
imagine what it must have been like for the people who
were there on the day, and we cannot possibly imagine
what it was like for Rosie Batty.
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The next day I also attended the candlelit vigil for Luke,
and it is something that communities must do. Luke’s
friends were there, out of many hundreds of people. It
was a very important thing that they were there and
able to express themselves. Many of them stood around
feeling really uncomfortable, and you could see that
they did not really know what to do or where to go. I
encouraged each of them to stand on the park bench
that we were using to make our speeches, and as they
stood, one after another, they were able to get in touch
with their feelings and they each burst into tears. It was
such a moving thing to happen, but also it was a good
thing to happen for those children because they were
able to express themselves. One thing we know very
clearly is that children do not really understand why this
sort of violence takes place, because we are struggling
to understand it. To give them the opportunity to be
able to express themselves was very important.
Out of all that tragedy came one shining light, and that
shining light was the way that the local community of
Tyabb came together, and that shining light has spread
across the state. We are seeing the culmination of that
in this house today. It has been an incredibly important
journey, and we have been led by a lady who has got
more courage than I have ever seen before in anybody,
and that is Rosie Batty. To listen to Rosie today, she
clearly puts everyone else in front of herself and
everyone else’s needs in front of her own. She is
spending her life making sure that other people do not
have to suffer in the way that she has suffered and that
other people do not have to lose a child in the way that
she has. That is a really important goal to dedicate your
life to, and we should be so thankful for what Rosie has
done for our community.
I was in attendance at a function at which Rosie spoke
one night at the Hastings Football Netball Club. There
were a lot of young men — young adolescent boys
really — in attendance, and as anyone would know,
they struggle to sit still, they struggle to pay attention
and focus, but on this night, listening to Rosie, it was
very clear that they were transfixed. They just sat and
stared, and listened. When she had finished, I have no
doubt that at least temporarily those young men’s lives
were changed. If we are able to continue to repeat the
message and live that message, we will be able to teach
these young men and other young men to understand
what it is to be a man, what is expected by the
community and how they are expected to act, to behave
and to respect those around them, particularly the
women in their lives. I am very grateful for that.
I would like to put on the record my thanks to the
Minister for Women and Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence. I think her leadership in this area has
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been outstanding, and I think that she has done a great
job.
I would also like to say a couple of words about Kristy,
from whom we heard this morning and who was in the
gallery earlier today. She is a very impressive young
woman, and we can only imagine how much courage it
took to stand up and speak in this chamber, which is
daunting for anybody really, under these circumstances
when the chamber is full of people she does not know.
Being able to stand up and say what is on her mind is a
really important thing. She is a very brave young
woman.
I have two other very quick things to say. I think courts
need to find a way to be much harsher on breaches.
Every breach that goes unpunished in a substantial way
is a message to women that we cannot protect them.
We need to pay far more attention to that. The other
thing I would like to mention before I finish — because
other people are waiting to speak — is that I do not
think we need to wait until the findings from the royal
commission come down to understand that we really
need to give women somewhere safe to go now, not
some time in the future and not just some place they
can go where there are other women. We need to give
them confidence that they can leave now and take their
children and that they cannot be touched by these
perpetrators. The sooner we do that, the sooner we will
start to save women’s and children’s lives.
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
lend my voice to this motion to take note of the address
on family violence in our community in the joint sitting.
Along with every other member of this house, I was
honoured to listen to the powerful stories of Rosie Batty
about the unspeakable journey she has taken but the
immense courage that she has shown to be an advocate
in such a clear way to address the question of family
violence in a systemic way.
The appalling violence that was wreaked upon her and
the loss of her much-loved son is hard to grasp — it is
incalculable. You cannot get your mind around how
this has happened, but to have sat so close to her today
and to have listened to her speech was truly a special
moment for me, as was hearing Kristy. Her
commentary today, in its shocking and brutal reality,
spoke to us of the life that she had led, the life that her
young baby had led and the crucial need that she had to
escape this violence to save herself and to save her
child.
It brings into harsh reality for us that family violence
knows no social, economic or geographical boundaries.
It is a national epidemic. That is why I commend the
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response of the Parliament and indeed the response of
the Premier in establishing the Minister for Women and
the first Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence — the first in any state in Australia. It really is
a hallmark of how this Parliament, reaching across the
chamber, seeks to address this question in a bipartisan
way.
Ultimately the issue of family violence is an issue of
men. It is an issue of men, power, control and gender.
Until we as a community and we as a Parliament
understand that dynamic and understand that has to
change fundamentally, we will always be trying to
catch up to address these issues. One in three women
and one in four children are what I would call prisoners
of domestic violence, and this is utterly unacceptable in
our society. The royal commission is an important piece
of work. It is important that we shine this light, that we
hear from all of the experts in the family violence area
and that we seek the counsel and advice of the royal
commission.
I remember when the Premier, then the Leader of the
Opposition, announced the idea of the royal
commission at our state conference. It is a pretty robust
event, where there is lots of hubbub, and action
certainly goes on at our conference. I have never heard
a political speech like it in my career. The place was
dead silent; you could hear a pin drop. There were
500 people there in the room, and our now Premier got
up and said, ‘This is the social issue for this state and
this country, and we will have a royal commission’. I
looked around to the back of me — I was up the
front — and there were big, burly builders labourers,
and they were crying. They were crying in the back of
the room, because they understood just how important
this announcement was to not only the women of the
state but to Victoria more generally.
A leadership role has been played by the Premier. I
thank members who have acknowledged the work of
my colleague the Minister for the Prevention of Family
Violence, who has taken a leadership role in this. This
is the most important social issue that we as a
Parliament can together work upon to achieve a much
better outcome for the women of this state. For me,
today is a day when we see this Parliament working in
its best sense, where members reach across, where we
as a Parliament speak with one voice, where we as a
Parliament say that violence against women is
completely unacceptable, that men and women should
live alongside each other in mutual respect and strive
for gender equality.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — It is always difficult to
talk about family violence. The coalition government
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treated family violence as a scourge on our society, and
it is good to see today that the Parliament takes that
attitude — that this is a scourge on our community. The
mere fact that a boyfriend or a husband or a son could
lift the hand to a girlfriend, a partner, a wife or a mother
must sicken everyone.
Living in a house where family violence takes place can
scar a child for life. They watch their parents argue, and
when alcohol is added violence always follows. The
form of violence might be a knife, a fist, an open hand
or sometimes a gun. Sometimes these young children
grow up, they become teenagers and young men who
become involved in that violence. Sometimes young
people have to step in to protect others, and let me tell
you there is nothing more frightening as a 15-year-old
than to say to your drunken father, ‘Enough is enough.
No more’, because the retaliation is a barrage of fists.
This leads to family breakdowns, insecurities, fears and
mistrust that can never, ever be repaired. It is always
that promise you receive that ‘It will never, ever happen
again’ and ‘I am very, very sorry’, and of course the
next time the drinking starts the fists start flying as well.
Even many years later when the children move out and
start their own families, it is still very hard to forgive.
But, and more importantly, the family values and
respect for women in that second generation, the next
generation, are absolutely paramount, and there should
be no exceptions. I know that on New Year’s Eve,
especially New Year’s Eve, which should be a great
time to celebrate and commit to a new future, for many
people there is incredible unease and it is a time that is
not really celebrated.
In the early 2000s in my role as shadow police minister
I used to visit a lot of police stations and a lot of
women’s groups because of my interest in family
violence. Protection of victims, especially women and
children, in those days was very slow and very
bureaucratic, and it was the fault not of Victoria Police
but of the legal system. A family violence situation
would take place at 2 o’clock in the morning. The
police would then have to drive back to the police
station and fax off a request for an intervention order to
a court registrar or a magistrate, who would accept or
reject it.
It was a ridiculous situation that left victims in limbo,
so Wendy Lovell, a member for Northern Victoria
Region in the other house, and I wrote a policy about an
interim intervention order. That meant that police
officers could issue the interim intervention order there
and then, and that would speed up the paperwork.
Instead of being a court decision, it could be a police
decision. That worked, and I am grateful to the
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Attorney-General at the time, Rob Hulls, who picked
up the policy and implemented it with Victoria Police.
However, we need to go further — a lot further —
because at the moment the perpetrator still has to be
taken back to the police station to be issued with the
intervention order. Police Association Victoria has
made a submission to the royal commission which
makes a lot more sense and accords with what we
intended should happen when we wrote that policy. It is
that the interim intervention order could be issued by a
senior sergeant or a sergeant at the actual scene. It can
be written out, the perpetrator gets a copy, the victims
get a copy and it can be dealt with there and then.
I hope this is one of the recommendations that is
pushed forward very strongly by Parliament because
we need to make sure that the interim intervention order
is issued at the time of the family violence situation.
The perpetrator then has to be removed, which is the
way it should be, so that the women and children are
protected in the home. That should be a priority where
it is possible, rather than moving the women and
children out of the family home.
Victoria Police has done a great job over the years, and
great credit is due to assistant commissioner Reg Baker,
former chief commissioner Christine Nixon and former
chief commissioner Ken Lay for prioritising action on
family violence. When you think about family violence
it is worth noting that 42 per cent of all assaults take
place in the family home. That is a hard fact to accept.
More importantly, Ken Lay worked towards making
sure that when there was a breach of an intervention
order — and we heard from Kristy today the effects on
her when there was a breach of the intervention
order — women and kids could feel safe in their own
home. I thank Ken Lay for the amount of work he did
in pushing very strongly for action on breaches of
intervention orders.
No longer will we accept that family violence is just a
family problem. This is a community problem, and
everyone in our community has a responsibility to
stamp it out.
Mr EREN (Minister for Tourism and Major
Events) — I, too, want to make a contribution to the
debate on the motion before the house. I wish I did not
have to because it is a very sad issue, but it is not a
perfect world and unfortunately family violence is an
issue that now affects many people in our society.
Governments need to act and act swiftly.
At the outset I thank all the wonderful speakers who
attended this chamber today: Rosie Batty, Chief
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Commissioner of Police Graham Ashton, Kristy
McKellar, Rodney Vlais, Annette Gillespie, Joumanah
El Matrah and Muriel Bamblett. They all made very
moving speeches, and when you think about some of
the powerful words that were used by people who were
affected by this hideous disease, if I can call it that, in
our community, you know it is really a shameful
indictment of our history that we are in this situation.
Collectively, as a community, we all need to act now,
and there are a number of different areas where we can
take action. It all begins out there in the community. It
is about an education program, it is about social and
cultural change, it is about all of the social services that
are provided, it is about the law enforcement agencies
and of course it is about the justice system itself and
beyond. We need to get all of those synergies working
together. A number of speakers indicated earlier that
this is not going to happen overnight, and I am really
proud to be part of a government that has led the way
nationally in terms of having a royal commission into
this hideous disease. It is only through those processes
that we will make some inroads into this devastating
issue.
In my portfolio of sport there is a lot to be done, and a
number of speakers have picked up on that. That is why
I am really proud that an inquiry is almost complete
into women and girls in sport and recreation and what
more we can do to not only encourage women to
participate further in sport but also make it female and
family-friendly. That is why we are providing a fair bit
of money to make sure that we upgrade sporting clubs
that do not at the moment cater for or have an
environment that is friendly to women and families.
Clearly I am very proud of all of those achievements. It
is very much about changing the culture and behaviour
in what are sometimes very male dominated areas,
particularly when it comes to sport.
When you go through some of the statistics you find
that women are 52.8 per cent more likely to be victims
of crimes against the person than men. In 2014 one
woman was killed every week by a current or former
partner, and earlier this year two women were dying
from family violence-related incidents every week. A
Crime Statistics Agency Victoria report found that in
2014, 68 134 family violence incidents were recorded
by Victoria Police. This is an increase of 82 per cent
since 2013 and 70.3 per cent — a phenomenal
number — since 2010.
In my home town of Geelong family violence is a
serious problem, and the statistics are very concerning.
In 2010 there were some 1351 family incidents
recorded by police in the region. In 2014 that number
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had more than doubled to 2841. According to an article
in the Geelong Advertiser of 22 December 2014:
Data shows there was an 89 per cent rise in family violence
reports between 2009–10 and 2013–14 in the Geelong police
service area.
Of the 1250 cases investigated, almost half saw charges
laid — a 354 per cent rise compared with five years earlier.
In 2013–14, police investigated 398 family violence reports
where children were present, with 148 intervention orders
granted.

One of the scary factors in this is that we know family
violence is an under-reported crime. The then Acting
Chief Commissioner of Police, Tim Cartwright,
estimated there are 35 000 incidents of family violence
not reported per year, which is one in three. So whilst
more people feel more confident to come forward and
report family violence incidents, there are still many
more suffering in silence, and clearly we need to do
something about that.
There is some really good work going on in Geelong,
and one collective of social service providers is the
Barwon Area Integrated Family Violence Committee. It
comprises a broad representation of organisations and
services that work with those affected by family
violence. The Department of Health and Human
Services participates on the committee. Other core
partner agencies are the Barwon Centre Against Sexual
Assault, the Barwon Community Legal Service,
Bethany Community Support, Colac Area Health, the
Department of Health and Human Services, Minerva
Community Services, Time for Youth, SalvoConnect,
Victoria Police and the Wathaurong Aboriginal
Co-operative.
The Barwon Area Integrated Family Violence
Committee works collaboratively to identify issues and
potential improvements in the Barwon area’s response
to women and children experiencing family violence.
We wish it more strength in doing its work, as this is a
very important area. More needs to be done and more
will be done.
I love the fact that there is such bipartisan support
today. It is a key day with a shift in the culture, if you
can call it that, of the chamber, and I am so proud to be
a part of it. Having a family of my own — having five
children — I know it is so important to make sure that
we bring our own children up and that they bring their
children up in an appropriate manner which respects
humanity and women and children. This is the day
when things are going to change. It is not going to
happen overnight, but with some of the great work that
is going on and with the bipartisan and collaborative

FAMILY VIOLENCE
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

approach not only in this state but nationally, we will
see this issue hopefully minimised considerably over
the next few years.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — Thank you for the
opportunity to speak on this motion and to take a stand
against family violence in this Parliament, particularly
with such a bipartisan approach occurring in relation to
this serious issue which impacts on all of our lives, I
also note my role as a White Ribbon Ambassador and,
equally importantly, as a husband and father of three
daughters.
I am also particularly proud to be speaking on a day
when Rosie Batty has addressed our Parliament. Rosie
Batty has shown enormous resilience and great courage
by speaking publicly about family violence despite her
own personal tragedy. I admire her greatly and thank
her for sharing her thoughts, advice and wisdom with
us today. The terms commonly used in our media and
in our community are family violence or domestic
violence, but after listening to Rosie now for a second
time, I will direct my comments to what I believe is the
core of the issue, and that is men’s violence against
women and the desire for some men to exert a sense of
power and control over a woman.
Jill Meagher was not in a family or domestic
relationship with her attacker when she was stalked and
brutally murdered in the streets of Brunswick in 2012.
Masa Vukotic was not in a family or domestic
relationship with her attacker when she was violently
murdered whilst walking innocently through a park in
Doncaster in March this year. My beautiful friend Kylie
Blackwood was not in a family or domestic relationship
with her attacker when she was stabbed to death in her
own home in August 2013. The 14-year old girl who
was allegedly abducted and raped by four men in
Geelong earlier this month was not in a family or
domestic relationship with her attackers. Sadly,
examples like these are all too common in our
communities.
Men’s violence against women needs to stop, but for
that to happen we need to tackle the culture of male
dominance. The report commissioned by the federal
Department of Social Services, which was released last
week, shows that boys and girls as young as 10
believed there were circumstances where it was okay
for a boy to hit a girl. More disturbingly, girls believed
that they deserved it. Some of our men learn disrespect
for women from their fathers, their brothers, while at
school, while at the football club, while at work or from
their mates at the pub. Where they learn their disrespect
is irrelevant. It leads fundamentally to some men
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finding an inherent endorsement for them to hit, bash
and abuse women.
Today we are still talking about why a young woman
was walking on her own through a park, or whether it is
safe for a woman to take a jog on her own, or why she
was wearing headphones and not remaining alert, or
why a woman does not leave a violent relationship. I
am not aware of any fathers having similar
conversations with their sons to those I have with my
daughters. Sadly our judiciary does not always set a
great example. A Bendigo taxidriver was jailed in 2014
for raping a woman passenger and then telling her,
‘Call me if you ever need a taxi’. He later appealed his
sentence, claiming he had a strong work history, family
support and had participated in community activities.
The presiding judges upheld his appeal and reduced his
sentence by two years, claiming they ‘should give
appropriate weight to the mitigatory factors’. I ask:
what mitigatory factors can be taken into account when
a man rapes a woman?
More recently a judge suggested the offender should
‘put it behind you’ and ‘go back to your parents, go
back to your family and get some work. That will fix
you up and you will be right. Stay away from the
drugs’. And then to add further insult the judge added,
‘Good luck’. This thug had held a gun to the woman’s
temple whilst holding her by the neck and threatening
to kill her. The woman was so traumatised that she has
moved interstate to start afresh. Tell her to get over it!
In the words of Ken Lay, who is a beacon in the area of
men’s violence against women, schoolyard banter can
later devolve into sexist jokes and catcalls, and sink
further to where it becomes sexual assault and domestic
violence. He said:
I place family violence in a wider culture where vulgar and
violent attitudes to women are common. Our culture is filled
with men who hold an indecent sense of entitlement towards
women. Our culture is heavy with warped and misspent
masculinity, and every single day the casual groping and lewd
comments that go unchallenged erode our standards. And if
none of us are saying anything, then this feral atmosphere gets
worse, until it becomes an endorsement of violence against
women.

But fundamental to all of this is how to change the way
many men in Australia relate to women. To paraphrase
one commentator, the standard we walk past is the
standard we condone.
We cannot continue to walk past men’s violence
against women. So what can we do? The federal and
state governments must take a leadership role. Recently
our Prime Minister announced a $100 million package
of measures to provide a safety net for women and
children at high risk of experiencing violence. On a
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state level the coalition welcomes the Royal
Commission into Family Violence but its findings and
recommendations will not be released until the end of
February 2016.
The coalition government had directed record
investment of more than $200 million in funding into
four key areas. They are: one, prevention — stopping
violence against women and children; two, safety —
protecting women and children; three, accountability —
holding perpetrators to account; and four, driving
change — developing statewide behaviour change
programs. One such program driving change was the
Challenge Family Violence program run by the local
councils of Casey, Cardinia and Greater Dandenong
and their partnering networks. I was one of
approximately 70 participants who took part in this
somewhat confronting and attitude-changing program.
The 70 participants have now been empowered to
engage with their own networks and drive cultural
change within these groups.
We cannot tackle family violence without tackling the
issue of men’s violence against women. It starts with
changing the culture of male dominance, power and
control that permeates our society. To promote a
healthy, safe and happy environment for all, we need to
take steps to change this culture now — today. For the
sake of our current and future generations, I hope we
get on with the job.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I commend the
member for Bass for his fine contribution. My own
contribution will pick up on similar themes. May I start
by telling you a story. Only a few weeks ago I was at a
service club dinner in my electorate. The evening
kicked off, as they often do, with some joke telling.
Many of the jokes were from the Benny Hill school of
comedy, and I know that the women in this house will
know full well and understand that awkward feeling of
wanting to be polite, to be good, to not make others feel
uncomfortable, to not appear humourless; of letting it
slide and thinking, ‘Well, these blokes are harmless
enough. These attitudes are dying out’.
But then a joke was told, the gist of which was if only
women would shut up, their partners would stop hitting
them. I was appalled and I was shocked. ‘What little
respect must these men have for me’, I thought, their
guest that evening, ‘that they thought it would okay to
tell such a joke in my company?’. But worse than that, I
was ashamed of my own incapacity to act there and
then, to take a stand and to call out this behaviour for
what it was — behaviour that gives licence to violence
against women.
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I am an elected member of Parliament. I am the
Parliamentary Secretary for Health. I am an
accomplished and confident woman in my 50s. I have
power — or so I thought. Right there and then, in a pub
in my electorate, I felt utterly powerless. I punished
myself. I had a sleepless night. Why am I in Parliament
if not to stand up and speak out against this behaviour?
What did I fear from speaking out? Why could I not
speak out? I could not let this behaviour go unchecked,
and for the first time in a long time I was at a complete
loss. So, after talking to my colleagues, I resolved to
write a letter, which I did, explaining why I found the
joke so offensive and offering to organise a speaker for
the group on family violence.
I know that there were men in that room who will be
wearing white ribbons this week. They are leaders in
our community after all. Yet that evening no-one called
that behaviour out. I have thought about this incident a
lot over the last few weeks and I have resolved that I
did what I could. It was not really my role in that place
and at that time, in a room full of men, to be the one
with the courage to stand up and speak out. That was
the job of the men in that room. You cannot wear a
white ribbon and sit by while women are humiliated
and disrespected. You cannot wear a white ribbon and
allow that behaviour to continue. You cannot wear a
white ribbon and not understand that sexist jokes
contribute to a culture that gives licence to disrespect
and encourages violence against women, which the
member for Bass also commented on in his
contribution.
I say to the men in this chamber: every time you belittle
a woman and her experience, and every time you let
disrespectful behaviour occur in your presence, you are
contributing to that culture that gives licence to
violence against women. We, each and every one of us
in this chamber, hold positions of power and
responsibility, and it is our responsibility to speak out.
Again, though, I throw that challenge out to the men. In
sporting clubs and in service clubs, still dominated by
men, you have an extra responsibility to lead.
As we have heard put so powerfully today, family
violence is a gendered issue, and sexism and gender
inequality are deeply ingrained in our society. While we
must as a priority improve the services to keep women
and children safe, we must also tackle the root cause of
family violence. That means addressing the gender pay
gap, which is growing and which threatens the
aspirations of so many women who are seeking to
achieve economic independence. It means ensuring that
women are better represented in our courts and in our
parliaments — two areas I am pleased to say the Labor
Party and this government have taken action on. It
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means, as the Minister for Sport reminded us, ensuring
that girls are encouraged to participate and grow strong
through sport. That means ensuring they have got the
facilities in which to do so. It means thinking deeply
about the subtle and not so subtle messages we pass on
to children about the behaviours we expect from them,
the roles they will assume and the dreams they can
dream.
I want to acknowledge our speakers today, and in
particular the bravery and the courage of Rosie and
Kristy. Today we were reminded that right now women
and children in this state, in each of our electorates, are
living in terror. I congratulate the Premier and the
Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence for their
resolute leadership on this issue. We have much work
to do, and so we must harness the momentum and the
bipartisan commitment that we have seen today to end
family violence in this state.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise to make a contribution on this motion relating to
the prevention of family violence. We have many
debates and discussions in this chamber, and often
vehement opposing views across the chamber, but this
is one situation where clearly there is very strong unity
and belief within the Legislative Assembly. I join
previous speakers in thanking those who addressed the
Legislative Assembly today for sharing their stories and
views.
Today we have heard a hell of a lot of statistics that
highlight the severity and the commonness of family
violence. However, my first realisation about this issue
did not come from statistics; it came from a situation I
encountered in my previous employment. I was lucky
enough to grow up as the youngest of seven kids in a
family that was very, very close. We had a very stable
family. Being the youngest of seven, I was able to have
and to maintain very strong relationships with my
siblings. It was what you might call a pretty average,
traditional family.
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everybody have a bit of fruit. This boy, who was in
year 3, looked up at me and said, ‘Tim, I haven’t had
anything to eat today’. At that stage it was 4.00 p.m. I
took him aside and started asking him a few questions.
He told me — when the story came out — that he had
got home from school the night before and had not been
able to get into the house. His father had been drinking,
which was standard practice most days, and was asleep
in a chair. The little boy could not get into the house, so
he slept in the garden that night. He did not have any
dinner, breakfast or lunch, and so at 4.00 pm that day he
was ravenously eating the fruit.
I probably broke a law because without the parent’s
consent I took this young fellow down the street and
bought him a meal at the local takeaway place before
he went home. I was talking to him about why he had
not woken his father up to let him into the house the
night before. The little boy pulled up his shirt, exposing
bruises right across his chest, and said, ‘Because Dad
would belt me again’. Following on from this, in what
was quite a long and complex situation that involved,
obviously, the school, the Department of Human
Services as it was then, and family friends, we were
able to get some help for this family that greatly
improved the situation. The father became involved in
better parenting courses, initially reluctantly but later on
he embraced it. The little boy’s life changed somewhat.
He recently attended my son’s 16th birthday party, and
he is quite a different kid, although there are certainly
still some challenges.

However, my perception of family violence changed a
bit over 10 years ago, when I was in the employment of
the Australian Sports Commission. I was involved in a
program in primary schools that promoted healthy and
active lifestyles to children. This program involved
getting kids active after school and also feeding them a
healthy meal. It was often fruit or something of that
kind.

That little incident hit home to me — everybody has a
story like that; everyone has a situation they have come
across that is unacceptable — but it pushed Tim Bull
into the real world of what is going on in a lot of
families. It stressed to me the importance of speaking
out and doing something. We have too many people in
our community who turn a blind eye, as you, Acting
Speaker, just highlighted in your contribution. As I
have heard from other speakers earlier today, it is not
about us getting up and wearing a white ribbon once a
year. It is not about us saying the right things when we
are challenged in a public forum. It is about us actually
doing something. When we see these things going on, it
is about us making sure — although it may not be
popular at the time and it may cost you a few friends —
we actually do something. For me, that is the very clear
message that came out of the contributions made today
by our guests and the contributions from members in
the chamber.

On this particular day we took out the fruit and we had
a child who was ravenously eating as much as he could.
I moved over to this young lad and suggested that it
might be a good idea if he took his time and let

Before I finish, I briefly want to touch on two areas. As
shadow minister for disability I think it is deplorable
and a blight on our society that those with disabilities
are twice as likely to experience violence. Also, in
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relation to the Indigenous community, having been the
previous Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, the statistic
that Aboriginal women are 35 times more likely to
experience domestic violence — 35 times! — is a
staggering statistic. It is something we should be
ashamed of, and something where clearly we need to
work together as a Parliament and with parliaments in
all jurisdictions to ensure that we offer more supports.
I think community awareness has changed enormously.
That is a positive. I think it will continue to change as
more people speak out and fewer people turn a blind
eye. We certainly need to continue this trend. It goes
without saying that family violence is not acceptable in
any way, shape or form. The more action we take as
individuals, the better our communities will be for it. I
strongly commend this motion to the house.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — It was an honour to
listen to our special guest speakers earlier today in this
place. Rosie Batty is an inspiration. It is fair to say that
because of Rosie Batty we are now having a national
conversation about family violence and violence
against women. I also acknowledge the other guest
speakers, in particular Kristy McKellar, whose message
today was strong and powerful and whose bravery is
extraordinary. Because these women are speaking up,
they are creating a space for other women to come
forward and speak about their experiences as well.
Recently I, together with the member for Mordialloc,
held a forum in Carrum on family violence, attended by
the Minister for Women and Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence, Fiona Richardson. We
had a number of compelling speakers. One woman in
particular — I will call her Anne — stood up. She was
clearly angry and frustrated, but spoke beautifully about
her four children. We listened to her as she spoke about
issues with the justice system, with child support, with
custody battles. Two days later I received an email
from Anne, and I will read out a part of it. She wrote:
Thank you for running this forum on Tuesday night. I
certainly hadn’t expected to be saying anything at all, but
found myself oddly safe in the space and, when I found my
voice, felt it somewhat empowering to be able to have an
opinion and not be judged according to my ‘emotional
outburst’. I think I have finally found hope that someone is
actually listening, trying to understand and powerful enough
to make some real changes that will positively impact the
lives of so many women and children who have been
impacted by family violence.

For me, that was an absolute turning moment. I thought
if we can change one woman’s life to that extent, then
this is well worth it. But I know we are doing so much
more, and I feel we have hit a turning point. We have
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taken some very positive steps, and we now have a path
we can follow.
Ten years ago late one night I heard what sounded like
someone bouncing a ball against a wall. It woke me up,
and I realised it was actually the sound of a fist hitting
someone’s body. I remember jumping up out of bed
and running to the front door, and I grabbed the first
thing that I could, which was a broom.
I ran out screaming into the front yard, making as much
noise as I possibly could to try to attract some sort of
attention. I ran towards the house next door, and as I ran
across other people came out and then the police car
came down. The police went inside. I stood outside in
disbelief, wondering what had happened. Next an
ambulance pulled up. Then the paramedics wheeled out
my next door neighbour, and she was completely
unrecognisable. I remember just looking at her and
shaking my head, thinking, ‘What are we going to do?
What can I possibly do to change any of this?’. Now we
know.
We know that if we are going to stop violence against
women, we must address gender inequality. It is a point
the World Health Organisation has been making for
over a decade. It is everywhere; it seeps into and
corrodes every part of our society. I see it played out in
this place. I see it in the different ways we talk to our
boys and our girls, and the different expectations we
have of them. Statistics show us that in countries where
there is more equality across key indicators like pay,
representation and leadership positions, and less
adherence to rigid gender roles, there is also less
violence. Yet in Australia right now the gender pay gap
has reached 18 per cent, the highest level in 10 years.
This is why it is important to have more women in
Parliament, not just on the Labor Party side. We need
more women on company and public boards. We need
more women in leadership roles in community and
sporting organisations. We need women’s
achievements recognised. We need women’s sports
broadcast on television. And yes, we certainly need
more female prime ministers.
The very sobering point that Rosie Batty so eloquently
makes is that attitudes which continually see women
underrepresented in key leadership roles and
continually see women paid less than men for the same
work are the same broad societal attitudes that allow a
man to somehow justify his abhorrent violent actions
towards his female partner. Thank you, Rosie Batty.
Thank you, Kristy. Thank you for taking a stand. Your
voices and the voices of so many women like you are
highlighting this despicable crisis in our community —
this national emergency.

FAMILY VIOLENCE
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

There is momentum, and I am sensing a groundswell
caused by the seismic disturbance that is family
violence. It is up to all of us now to surge forward to
challenge gender stereotypes, to call out gender
inequality and to put an end to violence against women.
I commend the motion.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker. Like you, I was also at a function last Friday
night where the jokes were against women. It was a
mixed audience, and most people were uncomfortable.
The conversation gathered pace and the comedian
eventually gave up, but the young women who were
there were pretty upset. I did make my opinion known,
but perhaps we have to have the courage to speak out in
front of these groups when the jokes are tasteless.
Today has been a day of great emotion for all of us
here. I do not know if everyone else feels it, but I feel
totally exhausted by what we heard. We heard the
Premier talk about the Victoria Against Violence
campaign. He spoke about Christmas, and that conjured
up the image of those children who would not enjoy the
kind of Christmas that many of us would fondly
remember. Every child deserves safety and warmth at
Christmas, and he talked about the extra funding, which
is terrific. The Leader of the Opposition said disrespect
begets violence, and he spoke about the number of calls
to police — 1 call every 8 minutes, 187 a day, 1307 a
week. He said that if you love someone, you do not hurt
them — physically or mentally.
The Napthine government doubled spending on the
prevention of domestic violence. The federal
government has increased spending and, as I
mentioned, this government has announced funding for
it. Across all parties and all governments there is a
desire to do what can be done to prevent this escalating
increase.
Rosemary Batty talked about the power and control that
the perpetrators seem to want over the women under
them and how one in three women are affected. If you
take up those statistics, that means that in this chamber
one in three of us is affected by domestic violence. It is
a bit hard to believe, isn’t it? She also said that
perpetrators of domestic violence would, on statistics,
be in this chamber. I hope to God that is not true. If it is
true and someone is suffering — a victim or a
perpetrator — I hope that they seek help from any of us
in this place.
The statistics are pretty horrible. Two women per week
are murdered. Women are bashed, beaten and
violated — they are unsafe. We heard how they have to
move and take on new identities. Some women always
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carry an alarm because they do not feel safe anywhere.
We heard about how the system fails our migrant
women and the issues around the spousal visas. We
heard from Chief Commissioner Ashton about how
they had more than 400 callers from Tuesday to
Thursday on family violence. But the one who really
got to me was Kristy. I looked at Kristy and thought
about my two daughters and my three daughters-in-law.
I thought, ‘How would her parents feel, and the rest of
her family, knowing that she has been through this?’. I
do not know how you would handle it as a parent. It
was a very emotional time.
There are some shining lights, and I have one in my
electorate. Animal Aid now has a program to take
animals from women who are experiencing family
violence, because research indicates 40 per cent delay
their escape for fear of the safety of their pets, so
Animal Aid at Coldstream has a terrific program going.
But in the Yarra Ranges in the electorate of Evelyn we
have had a 64 per cent increase in the past five years of
reported incidents. We had 840 in the 2010–11 year and
1374 in the 2014–15 year. But it is still underreported.
When I talk to my local police they say it is still
underreported. The Eastern Domestic Violence Service
last year had 8000 referrals, and that is causing quite a
strain on the service, on resources and on the support
that is needed for prevention.
I realise there are others who want to speak, but I want
to add that it does go back to respect. I look at the
kinders that I go to now where three of the most
important things the children learn are to listen, to share
and to show respect to each other. That is what we are
teaching at three-year-old and four-year-old kinder.
We are doing all those things. We have the money that
has been released to spend, but it is almost as though
the solutions that we come up with — the things that
we think will prevent family violence — seem to be
working on just a few, because the increase in numbers
in my lifetime has been huge. Yes, family violence was
happening and has always been happening. History
records that. Our definition of family violence has
changed also. Mental violence is something that was
probably disregarded a long time ago, probably in the
same way that physical violence was, but that is now
also taken into account. Whether it is the use of drugs
or whether it is the prevalence of insecurity, anxiety and
depression, I do not have an answer. I think today has
drawn our attention to the problem. We have some
influence, and we must use everything we have to try to
reduce the prevalence of family violence.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to speak in support of the
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take-note motion for the speech to this Parliament today
by Rosie Batty. What a significant time for our
Parliament. What a significant time to be a member of
the 58th Parliament, where we came together today and
saw from the contributions of our colleagues the best
part of ourselves and the best intentions to do what is
absolutely necessary. I commend the Premier, the
Leader of the Opposition and the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence for putting on today’s
event. I think it was something of great significance and
great importance to our community.
I sat here today not knowing what to expect. I have
listened to Rosie Batty speak a number of times but felt
a sense of being overwhelmed by the occasion. No
matter how many times you hear Rosie speak, you just
think how her work came about through such
significant tragedy, such significant horror. She has
such courage and fortitude and is dedicated to the
cause. Drawing a line in the sand and saying, ‘Enough
is enough. We must change and we must reform’, is an
act of great courage and strength. To hear her again
today was a real privilege.
To hear Kristy tell her story just blew me away. For
someone going through her own horrors of an illness
and treatment, to confront that — it just blew me away,
and I felt a sense of helplessness and a sense of just
empathy towards her. I think that just really touched
everyone today. She is a wonderful person and a very
special individual. Her story was remarkable. What an
incredible person and an incredible mother she is. That
really touched everyone today.
It leads us to an opportunity where we need to look at
breaking generational issues that have existed over
many decades and centuries; we need to break them
through change. For us to have that opportunity as a
nation, with all parliaments moving together in the
same cause, is an opportunity that cannot be lost. When
the royal commission hands down its findings and
recommendations in 2016 we need to seize that
opportunity and audit and make sure each and every
year that we self-assess, that we are addressing some of
the challenges these families face, that we are not
letting up and that the 59th and 60th parliaments have
the same aggression around solving this issue and the
same enthusiasm. We need that to continue. As the
years go on we need to make sure we are addressing
this problem and dedicating the resourcing and that
there is never a change in those circumstances.
We have also heard a lot said about gender equality,
and I think it is absolutely the fundamental issue here.
People who have had a lot more experience in the area
than I have acknowledged that, but I want to put that on
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the record. This is about changing stereotypes. This is
about changing attitudes such that when children are
very young it is not acceptable to have these attitudes,
and it is also about pushing equality forward in every
single facet. I think the member for Carrum summed
that up absolutely perfectly — and has done so before:
it is on every facet that we must work towards
promoting equality and, when it is not present, never
accepting that as okay.
I wanted to very quickly touch on the story of a
constituent of mine by the name of Emma. Emma has
had a profound impact on me as a newly elected
member of Parliament. She is a survivor of family
violence and also a mother, like so many. She,
however, is a mother of a child with special needs. The
difficulties that women face in being in that
circumstance and having a child with special needs are
absolutely profound, particularly where, as with
Emma’s daughter, the child is not understanding and
not able to cope and not able to move at all, because the
education of a child and their stability, faced with these
circumstances, is profoundly impacted when a family
has to move around. There is not an ability to
understand. Emma’s story and that understanding is
something I hope the royal commission focuses on as
well, because the impact on children with special
needs — across the disabilities — is very profound, and
supporting those mothers to care for their children as
well is something that requires an additional element of
resourcing and support. As I said, I hope that is
something that the royal commission also factors into
its consideration.
In conclusion, I think that it is time we seized the
moment. We should not let this momentum and
enthusiasm for legislative and policy change go. We
must take those opportunities. I commend the motion.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) — The speeches today
and everything that has been spoken about today just
leave me angry. I guess we all bring our own
experiences to Parliament, and my experience of many
years as a family lawyer and as an independent
children’s lawyer, during which I heard the stories so
many times, always made me angry, and I still feel
angry.
This week, the week of the much-publicised White
Ribbon Day, began for me with Monday morning’s
news bulletin reporting horrific injuries to a
10-month-old baby in western Sydney and a knife
attack on a five-year old girl in Ballarat. While neither
perpetrator was a relative, both were 23-year-old men,
and one cannot help but feel a sense of despair at living
in a society where young men, no matter what their
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personal or mental circumstances, would set out to
harm children. Then today we heard from the
commissioner of police that 400 reports of family
violence were made in Victoria between Tuesday and
today. Rosie Batty, however, by her inspiring words
today and through her deeds since she was thrust into
the limelight in such tragic circumstances, has shown us
all that we have to translate the despair we feel at these
circumstances into working for positive change.
The Goulburn Valley is recognised as having a tolerant,
multicultural society, but unfortunately family violence
also knows no ethnic boundaries. The coordinator of
Marian Community family violence services in
Shepparton wrote in VincentCare Victoria’s last annual
report:
Clients at our family violence services come from all
socioeconomic backgrounds and represent 40 different
language groups.

Statistics show that in the five years from 2010 to 2014
family incidents increased from 592 to 1386 in Greater
Shepparton, a rise above that of the state average. The
specialist family violence liaison officers at Shepparton
police station describe their beat as a very busy one that
ties up a great deal of police time.
I would like to commend our local newspaper for the
campaign it ran last week heightening the awareness
around family violence, and the interviews Emily
Woods conducted during that campaign. She
interviewed a young woman who said at the end of the
interview:
You have a chance at freedom, you have a chance of waking
up every morning and being happy, like I do —

a plea to women to leave.
I recall taking instructions from a woman in a family
law matter who described her years of abuse and
violence. I asked her when she had first been hit. She
said it was six weeks before her wedding. The wedding
arrangements were all in place. He promised that he
would never do it again, and they married, but of course
it continued, for many years, until she had the strength
to leave him.
Over my years as a family law practitioner I always
asked women whether they had experienced family
violence, and so many of them had. Some would
downplay the violence. They would say things like, ‘It
was only the occasional backhander’. Others spoke of
threats being made to kill the family pet or to kill them.
Overwhelmingly, however, the fear — their personal
fear and their fear for their children — was great. They
carried significant guilt, because their children had to
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witness the family violence. They felt that in some way
that was their fault.
To most of us it is incomprehensible that a father could
murder his own children just to punish the mother.
Many women live in fear of this happening, and it does
happen. There can be no greater punishment for a
woman than to have her child killed.
There have been so many examples of this over the
years, and we know of many of them. It highlights one
of the extraordinary differences between men and
women in our society — the fact that perpetrators can
exercise this ultimate power. Domestic violence, as it
used to be described, has always been prevalent. My
father was a man who was very respectful of women
and deplored their ill-treatment. I recall him telling me
a story from many years ago of a woman in a little
country town who was being abused by her husband. It
was widely known. The local policeman confronted the
perpetrator, gave him a good beating and let him know
that if he did it again, he would get more of the same.
This was simple justice dispensed in a way that we no
longer consider appropriate.
Over the years I have seen many community responses,
and things are changing. We have moved from a time
of the police not attending call-outs because it was ‘just
a domestic’, to a situation where we now have family
violence units in our police stations. We have reporting
of family violence. People are much more willing to
report family violence. I have many times telephoned
the police when I have heard women being abused in
the street or in houses near where I have lived. The
legal system will always have a role to play in this area.
There are times when court orders are essential. More
importantly, however, there must be consequences for
breaches of these court orders, and I think women have
been failed many times in this area.
There has also been a reluctance to charge perpetrators
with assault in circumstances where, if the victim were
not an intimate partner, they would certainly have been
charged. Enforcement of our laws is an important part
of changing behaviours. It is not good enough to pass
laws, hoping that these will bring about social change
and a change in attitudes. That has not worked.
Enforcement and an understanding that there are
consequences to breaking the law is what we need.
Human relationships are complex, but we now
understand gender to be a really important issue in this
area. If we as a community are to address the sickening
behaviour that exists in familial relationships that form
the basis of our society, significant action must be
taken. There are so many paradoxical things in our
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society. Women are denigrated and exploited in a wide
range of ways: in games, films, media and other
sources. Violence is promoted as a sport. We have so
many mixed messages out there when consistency is
what we really require.
I telephoned my 92-year-old mother quite late last
night. She was watching Q&A after having watched the
second part of Hitting Home. She had been shocked by
some of the stories. She said to me, ‘I could never have
imagined your dad doing something like that to me’.
There are many men who would not dream of behaving
in a such a way towards women. However, in my
opinion, there are a group of men who are at war with
women. They are dangerous and their relationships are
based on ownership and anger. For most of them anger
management courses and behavioural change courses
are of questionable value. Anger, hatred and a desire to
control is strong and in some cases knows no
boundaries. That is why 78 women have died so far this
year. We have to stop making excuses for them.
We do not have to criminalise family violence; it is
already a crime. There are two fundamental things
which need to change. The first is that women should
not have to leave their homes; the perpetrator should
leave the home. The second is that we need to enforce
the law. Assault is a serious offence. There is no other
area in the law we say ‘Don’t do that again or else’ —
not in situations like this. An intervention order is just
that: it is a warning not to do it again. We have to
charge people.
I am sorry I have gone for so long, but I feel very
passionate about this. I am about to finish. I have to
stress that at this time social change and all of these
respect courses are really important, but in the
meantime — today, tomorrow or next week — women
will be killed if we do not take steps to enforce the laws
that we already have.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — Today has
indeed been a day of mixed emotions. I agree with the
member for Shepparton. I have indeed been quite angry
today at some of the things I have heard. I just want to
say that despite the anger I think there is a sense of
hope and a sense that we are heading in the right
direction, that we are raising awareness for a reason —
and that reason is that the future generations of the
state, the future women of this state, will not have to
endure family violence at any level.
I would like to acknowledge the contributions of other
members today. It has been quite extraordinary to hear
some of the contributions today. I also acknowledge
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Kristy and the wonderful Rosie Batty for speaking to
the house today.
I also want to acknowledge a young woman who some
people in the house may have met before or may know
of. Her name is Ange Barker. Ange is a quadriplegic. In
2002 she was assaulted and bashed by her then
boyfriend in the local school ground in Benalla. When
she was assaulted, her head was swollen and she was
covered in blood. She was bashed against a steel bench
multiple times. She had been strangled and kicked, her
face had been stomped on and smashed and her jaw
was fractured. She was so severely injured that her
mother could not recognise her. Despite all of that,
Ange is about to turn 30 this year. She is a remarkable
young woman, and for many years she has been a voice
for family violence victims across the state and
internationally. She is quite funny as well. Despite
everything she has been through, she has a great sense
of humour.
I mention Ange for a reason. As the chair of the Family
and Community Development Committee I heard a lot
about the abuse of women with disabilities. It is not an
area that is discussed very often, but the fact is that
women with disabilities are 40 per cent more likely to
suffer violence, particularly partner violence, than other
women. This is partly because obviously they are more
dependent and more vulnerable. They are also in many
circumstances unable to communicate and therefore the
abuse is not acknowledged. In relation to Ange’s
injuries, there has been research done about traumatic
brain injury that is often overlooked as a consequence
of assault. If a woman is assaulted and thrown against a
wall or her brain is injured in any way, research has
proven — and I have been looking at this — that it can
actually impair a woman’s ability to make decisions in
some cases. Therefore those women who are assaulted
and who may have suffered brain injury cannot make
decisions about leaving, about finances and about a
whole range of things. It actually has an impact on their
future and their ability to deal with family violence
situations.
I just wanted to put that on the record because I think
the abuse that women with disabilities suffer is quite
unique in comparison to what other women might
suffer in family violence situations. It is often difficult
to recognise. It can be as subtle as removing the
wheelchair so the woman cannot use it; it can be as bad
as leaving a woman lying in her faeces for long periods
of time. It is often partner violence, but it is also the
violence and abuse which occurs across the disability
sector that we are hearing about in our committee. I
wanted to put that on the record.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Thursday, 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

I will just relay some personal information. White
Ribbon Day has been about standing up and speaking
out. I have struggled as to whether or not to say this
today. I would like to acknowledge and pay tribute to
my mother. My mother was a victim of family violence
probably all her life, first by her father and then by my
father. Nevertheless she was a wonderful and very
strong woman who protected her five children like a
mother hen. I just wanted to pay tribute to her today
because I think what we are doing today will make a
real difference to our children, particularly our
daughters.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I would like to
acknowledge all the speakers in the house today,
particularly the guest speakers, Rosie and Kristy. They
are extremely brave and courageous women who have
lived through family violence. In my opinion they
should never be defined as victims; they should be
defined as survivors.
To describe anybody as a victim of family violence
implies that ongoing control is given to that perpetrator
and there is a consistent messaging that that woman is a
weaker or lesser person. I do not believe that is the
case; I do not believe that violence against women ever
defines the woman who has been beaten or who has
had money held back from them or who has been
publicly or privately humiliated. It is not their actions
that are defined; it is the actions of the perpetrator that
are defined in those circumstances.
If I have one message for any woman out there who has
suffered or who is currently suffering from family
violence and for the children who witness these violent
relationships and who are watching and learning from
adults that this is what they do, it is that we must break
down the awful cycle of violence within family units. It
is just appalling to see, and we must break it down. We
must give women the strength to have pathways where
they can leave a relationship. We must give messages
to men such as, ‘You are weak if you think that raising
a hand to a woman is an okay way to control
somebody. If you think that you have to be stronger and
bigger than somebody by inflicting your physical or
mental power over them, then you are an entirely weak
human being and, quite frankly, I question whether you
deserve to be in any relationship at all. You should be
punished’.
As has been mentioned earlier today, we need to have a
strong judicial system that will appropriately manage
people who have those intentions. We also need to
make sure that we have support services out there for
those men who recognise that they have a problem and
who need some help to get through that and, hopefully,
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be able to access the pathways they need to become
wholesome and respectful human beings. We also need
to see increased funding, particularly in regional and
rural Victoria. There are not many support services for
women in my local area. There are no local women’s
shelters, so if a woman makes that decision and
commitment to leave a violent relationship, whether she
is risking her life is not the only thing she has to
consider. I note Kristy’s comments here. You question
whether you should believe the person who says, ‘You
won’t have a life outside this relationship’. Then you
might have to pick up the kids and family and go to a
different town, which means the kids are taken out of
school and lose all their mates and you lose your social
support network.
I am very proud to be part of this Parliament today.
Many people have made outstanding contributions. I
certainly will be one of the many individuals and
leaders in our community who will always take a stand
to eliminate family violence.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt business.

ROAD LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 November; motion of
Mr DONNELLAN (Minister for Roads and Road
Safety).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a second time and a third time.
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House divided on question:
Ayes, 83
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Question agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.

Third reading
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house that I
am of the opinion that the third reading of this bill must
be passed by an absolute majority.
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

EDUCATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TAFE AND UNIVERSITY
GOVERNANCE REFORM) BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water).
The SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
That this bill be now read a second time and a third time.
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Read third time.

Second reading
Debate resumed from 25 November; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).

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

TRANSPORT ACCIDENT AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 November; motion of
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
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coalition government the development of the port of
Hastings meant thousands of jobs for our state, greater
opportunities for our businesses, improved services,
infrastructure for our community and respect and
protection for our environment.
Careful planning and thorough community consultation
that would ensure development of the port of Hastings
would be a great thing for the people, families and
businesses of the Western Port area. One of Victoria’s
major economic advantages as the nation’s freight and
logistics leader is at great risk because Labor failed to
plan for the fact that the port of Melbourne will soon be
completely out of space and that larger container ships
are already unable to fit into Port Philip Bay. Sydney
and Brisbane are currently deepening their ports so they
can accept any trade we lose. Loss of our competitive
advantage will cost the Victorian economy many
thousands of jobs and billions of dollars each year.
Regardless of the propaganda that has been spread,
every study conducted since the 1950s has confirmed
that the port of Hastings is a natural deepwater port
with channels already capable of accepting even the
largest container ships. Any dredging required would
be confined to the berthing and swing basin. As an
operating port, and before Labor cancelled this
development, Hastings was also the only Victorian port
that could accept containers before the port of
Melbourne runs out of space. The Western Port
community has been promised the jobs, services and
infrastructure that development of the port of Hastings
would bring for more than 50 years and it has been
disappointed time and time again. Businesses that have
moved into the Western Port area and invested on the
basis of the enormous economic opportunities an
international port would bring have again been
devastated by Labor.

That the house now adjourns.

Mr T. Bull — On a point of order, Deputy Speaker,
I draw your attention to an adjournment matter I raised
on 31 October for the attention of the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety relating to rural and regional
road conditions, particularly in East Gippsland, that has
not yet been responded to. I would appreciate that being
taken up with the minister.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will have
the matter followed up for the honourable member.

Port of Hastings
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I raise a matter for the
Minister for Ports. The action I seek is for the minister
to reverse Labor’s policy position and commit to
building a second container port at Hastings. Under a

However, the people I am most concerned about are
our local children and their families. We know from
information provided by the Department of Education
and Training that children on the Western Port side of
the Mornington Peninsula often start from a very long
way back when compared to their counterparts across
our state. Development of the port of Hastings is not the
only answer, as unemployment is not the only problem;
however, the prosperity that development of our port
would bring to these families and businesses is an
important part of the solution that must not be ignored.
Many families from around the Western Port area are
doing it tough and some have not had a member in
employment for more than 20 years.
The port of Hastings is truly a once-in-a-lifetime
opportunity to make a real difference for these families
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and importantly for the future of our children. Through
massive investment in the development of the port of
Hastings our community would have an unprecedented
chance to prosper and to ensure that our local people
have available to them meaningful and rewarding jobs
and our children, who hold the key to the future, receive
the opportunities they deserve.
I have the pleasure of speaking to people from the
Western Port area every day, and they tell me that they
love and value their environment and say it is one of the
major reasons they live there. These people also tell me
that they are happy for the port to go ahead as long as
the proper studies are carried out. To our local
community, development of the port of Hastings means
many thousands of jobs for our people, better incomes
for our families, increased opportunities for our
businesses and vastly improved services and
infrastructure.
This project, which is so critical to so many, has now
been placed in great jeopardy by this Socialist Left and
antibusiness Premier, and at worst an opportunity for
our state to take its rightful place as the national leader
has been curbed. This pivotal space has been lost
forever by a group of people with a history of
vandalising Victoria’s economy. The coalition
government was already well advanced in planning and
preparation works for a second container port at
Hastings, with funding of $110 million already
invested, prior to the Labor Party claiming that it
wanted a Bay West location for Victoria’s second
container port.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Level crossings
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. It follows the recent tremendous
announcement and fulfilment of yet another election
commitment that construction on the removal of eight
more dangerous and congested level crossings on the
Frankston line by the Andrews Labor government will
commence this term. The action I seek is for the
minister to come along to Carrum to meet with people
in my community, to listen to them and to hear their
views as part of the extensive community consultation
strategy that is planned for the Frankston line level
crossing removals.
Carrum and other communities along the Frankston line
have been living with these dangerous and congested
crossings for too long. Finally we have a
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government — the Andrews Labor government — that
will get rid of them. My community and I look forward
to another visit by this hardworking and dedicated
minister as part of the community consultation strategy
for the Frankston line level crossing removals and as
part of this much-needed and long-awaited and
transformative infrastructure project for communities
along the Frankston line.

Glen Eira College
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. It concerns the pedestrian crossing on
Booran Road, Caulfield East, outside Glen Eira
College, where there was yet another near fatal incident
recently. The action I seek from the minister is to meet
Sheereen Kindler principal of Glen Eira College, the
school council president, me and VicRoads
representatives to discuss what action can be taken to
improve the safety of the level crossing. Ms Kindler
wrote to me recently detailing an incident which nearly
saw multiple students injured or killed when a vehicle
sped through a red light as the green walking man
signal started. I understand the incident has been
reported to Victoria Police and that they are
investigating the matter.
Regrettably this incident is not the first of its kind but
one of many. Glen Eira College staff are greatly
concerned about the likelihood of similar incidents in
the future and believe students who use the Booran
Road crossing are at risk. It is my understanding that
there have been communications between the Glen Eira
school council and VicRoads regarding the crossing.
VicRoads has identified that a possible reason for
vehicles not observing the red light at the Booran Road
pedestrian crossing is that the vision of motorists who
are driving south-east on Booran Road may be drawn
past the pedestrian-operated signals to the LED lanterns
at the Booran Road–Neerim Road intersection. I have
since been told that VicRoads has suggested possible
solutions, including a signals-ahead warning on the
north-western approach on a larger sign. In addition it is
proposed to upgrade the pedestrian-operated signal
lanterns at the crossing to LED lanterns and upgrade the
existing warning signs as well.
While I appreciate VicRoads’s efforts in determining
possible solutions, no action has yet been taken. Given
that the safety of students and staff of Glen Eira College
is being jeopardised, I believe immediate action is in
order. I ask the minister to meet with the principal and
school council president of Glen Eira College, and in
addition representatives of VicRoads should he wish, to
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discuss making the Booran Road pedestrian crossing
outside Glen Eira College safer.
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again call on the minister to join me in hosting a public
forum on family and gender violence in Dandenong.

Family violence

Balee Koolin Bubup Bush Playgroup

Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for the
Prevention of Family Violence. The action I seek from
the minister is that she join me in hosting a public
forum on family violence in my electorate to give the
people of Dandenong an opportunity to have their say
on this appalling issue that impacts so seriously on our
community. Family and gendered violence are serious
blights on our community. As we have heard this week,
one in three women and girls will experience violence
in their lifetime. In Greater Dandenong last year
2123 family incidents were reported, and these are only
the incidents that have been brought to police attention.
We know that family violence is widely under-reported.
The problem is real, and I am pleased to see the
Andrews Labor government being a strong voice
against family violence and taking action to eliminate
its prevalence in our society.

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Today I rise to ask
the Minister for Education to give immediate certainty
of funding to the Balee Koolin Bubup Bush Playgroup.
This highly respected bush playgroup is teaching young
Aboriginal children from birth to four years of age and
their families about their cultural identity through
connection to country. This takes place on country in
the Royal Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne.

Often the best way to challenge the attitudes that
perpetuate this problem is through raising awareness,
by educating and by changing the culture that allows it
to occur. However, there is no one-size-fits-all
approach to ending violence, and Dandenong is a true
reflection of this. Dandenong is the multicultural capital
of Victoria, with approximately 60 per cent of residents
born overseas. Our community originates from over
156 different countries, with 55 per cent from
non-English-speaking backgrounds. This is
Dandenong’s greatest asset, but it also poses challenges
in how we ensure that our discussions about this
important issue and our support reach all communities.
Dandenong is already taking action to raise awareness
and change attitudes towards family violence. Only two
days ago the City of Greater Dandenong held another
successful walk against family violence, in which
community leaders and residents came together in large
numbers to oppose family violence against women and
children and stand in support of those who have
experienced such violence.
If we are going to generate real change, it is crucial that
members of our community have an opportunity to
engage firsthand with their political representatives on
this issue. I am proud to be part of the first Victorian
government to have a minister dedicated to the
prevention of family violence. It would be of great
encouragement and a boost to the cause for the people
of Dandenong to have the minister visit them and listen
to their perspective on this problem. On that note I

These children are able to participate in traditional
activities and ceremonies and hear stories about their
culture from Boon Wurrung elders, including
Aunty Fay Stewart-Muir. Currently the program
receives $10 000 per annum from the City of Casey
Best Start Supported Playgroup initiative, which
receives funding through the Department of Education
and Training. This funding allows for the Royal
Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne to employ an Indigenous
early childhood officer, Janine ‘Jaffa’ Richardson, who
is a wonderful facilitator who teaches the children the
Boon Wurrung traditional language.
This bush playgroup takes place in conjunction with the
Victorian Aboriginal Corporation for Languages, the
Casey-Cardinia Library Corporation’s Library has Legs
project and the Royal Botanic Gardens, Cranbourne.
The shared partnership goal is literacy, supporting
emergent literacy development as well as plant literacy
and cultural and traditional language development of
children, carers and their families. This program has
been told it will no longer receive government funding
and is set to finish up this year. It will be a tremendous
shame if such a fantastic and successful program can no
longer operate. Of course in this house today we heard
how important the connection to country is and that
programs and services for Aboriginal people that are
culturally relevant are vital.
The government has put the protection of Aboriginal
heritage and culture at the forefront in this
parliamentary sitting. It is coming up in the next week
with the introduction of the Aboriginal Heritage
Amendment Bill 2015. It would seem counterintuitive
to disband a program that is solely focused on that
particularly intangible heritage, such as language, dance
and song. I urge the minister to investigate the funding
situation surrounding this program and seek to secure
the small amount of funding it requires so that the great
work of Jaffa, Aunty Fay and the other dedicated
people can continue.
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Living Libraries Infrastructure program
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Local Government, and the action I seek is that the
minister provide me with an update on the progress of
grant applications to the Living Libraries Infrastructure
program. I am particularly keen to know of the progress
in relation to the application made by Moreland City
Council for Glenroy Library and Coburg Library.
Glenroy Library was built in 1971, and whilst there
have been some minor infrastructure and maintenance
works done to the library, its exterior remains almost
the same, if not the same, as it was in 1971. The foyer is
extremely dated, receives little natural light and lacks a
welcoming feel for users of the library. It is a very
crowded library, in which lots of students who live in
share houses and lots of school students who perhaps
live in houses with very big families and little space use
the library for their homework and whatnot. There is a
very limited amount of seating; you can walk into the
library and find students sitting all over the floor at
exam times. There need to be improvements made to
wi-fi access, and there needs to be more natural light in
the toilets.
In relation to Coburg Library, it has a fabulous local
history collection, but at the moment it is not accessible
to the public; it is only accessible through a staff area.
The library is seeking to make some improvements that
would mean the collection can be housed in an
accessible area so that the public can learn about the
fabulous history of Coburg. I ask the minister for an
update on these applications.

Sandringham electorate graffiti
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Police. The
action I seek is for the minister or his representative to
visit the Sandringham electorate to have a look at a
number of crime spots in the area, including graffiti
sites; to visit local police stations, including the
Sandringham police station and the Cheltenham police
station; and to provide an update, with the assistance of
the senior officers at those stations, regarding local
crime hotspots and issues. Of particular interest is the
level of graffiti that is occurring in the Sandringham
electorate.
In that context I point out the outstanding work that has
been undertaken by the Friends of Mentone Station and
Gardens over the last decade in combating graffiti
within the precinct of the Mentone railway station.
Efforts have been coordinated with the various
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stakeholders, including Metro Trains Melbourne and
Victoria Police, and there has been a significant
diminution in the incidence of graffiti in the local area,
thanks to the driving leadership of Gary Spencer and
also Dorothy Booth, who have served as the presidents
of the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens since its
inception.
The other aspect concerns the incidence of graffiti
along main transport routes on public infrastructure —
postal and telecommunications infrastructure and the
walls of buildings. It had been noted a number of years
ago that graffiti is an offence that hurts the soul of the
community. People spend a lot of time removing it,
only to see it recur. I seek to ascertain whether the great
work of the Friends of Mentone Station and Gardens
can be replicated with an applied approach to work out
the timing of the occurrence of graffiti with the use of
cameras — security cameras can be installed on a
temporary basis near hotspots — and whether there is a
program with the police and local schools that can
identify other tags that are utilised.
There are significant costs to the community and to
private property owners, and I note that recently the
local All Souls Opportunity Shop was significantly
graffitied. The organisation arranged for it to be cleaned
up, and within 36 hours of it being cleaned up graffiti
damage had recurred; the building had been graffitied
again. I seek the support of the minister on these — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Bulla Road, Essendon
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Roads and Road Safety.
The action I seek is for the minister to meet with
Essendon Fields representatives and me to discuss the
construction of a diverging diamond interchange (DDI)
at Bulla Road, Essendon. I hear members cry, ‘What is
a diverging diamond interchange?’.
Mr Richardson — What is it?
Mr PEARSON — A diverging diamond
interchange, for the member for Mordialloc, is a
recently designed traffic engineering solution for the
reorganising of traffic at existing major intersections
that increases intersection capacity by up to 100 per
cent. The DDI idea has been adopted rapidly in Europe
and the USA with great success. About six years ago
there were only a handful of these interchanges and
now there are over 150 around the world.
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I would welcome the opportunity for a meeting with the
minister and Essendon Fields to discuss this idea at the
earliest opportunity.

Murchison and Pyalong primary schools
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — The adjournment matter I
raise this evening is for the Minister for Education. The
action I seek is that he take note of the two petitions I
tabled earlier today, bearing hundreds of signatures
from the residents of the communities of Murchison
and Pyalong, and reverse his decision to strip those
schools of their portable buildings.
We know that students in regional Victoria do not fare
as well as their city counterparts on a whole range of
measures, including year 12 attainment rates. We also
know that a child’s early years are absolutely critical to
their development and to their future success. These
portable buildings enable both Pyalong and Murchison
primary schools to run early childhood programs. At
Pyalong the building is not just used for music, sport
and art programs, it is also a very valuable asset which
enables the school to run a playgroup and before and
after school care.
These services are vitally important to the community.
Without before and after school care, particularly in
Pyalong, many parents would have no choice but to
take their students out of that primary school and enrol
them elsewhere. That is particularly exacerbated by the
fact that employment options are very limited in
Pyalong and parents need to travel for work.
I am further concerned by the fact that the Department
of Education and Training undertook its assessment of
Pyalong Primary School at a time when the school’s
permanent staff were not present due to the fact that the
inspection coincided with the funeral of the principal’s
husband and most of the permanent staff were
obviously attending that funeral. As a result, the school
feels that it has not had sufficient opportunity to put its
case to the department. Its requests for a re-evaluation
have been rejected.
At Murchison the portable gives the school enough
space to run its Mother Goose program as well as
provide a wonderful library that is accessed not just by
the school students but also by parents with young
children and the wider community. More than half of
Murchison’s population signed the petition I tabled this
morning, which I think demonstrates just how
important this issue is to the wider community. If this
building is removed, students will be forced back into
the original school building, which was built in 1906. It
was where I started prep some 23 years ago. That
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classroom was deemed unsuitable for that purpose
some 15 years ago now.
I am very concerned that this government is prioritising
the needs of city students over those in the country. If
Victoria is truly to become the education state, we need
to stop viewing education in a siloed way that sees early
childhood centres, primary schools and secondary
schools treated separately from each other. Just because
these facilities give these small schools the scope to
deliver early childhood services does not mean they are
over-allocated.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
honourable member’s time has expired.

Ormond railway station
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — My adjournment
matter is for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. The action I seek is that the minister ensure
that a second entrance is provided at Ormond railway
station as part of the level crossing removal works.
Last year the Premier and I promised to remove level
crossings at Centre Road, McKinnon Road and North
Road, and less than a year into the term of this
government we have already commenced that work.
But what this project has also meant is that we have
engaged in very extensive community consultation by
establishing the Level Crossing Removal Authority and
the stakeholder liaison group, with a number of
different stakeholder groups represented. We have also
had many community consultation sessions, including a
very large meeting at McKinnon Secondary College
with 500 people in attendance — which gave the
member for Caulfield a complete and utter breakdown,
I might add.
But what was clear at that meeting was that local
residents were keen to ensure that as part of the new
station design we have an access point from the
southern side of North Road. A third of the users of
Ormond station access North Road from the southern
side, that being in my electorate. At the moment they
have to cross three lanes of traffic in order to get to the
station. It makes absolute sense that we would establish
a second entrance for better accessibility, better
connectivity and better disability access, and I ask the
minister to ensure that that happens.

Responses
Ms RICHARDSON (Minister for the Prevention of
Family Violence) — I am very pleased to respond to
the member for Dandenong’s call for a community
forum in her electorate. The member for Dandenong
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knows that today was a significant day in the life of the
Parliament and for the issue of family violence. She
also knows that while we are engaging in 16 days of
activism with respect to Victoria Against Violence, in
truth it is a 365-day activity we have to engage in in
terms of tackling the harm that is family violence.
Therefore I am very pleased to see another community
leader, the member for Dandenong, step up and engage
with her community directly. I would be very proud
and pleased to stand shoulder to shoulder with her to
talk about the issue of family violence and how we can
do more to tackle gender inequality and poor attitudes
towards women, which are of course the drivers of
family violence rates in her community and right across
the state of Victoria.
I welcome the member for Dandenong’s leadership and
I very much look forward to attending the community
forum with her, and I very much look forward to seeing
the rates of family violence going down in her
community, along with other communities across
Victoria.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
delighted to respond to the request and indeed the
action sought by the member for Carrum regarding
coming to her community to kick off the community
consultation on the recent announcement that we will
remove all eight level crossings on the southern end of
the Frankston line and put that out to market as one
package, with work to have started prior to the end of
2018. A couple of weekends ago I was very pleased to
join the Premier and the members for Carrum,
Mordialloc and Frankston to make this announcement
to the community. I see that the member for Frankston
is having a bit to say up there in his seat, and I note that
these three are passionate, powerful advocates for their
communities.
I appreciate enormously the enthusiasm displayed by
the member for Carrum for the level crossing removal
program. It is an enthusiasm displayed by many
members of this house who are strongly supportive of
this program. It has been interesting to watch even a
few members opposite join in with their support, even
though the government is the one getting on with
completing these programs. I will very much look
forward to arranging a time in the near future to go
down to Carrum and start that community consultation,
which is yet another step in removing the 50 most
dangerous and congested level crossings across
Melbourne.
This brings me to the member for Bentleigh, who is
also a good, enthusiastic, hardworking, powerful and
passionate advocate for his community. He is so
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powerful and passionate that 3 of the level crossing
removals that are part of the first 10, in respect of which
contracts have been awarded and announced, are
happening in his electorate, so there is a lot happening
in Bentleigh — and he is certainly getting on with it.
The action sought by the member for Bentleigh is that a
southern entrance be added to the new Ormond railway
station, and of course we could only be talking about a
new station at Ormond because we are removing the
level crossing there, which is why this opportunity has
come about.
I am pleased to inform the member for Bentleigh that
the action he is seeking has been agreed to and that a
second station entrance will be added to the new
Ormond station as part of the removal of the North
Road level crossing. I acknowledge the member for
Bentleigh for his hard work in making a strong case on
behalf of his community to ensure that those who
access the station from the south side of North Road,
which is about a third of passengers who use the
station, will have easy and more efficient access via a
second station entrance. That will be incorporated into
the design. I look forward to continuing to work with
the member for Bentleigh on the removal of those level
crossings in his electorate.
Seven other members raised matters for various
ministers, and they will be referred to those ministers
for their action and response.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The house is
now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.40 p.m. until Tuesday,
8 December.
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WRITTEN RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Responses are incorporated in the form provided to Hansard

Water policy
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Walsh
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
24 November 2015

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As I have stated I have asked for a business case on the cost benefits of reversing the north-south pipeline. We are
looking at how we ensure water security for all Victorians .
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
There is no logical basis for the $5000 per megalitre - this seems to be a figure made up by the opposition.
As indicated we are currently formulating a business case which will weigh up to cost benefits and this will inform
a conversation with the Victorian community about how to best manage our water in drought.
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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.

13 November to 26 November 2015
Bayswater electorate
Question 495
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bayswater
Minister for Public Transport
2 September 2015

REPLY:

Seniors can access free public transport for unlimited travel within two consecutive zones on Saturdays and
Sundays. Free weekend travel is intended to benefit seniors using public transport in their local areas. It enables
seniors on weekends to travel free within Melbourne, or within Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong or other regional cities.
Free weekend travel does not apply to trips that span over three or more zones. Seniors traveling more than three
zones will need to pay the published and gazetted fare for their entire journey (50 per cent off full fare). This is
reflected in passenger information.
A senior travelling on a weekend from Melbourne to Geelong would normally be charged the Zone 1-4 concession
fare ($4.13). If they made a return journey that day, they would not be charged more than $8.26 (the concession
zone 1-4 fare).
Information regarding travel entitlements is available on Public Transport Victoria's (PTV) website and through the
Seniors publications. Recognising that some customers prefer live telephone assistance, PTV also provides a call
centre service that is open from 6 am to midnight daily on 1800 800 007.

Bass electorate
Question 534
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bass
Minister for Education
3 September 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure and has allocated
$730 million in the 2015–16 State Budget to build, upgrade and maintain school assets across the state. This
funding represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State.
The safety of students is our highest priority, and parents can be confident that their children are being educated in
facilities where safety is regularly monitored. In keeping with our promise to provide safe learning environments,
the Government committed an initial $42 million, in the 2015-16 State Budget, to increase the scope of asbestos
removal and roll out a state-wide asbestos audit of 1500 government schools. This level of funding demonstrates a
significant increase from the $7.5 million dedicated to asbestos audits and removal in 2014-15.
This state-wide audit will identify and prioritise those school buildings containing asbestos to help direct future
asbestos-funding programs and is scheduled for completion in March 2016. In addition to the audit a range of
asbestos removal projects are currently being delivered, including the demolition of 500 asbestos-containing
relocatable buildings as well as the removal and replacement of another 100 relocatables with high quantities of
asbestos. Asbestos is also being removed from approximately 125 relocatable buildings earmarked for transfer
during the 2015-16 financial year.
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As part of the Budget's extensive capital works commitment, more than $334 million has been allocated to
renovate, refurbish or rebuild 83 schools, and all asbestos will be removed from buildings within each construction
zone.
The Department of Education and Training oversees a comprehensive Asbestos Management Program for all
government schools. This includes the emergency removal of all high-risk material as identified, the provision of
expert advice via a 24-hour hotline, and training for school staff to ensure that they are equipped to identify and
monitor potential hazards.
In the asbestos audit undertaken of Bayles Regional Primary School in May 2014, no high-risk asbestos was
identified. If Bayles Regional Primary School has concerns about the condition of asbestos, it should contact DTZ,
the Department's asbestos program manager, for immediate and professional support.

Sydenham electorate
Question 930
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sydenham
Minister for Training and Skills
16 September 2015

REPLY:

Thank-you for your ongoing interest and support of the Government's priority to crack down on dodgy providers.
How the Government is cracking down on unscrupulous providers
The Andrews Government made a pre-election commitment to crack down on low quality providers. That's why on
20 February I announced an urgent review of quality assurance in Victoria's VET system. Most Victorian training
providers are doing the right thing, but too many students still aren't getting the skills they need to get a job. As
such, an extra $30 million over the next three years has been allocated to cleaning up the vocational education
sector, including onsite auditing and more in- depth monitoring of qualification training and delivery.
On 29 June I released the Government's response to the Review. In this response all recommendations were
accepted and I also announced a $9 million Blitz on low-quality training . providers. The Blitz is the first step
towards ensuring Victoria's $1.2 billion training system restores industry and student confidence and provides highquality qualifications.
Since the beginning of November 2014, $61.4 million has been recovered and 10 providers have lost their
continuing Vic Government contract because of non-compliance (2 prior to the Blitz, and 8 since the beginning of
the Blitz). Since the commencement of the Blitz in July, $9.3 million has been recovered from providers breaking
funding rules. Investigations are continuing, with 18 RTOs under case management, and $10.8 million held while
these are underway.
FEDERAL GOVERNMENT ANNOUNCEMENTS — VET FEE HELP
To support the Governments' initiatives I have regularly raised issues around quality in the VET system with the
Federal Minister; Senator Simon Birmingham and the new Minister for Vocational Education and Skills, Hon.
Luke Hartsuyker, and have urged them to follow Victoria's lead on training quality. I have also welcomed the
Federal Government's crackdown on dubious practices among VET FEE HELP providers.
Additional funding announced on 20 September 2015
On 20 September 2015 I announced an additional $30 million will be directed over the next three years to increase
contract compliance and to fully implement the recommendations of the Review of Quality Assurance in Victoria's
VET System.
The commitment, on top of the $9 million quality Blitz announced in June, is delivering on the Government's
promise to crack down on low quality training providers.
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Funding will also go to enhancing the Department's capability to investigate student complaints and providing
better information and support for students. Once again, this major increase in compliance action is designed to
clean up the training sector and boost employer's confidence in the quality of training and skills of apprentices and
trainees.

Lowan electorate
Question 1084
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Lowan
Minister for Energy and Resources
17 September 2015

REPLY:

It was Victorian Labor that first called for a moratorium on onshore gas in 2012 and committed to hold a
Parliamentary Inquiry so that all Victorians could have their say on this important issue.
The Parliamentary Inquiry into Onshore Unconventional Gas commenced in May 2015 and is now well underway
thanks to the Andrews Labor Government. To date, more than 1700 submissions have been received and public
hearings held throughout regional Victoria.
Unlike the previous Coalition Government, we committed to have an open and transparent process that engages
with all affected parties, including farmers, local councils, regional communities, industry and environment groups.
Throughout the Parliamentary Inquiry, and while the Government considers the Inquiry's recommendations, the
existing moratorium will remain on all onshore gas drilling, extraction and hydraulic fracturing, as well as a ban on
the use of BTEX chemicals.

Carrum electorate
Question 1289
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Sport
6 October 2015

REPLY:

Firstly, I congratulate Kate Gillespie-Jones on her outstanding efforts, and I acknowledge and welcome the
growing number of women participating in sport. The Victorian Government is leading the way in its strategy to
provide opportunities for more women and girls to get and stay active. Earlier this year I announced an Inquiry into
Women and Girls in Sport and Active Recreation and appointed an expert Advisory Panel to undertake the Inquiry.
The Advisory Panel has been investigating how to enhance participation by women and girls in sport and active
recreation and to identify ways to increase their engagement in leadership and governance roles. To help inform the
Inquiry a series of community consultations have been held in regional centres and in Melbourne to better
understand the case for change and to identify practical ideas and actions that could influence change.
The Advisory Panel is expected to deliver their final report, including recommendations and a practical action plan,
to me in the coming months. This report will be one of a number of inputs which will help inform and guide
Victoria's future investment into women and girls in sport and active recreation.
This year Victoria has invested approximately $450 000 towards the development and delivery of program
initiatives to support greater inclusion and engagement of females in sport and active recreation in Victoria.
In June I announced the $100 million Community Sports Infrastructure Fund that includes a $10 million Female
Friendly Facilities Fund which supports facility development to encourage greater participation by women and girls
in sporting and recreational activities. In addition the Government has made a commitment of $9.6 million over
four years for the development of 64 competition ready netball courts in four Inner Melbourne municipalities and
support for the continuation of the Country Football and Netball Program.
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In October the Ministers of Sport and Recreation from all states of Australia met here in Melbourne. I initiated a
discussion seeking a national approach to enhancing the engagement of women and girls in sport and active
recreation. Ministers have now agreed to ask the Committee of Australian Sport and Recreation Officials to
develop an options paper on approaches to improve women's participation in sport and leadership roles and the
profile of women's sport.
Victoria's ongoing investment in sport and recreation actively seeks to ensure that both program and facility design
provides benefits to all Victorians, and I am particularly proud of the focus that we ha placed on providing more
opportunities for women and girls.

Caulfield electorate
Question 2115
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Public Transport
7 October 2015

REPLY:

The Level Crossing Removal Project team has consulted with the community throughout the planning phase of the
Level Crossing Removal Project at North Road and this will continue throughout the works program.
The project team is currently negotiating a licence agreement with Glen Eira City Council for the temporary
occupation of EE Gunn Reserve. This process has included consultation with sporting clubs and users in order to
ensure that they are able to continue their sporting activities while this vital piece of infrastructure work is being
carried out.
Key commitments made to sporting clubs include, support for any temporary relocation to alternative facilities and
meeting any out-of-pocket costs incurred as a result. In addition, the facilities at EE Gunn Reserve will be
reinstated at the completion of works to at least the current standard, or to a higher standard.
The project team will also collaborate closely with Council and sporting groups such as the baseball club, cricket
club and football club to identify specific opportunities to upgrade facilities and improve the amenity of EE Gunn
Reserve as a legacy of the project for the local community. These discussions will be ongoing as the project
progresses.

Eltham electorate
Question 2118
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Public Transport
7 October 2015

REPLY:

I am pleased to advise that a direct bus route to St Helena College will be introduced at the start of the school year.
I thank the local member for Eltham for her advocating for this service.
As part of the Mernda bus network review, I have requested that PTV investigate a direct bus route to St Helena
Secondary College. This is planned to be introduced for the start of the 2016 school year.
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Sandringham electorate
Question 2121
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Sandringham
Minister for Public Transport
7 October 2015

REPLY:

The placement of timetable information at bus stops and interchanges is designed to ensure people of all ages,
abilities and circumstances are able to access the information they need to travel on the public transport network.
Metro Trains Melbourne (MTM) will partner with the bus operator and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) to ensure
their customer service-staff are equipped with the necessary information and network knowledge to assist bus
passengers at Sandringham station. MTM will make printed bus timetable pamphlets available from its fixed
information stand located in the waiting area.

Eildon electorate
Question 2123
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

REPLY:

Funding for the resurfacing of Healesville-Koo Wee Rup Road in Yellingbo will be considered under a future
program.
In the meantime, VicRoads is undertaking additional road treatment works, which include installing curve
alignment markers, curve-warning signs on both approaches to the curve, and sealing the shoulder on the outer side
of the curve to improve driver safety. VicRoads expects to complete these works by December 2015.
VicRoads will continue to monitor the operation and safety of Healesville-Koo Wee Rup Road in Yellingbo.

Malvern electorate
Question 2845
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Malvern
Minister for Public Transport
8 October 2015

REPLY:

As part of the Burke Road Level Crossing Removal Project, the project team has undertaken ongoing engagement
with the community and key stakeholders at all stages of the project.
Most recently, the project team has been engaging with the local community on the access arrangements to the car
park at the new Gardiner Station. Changes to the concept design which was developed early in the planning phase
of the project will see the car park entrance moved. This will result in improvements to safety around the station
precinct by reducing the interface between vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians. The new design, which is supported
by Stonnington City Council, will also reduce rat-running in local streets such as Carroll Crescent.
The project team has consulted with the community on the new design and has received feedback from local
residents regarding the change to the car park access. As part of this consultation the team has held a series of
meetings with local residents and provided updates on how specific issues are being addressed. Detailed
investigations are continuing into the best options for addressing these concerns while balancing the requirements
for improving safety and accessibility for all the local community, including residents, road users and station
patrons.
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Consultation will continue with the local community to ensure the best outcomes are reached and that information
is clearly communicated. The project team will work with the community in order to implement the recommended
solution. In the meantime, the Burke Road Level Crossing Removal Project is progressing well and works are
continuing.

Ivanhoe electorate
Question 2850
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ivanhoe
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
8 October 2015

REPLY:

Self-determination is one of the over-arching principles of the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples. In
his speech reaffirming the Government's commitment to closing the gap in Aboriginal outcomes, on 19 March this
year, the Premier stated our clear commitment to the principle of self-determination for Aboriginal Victorians.
This Government is putting Aboriginal people at the centre of decision making. We acted on this commitment
earlier this year when Aboriginal community representatives were invited to meet directly with the Premier and
myself to identify the issues that they felt mattered to Aboriginal Victorians and to provide advice on a way
forward.
On the 9th of September I met with state-wide Aboriginal organisations for the third time this year to continue
these important conversations.
Supporting economic prosperity, employment and Aboriginal people's connection to culture are all on the
Government's agenda. These objectives are reflected in our $30 million investment in Aboriginal affairs in this
year's State Budget. This is more than seven times the investment in the previous budget.
This funding is being used to:
– Strengthen the protection and management of Aboriginal cultural heritage
– Deliver leadership initiatives to support young, emerging and established Aboriginal leaders
– Create more resilient and sustainable Aboriginal organisations
– Deliver the Victorian Aboriginal Economic Strategy
– Reduce Aboriginal family violence
Furthermore, in August this year, the Premier announced that the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape has been chosen as
Victoria's number one priority for UNESCO World Heritage listing. Home to the Gunditjmara people for more
than 30 000 years, Budj Bim has been recognised for its unique importance to Victoria and its internationally
significant cultural heritage. Budj Bim hosts the only remains of Aboriginal stone houses found in Australia, as
well as a sophisticated system of channels, fish traps and weirs used for farming eels.
If successful, Budj Bim will be the twentieth place to be recognised in Australia, and the first for exclusively
Aboriginal cultural values.
I am pleased to say that these priorities are all reflective of the intended outcomes of the Declaration on the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples.
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Dandenong electorate
Question 3676
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Energy and Resources
20 October 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Government is committed to affordable energy for all Victorians, and has been taking action to help
achieve this.
On 17 October 2015, the Government launched the Victorian Energy Compare independent price comparator, to
help customers shop around for energy offers best suited to their needs. This tool helps customers to compare
electricity, gas and solar offers from all energy retailers. It also provides support for culturally and linguistically
diverse consumers. The tool is independent and easy to use. Statistics show that half of those Victorians using the
tool have been able to save more than $330 a year on their electricity bills.
Combined with the Government's SwitchOn website, Victorian Energy Compare empowers households and
businesses to take charge of their bills and be informed about Victoria's energy system.
The Government has also recently legislated to require retailers to publish standing offer tariffs in the Government
Gazette on dates or in periods specified by the Minister for Energy and Resources. These changes should protect
consumers by preventing retailers from engaging in price following behaviour when they gazette their tariffs.
The Government is conscious of the impacts of energy prices on the vulnerable. At my request, the Essential
Services Commission is undertaking a review into best practice financial hardship programs in the Victorian energy
sector. This review is considering what regulatory measures are appropriate to ensure retailers give appropriate
support to customers experiencing payment difficulties, including measures to help improve energy efficiency and
decrease consumption, and consequently reduce their bills.
The Government has also committed to continue the Energy Saver Incentive scheme (also known as the Victorian
Energy Efficiency Target or VEET scheme), which provides discounts on energy efficiency services and products.
This scheme has been successful in helping Victorians to reduce their energy usage and manage their energy costs.
The Government is currently strengthening the scheme to ensure more Victorians can benefit, and legislation is
currently before the Parliament proposing new VEET targets across a 5 year period, through to 2020.
In June 2015, the Government released its Energy Efficiency and Productivity Statement which outlines its
priorities for improving Victoria's energy efficiency and productivity. Priority action areas include improving the
energy performance of households and directly supporting vulnerable households to lower their energy bills,
through energy efficiency. The Government is currently developing the Energy Efficiency and Productivity
Strategy to set out its detailed plan for action.

Prahran electorate
Question 3679
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Prahran
Minister for Public Transport
20 October 2015

REPLY:

Public Transport Victoria (PTV) and Yarra Trams undertook consultation on proposed changes to Route 8 tram
services in July 2015.
The proposed changes to the Route 8 tram would:
– Increase the frequency, capacity and the number of low floor tram services operating along Toorak Road;
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– Improve the ability to access the Western CBD from the South East suburbs;
– Provide additional benefits to the users of all other St Kilda Road tram routes by allowing more routes to operate
with a 10 minute frequency including the neighbouring routes running along Commercial Road and High Street.
PTV is currently considering the feedback received during this consultation. The feedback is being used to assess a
range of options for St Kilda Road tram services and to help ensure that the future design of the tram network meets
the needs of customers.

South Barwon electorate
Question 3681
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Minister for Public Transport
20 October 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government has delivered a metro style service for Geelong passengers with trains every
10 minutes in the morning peak and every 20 minutes off peak on weekdays. As part of an integrated public
transport network, V/Line must balance the needs of all customers along their rail corridors.
It should be noted that there is a service scheduled to depart Marshall at 7.41 am and arrives at Southern Cross
Station at 8.47 am. This service should fulfil Mr Bayliss' needs.
Regular reviews of all timetables will continue to take place to improve train services.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 3682
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
20 October 2015

REPLY:

Speed limits are assessed on an as needs basis in line with changes in land use and development, road safety
considerations, or in response to public requests.
In line with Speed Zone Guidelines, 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, the nature of the road
environment and road user types.
VicRoads also encourages a consultative approach to the setting of speed limits. Not only do stakeholders expect
speed limits to be credible, they also expect an adequate level of consultation and public notification. Feedback
from key stakeholders such as Victoria Police, local councils, Public Transport Victoria and the local community is
an important consideration in helping to determine the most appropriate speed limit.
Both the Wallan Secondary College and Plenty Valley Christian College currently have school speed zones in
operation during school times. The school speed zone program began in July 2003 to reduce speed limits on
Victorian roads where there is an access gate to a school. In recent times, this program has also extended to
crossings that are remote from a school by considering factors including exposure, the potential severity of an
incident and the likelihood of an incident.
VicRoads has determined that the speed zones outside both schools are in accordance with the current Speed
Zoning Guidelines and are appropriate and consistent with other locations on similar roads across the state.
VicRoads would welcome the opportunity to consider particular requests for speed zone changes.
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Caulfield electorate
Question 3688
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Public Transport
21 October 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that Railway Place, Balaclava is listed on the Port Phillip City Council registrar of roads as a local
road.
I understand that VicTrack infrastructure staff have conducted an onsite inspection of the rail embankment
alongside Railway Place and have found the rail embankment to be in a good state of maintenance and no evidence
of encroachment of the rail embankment onto the laneway.
VicTrack would be pleased to offer to meet the resident and other interested parties onsite to inspect the laneway
and rail embankment to review the landowner's access to their property via Railway Place.

Carrum electorate
Question 3691
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Families and Children
21 October 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government recognises the importance of supporting children and families through highquality early childhood programs and services. Evidence shows that child participation in early learning programs
provides the foundations for a range of better outcomes later in life, including improved health and wellbeing;
social development; and skills for learning.
The recent announcement of minor grants delivered through the Children's Facilities Capital program form part of
the Government's $50 million investment in the early childhood sector through the building and upgrading of
kindergartens and children's centres across Victoria.
I was very pleased to hear that a number of early childhood services in the Carrum area were successful in their
applications for grants during the 2015-16 round of the Children's Facilities Capital Program, including two
refurbishment grants for Seaford Kindergarten and Goodstart Early Learning Carrum Downs — Arcadia Street.
These minor grants allow early childhood education and care facilities to undertake minor refurbishment projects,
and purchase digital hardware to enhance their delivery of high-quality early learning programs.

Frankston electorate
Question 3693
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Frankston
Minister for Health
21 October 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government supports and promotes breastfeeding as an important determinant of maternal and child
health and wellbeing. Evidence shows significant immediate and long term positive health outcomes of
breastfeeding for both mothers and infants.
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Peninsula Health provides breast feeding services at Frankston Hospital and Hastings Community Centre. In
addition to these services, Peninsula Health also operates a drop-in breastfeeding centre at Karingal Place
Neighbourhood Centre.
Peninsula Health is in the process of reviewing the sustainability of the drop-in breastfeeding centre in Karingal and
is working with Frankston Council to determine the most appropriate model and location for this type of
breastfeeding support service within their catchment area. Peninsula Health is also ensuring that local mums and
relevant community members are consulted before any final decision is made on the future of the drop-in
breastfeeding centre in Karingal.
The drop-in breastfeeding centre in Karingal continues to run as normal. In addition to this service, breastfeeding
support services can be accessed at Frankston Hospital and Hastings Community Centre.

Bundoora electorate
Question 3888
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bundoora
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
22 October 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government recognises the risk that underinsurance and non-insurance of property poses for
Victorians, particularly those on low-incomes. The Department of Health and Human Services conducts research
on a range of topics to ensure policy, program and service responses support the needs of disadvantaged Victorians.
Research by Good Shepherd and Brotherhood of St Lawrence shows that key barriers to property insurance for
low-income earners are lack of trust, lack of affordability and flexibility of payments, unsuitability of products and
lack of education and financial literacy. In October 2015, Good Shepherd Microfinance announced that, with
Suncorp, it will address the issue of underinsurance in Australia by providing an affordable insurance product for
low income earners.
The department will continue to engage with research and evaluation produced by the community sector, academia
and insurers to monitor the success initiatives for low income earners.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Question 3890
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Pascoe Vale
Minister for Health
22 October 2015

REPLY:

I announced on 28 August 2015, at the Melbourne Western Hepatitis Action Forum, a stand-alone strategy to
address viral hepatitis in Victoria. The strategy will be informed by the national hepatitis B and C strategies and
consultations held with Victorians.
On 28 October 2015, I hosted a Viral Hepatitis Roundtable, which brought together key experts and people affected
by hepatitis to determine priorities for action. The Roundtable helped to prioritise key issues that will directly
inform the development of a bold and innovative Victorian strategy to address hepatitis B and C.
Viral hepatitis is a significant and complex health issue and I am pleased that the Department of Health & Human
Services is working on a comprehensive strategy.
The last Victorian hepatitis strategy was released in 2005 and expired in 2009 making this the first Victorianspecific viral hepatitis strategy to be developed in over 10 years.
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A strong focus of the Victorian viral hepatitis strategy will be on reducing stigma and discrimination on individuals,
families and communities through community mobilisation and improving health literacy. There will also be a
strong focus on increasing our testing, treatment and chronic disease care efforts.
Local communities will benefit from greater awareness and education of viral hepatitis, clear referral pathways in
their local primary care district, peer based programs to reduce stigma and skills training for general practitioners to
prescribe treatments.
Consultation workshops have also been held on HIV, Aboriginal sexual health, and sexually transmissible
infections in young people, in preparation for a series of state blood borne virus and sexually transmissible infection
strategies.
The Department is now working on consolidating the information we have received from experts and the
community, and I look forward to releasing a strategy for viral hepatitis in 2016 when this work is complete.

Shepparton electorate
Question 3893
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Shepparton
Minister for Public Transport
22 October 2015

REPLY:

The timetable that ran on the grand final eve public holiday was a Saturday timetable. This is in line with service
provision for all other public holidays. For the Shepparton line, this results in the two midday services not
operating, which is similar to a Sunday. As part of continuous service improvements, we will review this timetable
for future public holidays. The Grand Final Public holiday provided an opportunity for people to attend a range of
events across regional Victoria.

Box Hill electorate
Question 6475
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Box Hill
Minister for Education
12 November 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government has received the Department of Education and Training's incident report into the
asbestos incident at Kerrimuir Primary School.
The Review found that the school had acted appropriately and in accordance with all requirements under the
Asbestos Management Plan by fencing off the area to students and calling the asbestos hotline.
The Review found that the asbestos contractor's governance processes were responsible for the failure to respond
within the required time frame.
The Department will address this incident with the asbestos contractor to improve their governance, systems and
processes.
The building debris in the soil was found to contain non-friable asbestos, which was removed by certified asbestos
removal contractors on 24 and 31 October. These works were supervised by an Occupational Hygienist who
performed air quality monitoring throughout the works to ensure safety. No airborne fibres were detected during
this work and the asbestos risk is deemed very low.
A ground surface inspection of the Kerrimuir Primary School has been conducted covering the entire school
grounds. During this inspection, no asbestos containing materials were found and a clearance certificate has been
issued.
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Bentleigh electorate
Question 6478
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bentleigh
Minister for Families and Children
12 November 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Labor Government is committed to implementing its election commitments. This includes our
$225 000 commitment to fund an upgrade of Bentleigh West Kindergarten.
Following a request by Glen Eira Council to use this funding to enable the upgrade of two kindergartens in the
district, I am pleased to advise that both Brady Road Kindergarten and Bentleigh West Kindergarten will receive an
upgrade from this commitment.
The Department of Education and Training is working closely with Council to ensure that the projects proceed as
soon as possible.
As the local Member, I congratulate you on working with Council and your local communities to achieve the best
outcome for families and children in the Bentleigh area.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5139

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Questions have been incorporated from the question paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

13 November to 26 November 2015
Education
538.

Mr KATOS to ask the Minister for Education — When will the Armstrong Creek Secondary College
be:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Funded.
Constructed.
Operational and accepting students.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Andrews Labor Government is committed to investing in education and school infrastructure, and this has
been demonstrated through the allocation of $730 million to school facilities in the 2015-16 State Budget. The
funding provided through the State Budget represents a crucial first step in creating the Education State, and we
will continue to invest in school infrastructure throughout this term of government.
The Government will develop a new primary school in Armstrong Creek West, in addition to the Armstrong Creek
Primary School being delivered as part of a Public Private Partnership of 15 schools.
Developing a new school is a significant investment and involves a number of stages to ensure that public money is
invested in the right place at the right time; The timing and allocation of funding for schools is considered as part of
the annual state budget process alongside other state wide infrastructure projects.
Armstrong Creek Secondary College is in the early stages of development. The Department of Education and
Training will continue to monitor enrolments at surrounding local schools, and will continue to monitor local
population growth and consult regularly with the City of Greater Geelong, developers and other Government
Departments to ensure new schools are developed in Armstrong Creek as they are needed by the local community.

Ports
551.

Mr KATOS to ask the Minister for Ports — When will the Government conduct a cost benefit analysis,
testing Bay West against all other alternatives for Victoria’s next container port.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Allowing the Port of Melbourne to grow to its natural capacity within its existing footprint is a lower cost
alternative to adding container capacity through development of a greenfield site. Therefore, the legislation
proposed for the Port of Melbourne Lease Transaction seeks to provide the Victorian Government with flexibility,
and sufficient time to plan for the future and consider options for a second container port.
Consistent with our election commitment, we will ask Infrastructure Victoria to provide advice regarding the
preferred location of Victoria’s second container port. This advice will include assessment of both Bay West and
Hastings.
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The Victorian Parliament has recently passed legislation to establish Infrastructure Victoria, which is now operating
as an independent organisation. The overall scope of work that Infrastructure Victoria will undertake to frame its
overall advice to Government will be at Infrastructure Victoria’s discretion.

Public transport
697.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to Yarra Trams trams and
staffing:
(1)

As at 14 September 2015, by route number, how many trams at peak utilisation were required for
each tram route during:
(a) morning weekday peak periods;
(b) afternoon and early evening weekday peak periods;
(c) Saturday at peak utilisation;
(d) Sunday at peak utilisation.

(2)

Excluding stored heritage and formerly operational tramcars, how many trams were on the Yarra
Trams register or, separately, the PTV register at 14 September 2015 for each of the following
categories:
(a) SW6;
(b) W6;
(c) W7;
(d) Z1;
(e) Z2;
(f) Z3;
(g) A1;
(h) A2;
(i) B1;
(j) B2;
(k) C;
(l) C2;
(m) D1;
(n) D2;
(o) E.

(3)

As at 14 September 2015, by route number, how many of each class of tram listed in (2) were
required to fill the:
(a) morning weekday peak periods;
(b) afternoon and early evening weekday peak periods;
(c) Saturday at peak utilisation;
(d) Sunday at peak utilisation.

(4)

Since 4 December 2014, how many of each class of tram listed in (2) have been:
(a) stored;
(b) scrapped;
(c) transferred to heritage groups or museums;
(d) sold other than to heritage groups.
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For the remaining E class trams, how many are expected to be placed into revenue service for
each month and year in the decade to August 2025 and what will be the total allocation by month
of delivery and individual Yarra Trams route number.
How many further traMcars in each class listed in (2) are expected to be withdrawn and in which
months and years to August 2025 is this expected to occur.
How many staff did Yarra Trams have as at 14 September 2015 in each of the following
categories:
(a) tram drivers;
(b) customer service employees;
(c) executives;
(d) non executive administrative staff;
(e) mechanics;
(f) other operational personnel such as electrical linesmen;
(g) authorised officers;
(h) fleet operations centre staff.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1) (2) (3) and (4)
Detailed information on tram utilisation across the network is provided on the PTV and Yarra Trams websites
and in their publications including annual reports.
(5) and (6)
Detailed information on future rolling stock plans are outlined in the Andrew Labor Government’s
comprehensive rolling stock strategy, Trains, Trams, Jobs 2015-2025.
(7)

Detailed information on staffing is provided at the Yarra Trams website and in publications including the
Yarra Trams annual report.

Education
753.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — Which programs currently being delivered by
the Department will lapse in 2015 and:
(1)
(2)

What are the individual end dates of the programs.
Which programs will the Government cease to deliver after the lapsing date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
1.

The Combat bullying initiative (announced in the 2011-12 Budget) was funded to July 2015.
This program was a time limited program and has been implemented.
There were three components to the Combat Bullying initiative:
•

a Bully Stoppers online toolkit, available on the Department’s website

•

a community awareness campaign designed to maximise awareness and engagement to prevent bullying

•

a school grants program to assist schools implement strategies or programs that prevent and respond to
bullying.
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The Bully Stoppers online toolkit and community awareness campaign have been fully implemented, and are
in continual and ongoing use by schools and communities to build capacity and awareness.
In addition to the Combat Bullying initiative, the eSmart Schools initiative is now operating in over 1650
Victorian government, Catholic and independent schools. It assists school communities to promote the safe,
smart and responsible use of digital technologies, manage cyber-safety and deal with cyberbullying. The
Government has recently extended the program until the end of 2016.
2.

The Science Graduate Scholarship Program (announced in the 2011-12 Budget) is funded to the end of 2015.
The impact of this program is currently being determined by an external evaluation, which will determine
future funding requirements.
Meanwhile, the $27 million Primary Mathematics and Science Specialist initiative will train 200 primary
school teachers as mathematics and science specialists to work with students alongside other teachers in over
100 of Victoria’s most disadvantaged primary schools. Two Primary Maths and Science Specialists in each of
the 100 schools will work both in class and directly with fellow teachers to provide professional learning
support as well as building up their confidence in teaching these subjects. In this way, all students in these
schools will have access to better teaching in the crucial STEM subjects.
Building on Government’s investment in 10 new Tech Schools, and Victoria’s significant existing strength in
STEM initiatives, including our Maths and Science Specialist Centres, the new Secondary STEM Catalysts
program will train 60 teachers across 30 secondary schools to become STEM “catalysts”-experts who can
inspire fellow teachers to bring science, technology, engineering and mathematics alive for Year 7 and 8
students. Through engaging lessons and digital technologies, STEM catalysts will support teachers to increase
students’ interest in these priority areas.

3.

The Safe Schools-Professional Development for Teachers initiative (announced in the 2011-12 Budget) was
funded to July 2015.
This program was a time limited program and has been implemented.
In 2013 the Department, together with The University of Melbourne, developed the Managing Challenging
Behaviours blended learning course to build the capacity of teachers and allied health staff to effectively
manage complex student behaviours. 480 teachers completed this course.
In 2014 the Department released two online versions of this course, available free of charge to all Victorian
school staff, to ensure schools could continue to access the program. An additional 130 teachers have been
trained as champions to lead their school or network through a more extensive blended learning course.
Both the blended learning and fully online Managing Challenging Behaviour professional learning will
continue to be available to all Victorian school staff. These training modules aim to provide school staff with
the skills and knowledge to maintain a safe and orderly classroom environment. To date, the online modules
have been completed by over 1300 school staff.
86 Victorian schools are also participating in the School-Wide Positive Behaviour Support (SW-PBS)
initiative. All training materials are available online for any Victorian school wishing to implement SW-PBS.
The training materials and supporting resources developed to support schools participating in the SW PBS
initiative will also continue to be available and accessible to all Victorian government schools.
The Government is committed to ensuring students feel safe in their school environment and has committed
$1.04 million over four years to support same sex and gender diverse students through the Safe Schools
Coalition.

4.

The Local Solutions Year 12 Retention Fund (announced in the 2011-12 Budget) is funded to the end of
2015.
The Fund supported projects to be sustainable beyond the end of the funding.
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Other initiatives such as the Managed Individual Pathways program for Year 10-12 government school
students, reengagement programs (e.g. Satellite VCAL), VET in Schools programs and industry pathways in
the VCE and Victorian Certificate of Applied Learning will continue to help young people stay in school or
training and provide a range of pathways to complete Year 12.
The Government has provided $8.6 million for a two-year Navigator service pilot to support young people
aged 12-17 years who are not connected to schools at all or are at risk of disengaging. It will aim to increase
the numbers of young people connected to school and engaged in learning. Navigator will be a hands-on,
proactive service delivered by schools and community agencies. Services will be established across the state,
each tailored to its local community.
Additionally, A LOOKOUT Education Support Centre will be established in each region by 2017. Each
LOOKOUT Education Support Centre will support the progress of about 1500 students in out-of-home care,
Centres will work in partnership with schools to enrol young people, monitor and evaluate educational
progress, set targets, and co-ordinate resources and activities to support the child’s education at school and at
home.

Education
754.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — Which programs currently being delivered by
the Department will lapse in 2016 and:
(1)
(2)

What are the individual end dates of the programs.
Which programs will the Government cease to deliver after the lapsing date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows: No programs are due to lapse in 2016.

Public transport
776.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to graffiti on the retaining
wall between Brunton Avenue and the down Burnley through line between Richmond Junction and
Richmond station:
(1)
(2)
(3)

When will the graffiti be removed.
Can the graffiti only be removed on weeknights or weekends between last and first trains.
Is the graffiti an appropriate image to present to football fans travelling to the football finals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
From the description provided the retaining wall referenced supports the MCG concourse and is an MCC asset.
Metro Trains Melbourne is not responsible for removing graffiti from this area.

Public transport
778.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — In what month and year will any routes
operating out of Glenhuntly Depot (3, 3A, 64, 67 or 78) receive their first low floor tram.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
No decision has been made as to the timing of low floor trams operating from Glenhuntly Depot on Routes 3, 3A,
64, 67 or 78.
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The Andrews Labor Government’s first State Budget includes $274 million for 20 new E-Class lowfloor trams,
taking the total order to 70. PTV is upgrading the tram network, to improve accessibility, capacity, reliability and
safety. The commitment includes the delivery of E-Class low floor trams, making tram stops safer and more
accessible, real-time passenger information, and better coordination with trains and buses.

Public transport
879.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Between 4 December 2014 and
16 September 2015, on what dates and times was there a strike or work ban by employees of Metro
Trains Melbourne or Yarra Trams, and in each case:
(1)
(2)

What did the strike or work ban entail.
How many timetabled Metro train trips were:
(a) cancelled;
(b) operated as short trips.

(3)

How many timetabled tram trips were:
(a) cancelled;
(b) operated as short trips.

(4)
(5)
(6)

What was the total number of scheduled Metro train trips on each date of strikes or work bans.
What was the total number of scheduled tram trips on each date of strikes or work bans.
On each date of strikes or work bans, what percentage of timetabled Metro train trips were:
(a) cancelled;
(b) operated as short trips.

(7)

On each date of strikes or work bans, what percentage of timetabled tram trips were:
(a) cancelled;
(b) operated as short trips.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
As part of the recent enterprise bargaining agreement negotiations between Metro Trains, Yarra Trams and RTBU
the Andrews Labor Government firmly held the view that industrial action was not required. While any stoppage is
regrettable we are pleased that train stoppages were confined to one 4 hour, off peak, stoppage. Tram stoppages
were confined to two 4 hour, off peak, stoppages, during these negotiations.

Attorney-General
1015.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How much has the Department of Justice and
Regulation spent on newspaper and print advertising since:
(1)
(2)

1 December 2014.
1 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.
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Attorney-General
1016.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How much has the Department of Justice and
Regulation spent on legal fees since:
(1)
(2)

1 December 2014.
1 July 2015.

ANSWER:
Expenditure on government legal expenses was previously publicly available in the Government Legal Services
Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the publication of this report in
2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-2010 to 2014-2015. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume
publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.

Attorney-General
1017.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — What is the name of each legal firm that the Department
of Justice and Regulation has engaged since 1 December 2014.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The names of legal firms engaged by the Victorian Government was previously publicly available in the
Government Legal Services Annual Report, which was last published in 2010. The former government ceased the
publication of this report in 2011.
The Department of Justice and Regulation is preparing an updated and abridged report on Government Legal
Services in relation to the previously unreported six-year period 2009-2010 to 2014-2015. This report will be
published on the Department of Justice and Regulation website when it is finalised. The Government will resume
publication of the Report on Government Legal Services on an annual basis.

Attorney-General
1020.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How many full time staff were employed by the
Department of Justice and Regulation as at:
(1)
(2)

31 January 2015;
30 June 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Attorney-General
1021.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How many part time staff were employed by the
Department of Justice and Regulation as at:
(1)

31 January 2015;
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31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Attorney-General
1022.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How many casual staff were employed by the
Department of Justice and Regulation as at:
(1)
(2)

31 January 2015;
31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Information on staff numbers and VPS classifications is provided in the annual reports of departments, agencies
and authorities.

Attorney-General
1026.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How many of the following persons were employed
under the Public Administration Act 2004 (the Act) to work in the office of Attorney General:
(1)

Ministerial officers employed by the Premier under the Act in policy roles:
(a) as at 31 January 2015;
(b) as at 31 August 2015.

(2)

Ministerial officers employed by the Premier under the Act in media roles.
(a) as at 31 January 2015;
(b) as at 31 August 2015.

(3)

Departmental liaison officers employed by the Department of Justice and Regulation under the
Act.
(a) as at 31 January 2015;
(b) as at 31 August 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)(a) and (b)
The employment of staff in Ministerial offices is a matter for the Premier.
(2)(a) and (b)
The employment of staff in Ministerial offices is a matter for the Premier.
(3)(a) and (b)
Information on departmental employment is provided in the Department of Justice and Regulation’s Annual
Report.
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Attorney-General
1027.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How much has the Department of Justice and
Regulation spent on television advertising since:
(1)
(2)

1 December 2014;
1 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Attorney-General
1028.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How much has the Department of Justice and
Regulation spent on radio advertising since:
(1)
(2)

1 December 2014;
1 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Attorney-General
1029.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General — How much has the Department of Justice and
Regulation spent on social media advertising since:
(1)
(2)

1 December 2014;
1 July 2015.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details of government advertising are reported annually in the Victorian Government’s advertising report. The
report is being finalised and will be released upon completion, before the end of the year.

Ports
1050.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Ports — With reference to container trains:
(1)

(2)
(3)

Can double stacked container trains operate through Flinders Street Station from Southern Cross
Station and use crossovers to reach the Caulfield local or through lines en route to Lyndhurst; if
so, which track number or platform at Flinders Street is required to do this.
On what date were freight trains banned from the four older Viaduct tracks between Southern
Cross and Flinders Street Stations.
Will the proposed Melbourne Metro rail link facilitate access between the Port of Melbourne and
Dandenong South or Lyndhurst for double stacked container trains.
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(4)

From what date will broad or standard gauge container shuttle trains operate between the Port of
Melbourne and sidings at:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(5)

What further rail or port infrastructure is required before container shuttle trains can operate
between the Port of Melbourne and:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(6)

What is the estimated cost of each item of further rail or port infrastructure required to operate
container shuttle trains between the Port of Melbourne and:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(7)

For each year from 2015 to 2024:
(a) how many thousands of export containers are expected to be handled by container shuttle
trains operating between the Port of Melbourne and:
(i) Altona;
(ii) Somerton;
(iii) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.
(b)

how many thousands of import containers are expected to be handled by container shuttle
trains operating between the Port of Melbourne and:
(i) Altona;
(ii) Somerton;
(iii) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(8)

What is the average number of twenty foot equivalent units (TEUs) per train expected to be
handled between the Port of Melbourne and:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(9)

What is the maximum number of twenty foot equivalent units (TEUs) per train expected to be
handled between the Port of Melbourne and:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(10) What is the maximum possible length in metres and gross tonnage of container trains proposed for
operation between the Port of Melbourne and:
(a) Altona;
(b) Somerton;
(c) Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.
(11) In each year from 2015 to 2024, what percentage of containers are expected to be handled by the
use of double stacking between the Port of Melbourne and:
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Altona;
Somerton;
Dandenong South or Lyndhurst.

(12) What percentage of export containers were handled by the Port of Melbourne by rail in:
(a) 2014;
(b) 2015 to date.
(13) What percentage of import containers were handled by the Port of Melbourne by rail in:
(a) 2014;
(b) 2015 to date.
ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

Double stacked container trains cannot currently operate through Southern Cross and Flinders Street Stations
or on the Dandenong rail line. I am advised that double stacking is only viable on very long hauls across
Australia. The freight traffic on the Dandenong line today and likely traffic in the future is short haul, mostly
between Gippsland and Dandenong South and the Port of Melbourne.

(2)

I am advised that when the Melbourne Underground Loop was being planned and built, the four older
Viaduct tracks effectively became part of the Loop and new tracks were added for freight, V/Line passenger
and through cross-city Metro trains, and this continues to be the case.

(3)

Melbourne Metro will facilitate freight operations on the Dandenong corridor in two respects; firstly by
freeing up two surface tracks between Flinders Street and South Yarra and secondly by attracting passengers
from the road network freeing up space for ·freight traffic which have no other option other than to remain on
road. It is not planned to operate double stacked container trains in this corridor.

(4) to (7)
With investment by the private sector, agreements between various private sector entities and the required rail
path approvals, container shuttle trains can operate between the Port of Melbourne and Altona, Somerton and
Dandenong South or Lyndhurst. The actual date on which container train operations might commence will be
determined by the private sector.
(8) to (10)
The actual number of containers carried on and the length and gross tonnage of metropolitan shuttle trains is a
matter for the private sector, which would operate the system, working in conjunction with rail access
providers.
(11) Currently, there are no plans to alleviate the restrictions on double stacking into the Port of Melbourne at the
Bunbury Street tunnel or from the south east of Melbourne and, therefore, no containers will be double
stacked between the Port of Melbourne and the Altona, Somerton or Dandenong South I Lyndhurst terminals
between 2015 and 2024.
(12) and (13)
The Port of Melbourne Corporation reports rail throughput (percentage of mass tonnes throughput carried by
rail) to/from the Port on a combined import and export basis. The most recent data is provided below:
Port of Melbourne rail throughput (percentage of mass tonnes throughput carried by rail)
2013-14 (Full Year)
2014-15 (July-March)
12.7%
9.4%
Notes:
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– 2014-15 quarter 4 data not yet available.
– The decline in rail share in 2014-15 is due to diversion of Visy rail volumes from Melbourne to Sydney

Public transport
1094.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to the reorganisation of the
Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) and the concurrent
creation of Infrastructure Victoria:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many staff have or will move from DEDJTR to Infrastructure Victoria.
How many staff have or will cease to work for the DEDJTR because functions have been moved
to Infrastructure Victoria.
How many positions within DEDJTR have or will cease to exist because functions have been
moved to Infrastructure Victoria.
What reductions have or will be made to the budget of DEDJTR due to functions being
transferred to Infrastructure Victoria.

ANSWER:
For too long, evidence and transparency have been secondary considerations when it has come to Victoria’s
infrastructure decisions. Infrastructure Victoria will give the community and the private sector greater certainty
about our infrastructure needs, and the Labor Government’s strong plan to meet them.
As at the date the question was raised, I am advised that no DEDJTR positions or functions have been transferred
to Infrastructure Victoria.

Public transport
1095.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

As at 16 September 2015, what Melbourne town or city Public Transport Victoria contracted bus
routes were operated by:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC Ballarat;
(g) CDC Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
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James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during the morning weekday peak to
operate all routes from:
(a) Christians Bus Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC Ballarat;
(g) CDC Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
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(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
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Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during the afternoon and evening
weekday peak to operate all routes from:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC Ballarat;
(g) CDC Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton n Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
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Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during Saturdays to operate all routes
from:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus-Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(dd) Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
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Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons) Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during Sundays to operate all routes
from:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(dd) Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(ee) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(ff) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(gg) Little Coaches-Sale;
(hh) Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(ll)
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Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required to operate each separate route during:
(a) the morning weekday peak by:
(i)
Christians Bus-Ararat;
(ii)
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(iii)
Strath Transit;
(iv)
Christians Bus-Colac;
(v)
Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(vi)
CDC-Ballarat;
(vii)
CDC-Geelong;
(viii)
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(ix)
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(x)
Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(xi)
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(xii)
Sandlants-Beaufort;
(xiii)
Sandlants-Stawell;
(xiv)
Benalla Bus Lines;
(xv)
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(xvi)
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(xvii)
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(xviii) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(xix)
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(xx)
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(xxi)
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(xxii)
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(xxiii) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(xxiv) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(xxv)
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(xxvi) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(xxvii) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(xxviii) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(xxix) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(xxx)
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(xxxi) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(xxxii) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(xxxiii) Little Coaches-Sale;
(xxxiv) Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
(xxxv) Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
(xxxvi) Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
(xxxvii) Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
(xxxviii) Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5156

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

(b)

the afternoon and evening weekday peak by:
(i)
Christians Bus-Ararat;
(ii)
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(iii)
Strath Transit;
(iv)
Christians Bus-Colac;
(v)
Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(vi)
CDC-Ballarat;
(vii)
CDC-Geelong;
(viii)
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(ix)
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(x)
Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(xi)
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(xii)
Sandlants-Beaufort;
(xiii)
Sandlants-Stawell;
(xiv)
Benalla Bus Lines;
(xv)
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(xvi)
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(xvii)
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(xviii) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(xix)
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(xx)
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(xxi)
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(xxii)
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(xxiii) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(xxiv) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(xxv)
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(xxvi) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(xxvii) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(xxviii) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(xxix) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(xxx)
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(xxxi) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(xxxii) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(xxxiii) Little Coaches-Sale;
(xxxiv) Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
(xxxv) Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
(xxxvi) Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
(xxxvii) Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
(xxxviii) Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(c)

Saturdays by:
(i)
Christians Bus-Ararat;
(ii)
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(iii)
Strath Transit;
(iv)
Christians Bus-Colac;
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(v)
(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
(x)
(xi)
(xii)
(xiii)
(xiv)
(xv)
(xvi)
(xvii)
(xviii)
(xix)
(xx)
(xxi)
(xxii)
(xxiii)
(xxiv)
(xxv)
(xxvi)
(xxvii)
(xxviii)
(xxix)
(xxx)
(xxxi)
(xxxii)
(xxxiii)
(xxxiv)
(xxxv)
(xxxvi)
(xxxvii)
(xxxviii)
(d)
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Bacchus Marsh-Coaches;
CDC-Ballarat;
CDC-Geelong;
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
Sandlants-Beaufort;
Sandlants-Stawell;
Benalla Bus Lines;
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
Warragul Bu s Lines-Warragul;
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

Sundays by:
(i)
Christians Bus-Ararat;
(ii)
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(iii)
Strath Transit;
(iv)
Christians Bus-Colac;
(v)
Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(vi)
CDC-Ballarat;
(vii)
CDC-Geelong;
(viii)
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(ix)
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
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(x)
(xi)
(xii)
(xiii)
(xiv)
(xv)
(xvi)
(xvii)
(xviii)
(xix)
(xx)
(xxi)
(xxii)
(xxiii)
(xxiv)
(xxv)
(xxvi)
(xxvii)
(xxviii)
(xxix)
(xxx)
(xxxi)
(xxxii)
(xxxiii)
(xxxiv)
(xxxv)
(xxxvi)
(xxxvii)
(xxxviii)
(7)
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Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
Sandlants-Beaufort;
Sandlants-Stawell;
Benalla Bus Lines;
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

As at 16 September 2015, what was the age range of buses on town route Victorian and southern
NSW bus routes operated by:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
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(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(ll)
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Benalla Bus Lines;
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(8)

What is the total amount allocated for the ongoing town bus replacement program in:
(a) 2015–16;
(b) 2016–17.

(9)

What is the amount allocated in 2015–16 for the ongoing town bus replacement program to:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
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(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(ll)
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Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(10) What is the amount allocated in 2016–17 for the ongoing town bus replacement program to:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f
CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
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(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
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(kk)
(ll)
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McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(11) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in the remainder of 2015 for:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
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(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(ll)
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Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(12) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in 2016 for:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(dd) Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
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(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(ll)
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Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(13) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in 2017 for:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(dd) Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(ee) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(ff) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(gg) Little Coaches-Sale;
(hh) Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
(ii) Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;

5163

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5164

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

(jj) Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
(kk) Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
(ll) Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.
(14) How many buses is it anticipated that the town bus replacement program will provide in:
(a) the remainder of 2015–16 to:
(i)
Christians Bus-Ararat;
(ii)
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(iii)
Strath Transit;
(iv)
Christians Bus-Colac;
(v)
Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(vi)
CDC-Ballarat;
(vii)
CDC-Geelong;
(viii)
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(ix)
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(x)
Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(xi)
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(xii)
Sandlants-Beaufort;
(xiii)
Sandlants-Stawell;
(xiv)
Benalla Bus Lines;
(xv)
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(xvi)
Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(xvii)
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(xviii) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(xix)
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(xx)
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(xxi)
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(xxii)
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(xxiii) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(xxiv) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(xxv)
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(xxvi) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(xxvii) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(xxviii) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(xxix) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(xxx)
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(xxxi) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(xxxii) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(xxxiii) Little Coaches-Sale;
(xxxiv) Shepparton Transit (Fallons) Shepparton;
(xxxv) Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
(xxxvi) Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
(xxxvii) Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
(xxxviii) Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.
(b)

2016–17 to:
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(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
(x)
(xi)
(xii)
(xiii)
(xiv)
(xv)
(xvi)
(xvii)
(xviii)
(xix)
(xx)
(xxi)
(xxii)
(xxiii)
(xxiv)
(xxv)
(xxvi)
(xxvii)
(xxviii)
(xxix)
(xxx)
(xxxi)
(xxxii)
(xxxiii)
(xxxiv)
(xxxv)
(xxxvi)
(xxxvii)
(xxxviii)
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Christians Bus-Ararat;
Christians Bus-Bendigo;
Strath Transit;
Christians Bus-Colac;
Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
CDC-Ballarat;
CDC-Geelong;
Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
Sandlants-Beaufort;
Sandlants-Stawell;
Benalla Bus Lines;
Castlemaine Bus Lines;
Thomson’s Bus Lines Cobram;
Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(15) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the average cost to:
(a) purchase a new town route single deck bus;
(b) equip a new town route single deck bus to Public Transport Victoria and Transport Safety
Victoria standard such as installation of myki bus consoles and fare payment devices.
(16) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the range of costs to:
(a) purchase a new town route single deck bus;
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equip a new town route single deck bus to Public Transport Victoria and Transport Safety
Victoria standard such as installation of myki bus consoles and fare payment devices.

(17) From 1 July to 16 September 2015 what amount has Public Transport Victoria paid to town route
bus operators in:
(a) diesel reimbursements;
(b) other fuel cost reimbursements.
(18) What is the estimated average price per litre that Public Transport Victoria has budgeted on
paying Victorian town route bus operators for financial year 2015–16 for:
(a) diesel;
(b) other fuel.
(19) From 1 July 2015 to 16 September 2015, what was the average cost per litre paid by Public
Transport Victoria for diesel and other fuel cost reimbursement claims to town route bus
operators.
(20) Are gains continuing to be made in fuel efficiency with regards to new Melbourne country route
buses purchases under the ongoing replacement program; if so, what are the gains.
(21) What is the average fuel consumption per kilometre for a typical Victorian town route single deck
bus.
(22) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Victorian town route
operators in the remainder of 2015 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of
each type of bus are anticipated to be purchased by:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
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Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(23) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Victorian town route bus
operators in 2016 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of each type of bus
are anticipated to be purchased by:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
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Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
Little Coaches-Sale;
Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

(24) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Victorian town route bus
operators in 2017 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of each are
anticipated to be purchased by:
(a) Christians Bus-Ararat;
(b) Christians Bus-Bendigo;
(c) Strath Transit;
(d) Christians Bus-Colac;
(e) Bacchus Marsh Coaches;
(f) CDC-Ballarat;
(g) CDC-Geelong;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Bairnsdale;
(i) Dysons Bus Company-Kyneton;
(j) Dysons Bus Company-Lakes Entrance;
(k) Dysons Bus Company-Wodonga;
(l) Sandlants-Beaufort;
(m) Sandlants-Stawell;
(n) Benalla Bus Lines;
(o) Castlemaine Bus Lines;
(p) Thomson’s Bus Lines-Cobram;
(q) Warragul Bus Lines-Drouin;
(r) Warragul Bus Lines-Warragul;
(s) James Newton Bus Service-Echuca (and Moama NSW);
(t) James Newton Bus Service-Rochester;
(u) McHarry’s Buslines-Geelong;
(v) Trotter’s Coaches-Hamilton;
(w) Wimmera Roadways-Horsham;
(x) Seymour Coaches-Kilmore;
(y) Seymour Coaches-Seymour;
(z) Seymour Coaches-Wallan;
(aa) Harley’s Bus Lines-Korumburra;
(bb) Latrobe Valley Bus Lines-Moe, Morwell and Traralgon;
(cc) Begonia Bus Lines-Maryborough;
(dd) Sunraysia Bus Lines-Mildura;
(ee) Jacobsons Bus Lines-Moroopna;
(ff) Portland Bus Lines-Portland;
(gg) Little Coaches-Sale;
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Shepparton Transit (Fallons)-Shepparton;
Fallons Bus Service-Wangaratta;
Swan Hill Bus Lines-Swan Hill;
Warrnambool Bus Lines-Warrnambool;
Gippsland Bus Services-Wonthaggi.

ANSWER:
I am advised that, as at the date the question was raised:
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) advises that researching and extracting the data required to respond to the question
would require significant time and resources. The resources required to extract the data cannot be justified at this
time.

Premier
1099.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Premier — With reference to the reorganisation of the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources (DEDJTR) and the concurrent creation of the
Level Crossings Removal Authority:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many staff have or will move from DEDJTR to the Level Crossings Removal Authority.
How many staff have or will cease to work for DEDJTR because functions have been moved to
the Level Crossings Removal Authority.
How many positions within DEDJTR have or will cease to exist because functions have been
moved to the Level Crossings Removal Authority.
What reductions have or will be made to the budget of DEDJTR due to functions being
transferred to the Level Crossings Removal Authority.

ANSWER:
(1)

The Level Crossing Removal Authority’s staff have been engaged through the use of standard recruitment
processes. As result of these recruitment processes there are currently 14 people seconded from DEDJTR to
the Level Crossing Removal Authority.

(2)

No functions have been or will be moved from DEDJTR to the Level Crossing Removal Authority.

(3)

No positions have been or will be moved from DEDJTR to the Level Crossing Removal Authority.

(4)

No budget has been or will be moved from DEDJTR to the Level Crossing Removal Authority.

Public transport
1102.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — With reference to bus routes in Victorian
provincial cities and towns:
(1)

Of provincial Victoria’s publicly funded bus routes, which are:
(a) the 10 busiest;
(b) the 10 least busy.

(2)

For the 10 busiest and 10 least busy publicly funded bus routes in provincial Victoria, between
1 July 2014 and 30 June 2015, how many passenger trips occurred through:
(a) myki touch ons;
(b) paper tickets.
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For the 10 busiest and 10 least busy publicly funded bus routes in provincial Victoria, what was
the change in patronage between the 2013–14 financial year and the 2014–15 financial year in:
(a) number of myki touch ons;
(b) paper ticket usage;
(c) overall percentage.

ANSWER:
I am advised that as at the date the question was raised:
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) does not currently hold route by route patronage data in a format that would
enable it to respond to these specific questions.
Regional bus patronage data is publicly available in the PTV annual report. PTV continues to undertake surveys to
monitor patronage data.

Public transport
1103.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

What were the top 10 Melbourne bus routes in 2014–15 on which:
(a) Authorised Officers issued reports of non compliance;
(b) DTPLI or its successor DEDJTR issued infringement notices for alleged ticketless travel.

(2)

In 2014–15, for each route in the answer to (1) above, how many of the following were issued:
(a) reports of non compliance;
(b) infringement notices.

(3)

For ticketless travel in 2014–15 on Melbourne metropolitan route buses, what number of reports
of non compliance:
(a) were withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR administratively but unconnected to any court
decision or action;
(b) paid by the alleged offender;
(c) remain unpaid by the alleged offender;
(d) proceeded to a hearing in court and were withdrawn due to a finding in favour of the
defendant;
(e) withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR prior to a scheduled contested court hearing.

(4)

For ticketless travel in 2014–15 on Melbourne metropolitan route buses, what number of transport
infringement notices:
(a) were withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR administratively but unconnected to any court
decision or action;
(b) paid by the alleged offender;
(c) remain unpaid by the alleged offender;
(d) proceeded to a hearing in court and were withdrawn due to a finding in favour of the
defendant;
(e) withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR prior to a scheduled contested court hearing.

(5)

For ticketless travel in 2014–15 on Melbourne metropolitan route buses, what percentage of
reports of non compliance:
(a) were withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR administratively but unconnected to any court
decision or action;
(b) paid by the alleged offender;
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remain unpaid by the alleged offender;
proceeded to a hearing in court and were withdrawn due to a finding in favour of the
defendant;
withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR prior to a scheduled contested court hearing.

(6)

For ticketless travel in 2014–15 on Melbourne metropolitan route buses, what percentage of
transport infringement notices:
(a) were withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR administratively but unconnected to any court
decision or action;
(b) paid by the alleged offender;
(c) remain unpaid by the alleged offender;
(d) proceeded to a hearing in court and were withdrawn due to a finding in favour of the
defendant;
(e) withdrawn by DTPLI or DEDJTR prior to a scheduled contested court hearing.

(7)

In each case in (3), (4), (5) and (6) what monetary amount did this represent.

ANSWER:
I am advised that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)-(2)
The Department does not systematically store data on which bus route the offence occurred. This data is on the
hardcopy Report of Non Compliance only, as it is only relevant at the point of interception and not required in the
issuance of an Infringement Notice.
(3)-(7)
Data has been kept on the basis of issuing agency and it is not possible to extract bus data for the period in question
without conducting a manual check of historical records, which would be an unreasonable diversion of
departmental resources.

Public transport
1104.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

Between 4 December 2014 and 23 September 2015, how many complaints regarding noise
emissions from trams using curves were received by:
(a) Public Transport Victoria;
(b) Yarra Trams.

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

For what locations were each of these complaints made.
How many were made in respect of each location.
What and when will any action occur to ameliorate these concerns.
What amount has been budgeted for any such works in:
(a) 2015.
(b) 2016.

(6)

What is the typical cost of reducing tram turning noise on a standalone double track curve.

ANSWER:
I am advised that, as at the date the question was raised: 21 complaints were received between 4 December 2014
and 23 September 2015.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5172

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

Rail grinding makes the tracks less noisy and provides a smoother ride for the vehicle. Yarra Trams undertakes a
rail grinding program annually based on site inspections that identify areas of rough track which contribute to noise
and rough ride quality.

Public transport
1110.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Aviation Road, Laverton during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Aviation Road, Laverton. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Aviation Road, Laverton, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Attorney-General
1111.

Mr PESUTTO to ask the Attorney General —
(1)
(2)

(3)

(4)

How many Community Correction Orders were imposed under the Sentencing Act 1991 in the
period 1 January to 31 August 2015.
Since 1 January 2015, how many Community Correction Orders have been imposed under the
Sentencing Act 1991 in respect of offenders convicted under the Crimes Act 1991 for any:
(a) offence involving homicide;
(b) offence involving rape;
(c) offence involving intentionally causing serious injury;
(d) sexual offence involving a minor.
Since 1 January 2015, in how many cases has bail been granted to an accused under the Bail Act
1977 in which the Court has relied in its reasons, wholly or partly, on Boulton & Ors v R [2014]
VSCA 342 (22 December 2014).
Since 1 January 2015, in how many cases has bail been granted to an accused under the Bail Act
1977 in which the prosecution opposed the granting of bail on the ground of, or on grounds which
included, the threat of terrorism or terrorism related activities.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1) & (2)
The Sentencing Advisory Council (SAC) regularly publishes statistical “snapshots.’’ on sentencing outcomes,
including community corrections orders, for specific offences. The SAC’s website includes all current
publications and also provides the SAC “SACSTAT” facility, which enables users to interrogate the database

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5173

for sentencing outcomes for a wide range of offences. The SAC will publish updates on sentencing outcomes
for 2015 in due course.
(3)

There is no data available in response to this request. It would require a manual review of hearing transcripts
in every bail application made in Victoria since 1 January 2015.

(4)

Since January 2015, the Commonwealth Director of Public Prosecutions reports only one matter where a
grant of bail was made by a court in relation to a terrorism offence. This bail was granted despite opposition
from the Commonwealth OPP. In relation to Victorian offences, a man was arrested in January 2015 for
offences relating to threatening and harassing behaviour and was remanded in custody. He was later released
on bail despite the opposition of Victoria Police, whose prosecutors alleged the accused had links to
terrorism.

Public transport
1113.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Balcombe Road, Mentone during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Balcombe Road, Mentone. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Balcombe Road, Mentone, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1114.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Bell Street, Coburg during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Bell Street, Coburg. This detailed planning work will identify appropriate
timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors including the
complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for money
outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Bell Street, Coburg, when this
planning work has been completed.
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The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1115.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Bell Street, Preston during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Bell Street, Preston. This detailed planning work will identify appropriate
timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors including the
complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for money
outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Bell Street, Preston, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1116.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Buckley Street, Essendon during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Buckley Street, Essendon. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Buckley Street, Essendon, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1117.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Camp Road, Campbellfield during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
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The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Camp Road, Campbellfield. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Camp Road, Campbellfield,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1118.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Charman Road, Cheltenham during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Charman Road, Cheltenham. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Charman Road, Cheltenham,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1119.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Cherry Street, Werribee during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Cherry Street, Werribee. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
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We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Cherry Street, Werribee, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1120.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Clyde Road, Berwick during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Clyde Road, Berwick. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Clyde Road, Berwick, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1121.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Edithvale Road, Edithvale during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Edithvale Road, Edithvale. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Edithvale Road, Edithvale, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1122.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Eel Race Road, Seaford during the term of the current Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Eel Race Road, Seaford. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Eel Race Road, Seaford, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1123.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Ferguson Street, Williamstown during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Ferguson Street, Williamstown. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Ferguson Street, Williamstown,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1124.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Glenroy Road, Glenroy during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Glenroy Road, Glenroy. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
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including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Glenroy Road, Glenroy, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1125.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Grange Road, Alphington during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Grange Road, Alphington. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Grange Road, Alphington, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1126.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Hallam Road, Hallam during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Hallam Road, Hallam. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Hallam Road, Hallam, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.
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Public transport
1127.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at High Street, Reservoir during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at High Street, Reservoir. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of High Street, Reservoir, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1128.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Kororoit Creek Road, Williamstown North during the term of the current
Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Kororoit Creek Road, Williamstown North. This detailed planning work
will identify appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of
factors including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best
value for money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Kororoit Creek Road,
Williamstown North, when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1129.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
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The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Lower Plenty Road, Rosanna,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1130.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Manchester Road, Mooroolbark during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Manchester Road, Mooroolbark. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Manchester Road, Mooroolbark,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1131.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Maroondah Highway, Lilydale during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Maroondah Highway, Lilydale. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
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We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Maroondah Highway, Lilydale,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1132.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Melton Highway, Sydenham during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Melton Highway, Sydenham. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Melton Highway, Sydenham,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1133.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Moreland Road, Brunswick during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Moreland Road, Brunswick. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Moreland Road, Brunswick,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1134.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Mountain Highway, Bayswater during the term of the current Parliament.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Mountain Highway, Bayswater. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Mountain Highway, Bayswater,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1135.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Scoresby Road, Bayswater during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Scoresby Road, Bayswater. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Scoresby Road, Bayswater, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1136.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Seaford Road, Seaford during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Seaford Road, Seaford. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
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including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Seaford Road, Seaford, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1137.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Skye/Overton Road, Frankston during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Skye/Overton Road, Frankston. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Skye/Overton Road, Frankston,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1138.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at South Gippsland Highway, Dandenong during the term of the current
Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at South Gippsland Highway, Dandenong. This detailed planning work will
identify appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of South Gippsland Highway,
Dandenong, when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.
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Public transport
1139.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Station Street, Bonbeach during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Station Street, Bonbeach. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Station Street, Bonbeach, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1140.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Station Street, Carrum during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Station Street, Carrum. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Station Street, Carrum, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1141.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
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The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Thompsons Road, Lyndhurst,
when this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1142.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Toorak Road, Kooyong during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Toorak Road, Kooyong. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Toorak Road, Kooyong, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1143.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Werribee Street, Werribee during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Werribee Street, Werribee. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
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We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Werribee Street, Werribee, when
this planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1144.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — Will construction commence on the level
crossing removal project at Burke Road, Glen Iris during the term of the current Parliament.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as the date the question was raised:
The government has committed to removing 50 level crossings across Melbourne, with 20 of these to be completed
in the first term of government. This does not preclude commencing work on more than 20 in the first term of
government.
LXRA is currently developing a program level business case that will coordinate the removal of all 50 level
crossings, including the level crossing at Burke Road, Glen Iris. This detailed planning work will identify
appropriate timeframes for planning, consultation; procurement and delivery based on a number of factors
including the complexity and packaging of each site, impacts on the whole transport network and the best value for
money outcomes for the community.
We look forward to providing further updates about the timing for the removal of Burke Road, Glen Iris, when this
planning work has been completed.
The government is committed to removing all 50 level crossings by 2022.

Public transport
1147.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport — How many of the following persons were
employed under the Public Administration Act 2004 to work in the office of the Minister for Public
Transport:
(1)

Ministerial officers employed by the Premier in policy roles:
(a) as at 15 December 2014;
(b) as at 28 February 2015;
(c) as at 28 September 2015.

(2)

Ministerial officers employed by the Premier in media roles:
(a) as at 15 December 2014;
(b) as at 28 February 2015;
(c) as at 28 September 2015.

(3)

Departmental liaison officers employed by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources:
(a) as at 15 December 2014;
(b) as at 28 February 2015;
(c) as at 28 September 2015.

ANSWER:
Ministerial advisers employed by the Premier’s office provide support, advice and assistance to the Premier.
Ministerial advisers employed within my office provide support, advice and assistance on my portfolio areas.
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Collaboration often occurs as part of the normal functions of government.
Details of employment by the Department of Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and Resources are published
in its annual report.

Energy and resources
1149.

Mr BULL (Gippsland East) to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — What is the current status
of Mining Licence Min 5335 in the electorate of Gippsland East and what are the details of any current
considerations that may result in a change to this status.

ANSWER:
Rocky Mining Pty Ltd holds Mining Licence MIN 5335, which covers 35.49 hectares in East Gippsland. MIN
5335 was first granted to Rocky Mining on 31 August 1982 for mining gold.
MIN 5335 is currently ‘pending renewal’, but because Rocky Mining was placed under Administration on
24 August 2015, no action on the licence can be undertaken until this issue has been resolved.

Public transport
1283.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

As at 16 September 2015, what Melbourne metropolitan bus routes were operated by:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(I) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus lines;
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(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(2)

13 November to 26 November 2015

Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during the morning weekday peak to
operate all routes from:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(I) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
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(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(3)
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Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during the afternoon and evening
weekday peak to operate all routes from:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(ff) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(gg) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(hh) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(ii) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(jj) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(kk) Any other bus operator.

5189
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(4)

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during Saturdays to operate all routes
from:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(ff) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(gg) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(hh) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(ii) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(jj) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(kk) Any other bus operator.

(5)

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required during Sundays to operate all routes
from:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
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(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
(6)
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CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
Cranbourne Transit;
Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
Kastoria Bus Lines;
Kingstons Tours;
Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

As at 16 September 2015, how many buses were required to operate each separate route during:
(a) the morning weekday peak by:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
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(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(b)

the afternoon and evening weekday peak by:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
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(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(c)

Saturdays by:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
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(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(d)

Sundays by:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
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(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(7)

As at 16 September 2015, what was the age range of buses on Melbourne metropolitan bus routes
operated by:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company-Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company-Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(ff) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
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(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
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Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(8)

What is the total amount allocated for the ongoing metropolitan bus replacement program in:
(a) 2015–16;
(b) 2016–17.

(9)

What is the amount allocated in 2015–16 for the ongoing metropolitan bus replacement program
to:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(ff) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(gg) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(hh) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
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(ii) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(jj) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(kk) Any other bus operator.
(10) What is the amount allocated in 2016–17 for the ongoing metropolitan bus replacement program
to:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(n) Moreland Bus Lines;
(o) Reservoir Bus Company;
(p) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(q) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(r) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(s) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(t) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(u) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(v) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(w) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(x) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(y) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(z) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(aa) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(bb) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(cc) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(dd) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(ee) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(ff) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(gg) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(hh) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(ii) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(jj) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(kk) Any other bus operator.
(11) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in the remainder of 2015 for:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
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(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
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CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
Cranbourne Transit;
Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
Kastoria Bus Lines;
Kingstons Tours;
Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(12) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in 2016 for:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
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(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
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Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
Kastoria Bus Lines;
Kingstons Tours;
Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(13) How many buses will reach the maximum permitted age of 18 years in 2017 for:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
(k) Martyrs Bus Service;
(l) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(m) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
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(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)

13 November to 26 November 2015

Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(14) How many buses is it anticipated that the metropolitan bus replacement program will provide in:
(a) the remainder of 2015 to:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
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(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(b)

2016 to:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
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(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(c)

2017 to:
(i) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(ii) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(iii) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(iv) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(v) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(vi) Cranbourne Transit;
(vii) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(viii) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(ix) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(x) Kingstons Tours;
(xi) Martyrs Bus Service;
(xii) McKenzies Tourist Services;
(xiii) Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
(xiv) Moreland Bus Lines;
(xv) Reservoir Bus Company;
(xvi) Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
(xvii) Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
(xviii) Sunbury Bus Lines;
(xix) Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
(xx) Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
(xxi) Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
(xxii) Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
(xxiii) Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
(xxiv) Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
(xxv) Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
(xxvi) Tullamarine Bus Lines;
(xxvii) Ventura-Croydon Depot;
(xxviii) Ventura-Hastings Depot;
(xxix) Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
(xxx) Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
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(xxxi) Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
(xxxii) Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
(xxxiii) Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
(xxxiv) Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
(xxxv) Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
(xxxvi) Ventura-Seaford Depot;
(xxxvii) Any other bus operator.
(15) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the average cost to purchase:
(a) a new metropolitan single deck Melbourne bus;
(b) a new metropolitan double deck Melbourne bus.
(16) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the average cost to equip to Public
Transport Victoria and Transport Safety Victoria standard such as installation of myki bus
consoles and fare payment devices:
(a) a new metropolitan single deck Melbourne bus;
(b) a new metropolitan double deck Melbourne bus.
(17) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the range of costs to purchase:
(a) a new metropolitan single deck Melbourne bus;
(b) a new metropolitan double deck Melbourne bus.
(18) From 1 January 2015 to 16 September 2015 what was the range of costs to equip to Public
Transport Victoria and Transport Safety Victoria standard such as installation of myki bus
consoles and fare payment devices:
(a) a new metropolitan single deck Melbourne bus;
(b) a new metropolitan double deck Melbourne bus.
(19) From 1 July to 16 September 2015 what amount has Public Transport Victoria paid to Melbourne
metropolitan route bus operators in:
(a) diesel reimbursements;
(b) other fuel cost reimbursements.
(20) How does the amount Public Transport Victoria has paid to Melbourne metropolitan route bus
operators in diesel reimbursements and other fuel cost reimbursements compare to budget.
(21) What is the average price per litre that Public Transport Victoria has budgeted on paying
Melbourne metropolitan bus operators in 2015–16 for:
(a) diesel;
(b) other fuel.
(22) From 1 July 2015 to 16 September 2015, what was the average cost per litre paid by Public
Transport Victoria for diesel and other fuel cost reimbursement claims.
(23) Are gains continuing to be made in fuel efficiency with regards to new Melbourne metropolitan
buses purchases under the ongoing replacement program; if so, what are the gains.
(24) What is the average fuel consumption per kilometre of:
(a) a typical Melbourne metropolitan single deck route bus;
(b) a typical Melbourne metropolitan double deck route bus.
(25) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Melbourne bus operators
in the remainder of 2015 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of each type
of bus are anticipated to be purchased by:
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
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Broadmeadows Bus Service;
CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
Cranbourne Transit;
Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
Kastoria Bus Lines;
Kingstons Tours;
Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(26) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Melbourne bus operators
2016 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of each type of bus are
anticipated to be purchased by:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
(bb)
(cc)
(dd)
(ee)
(ff)
(gg)
(hh)
(ii)
(jj)
(kk)
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Cranbourne Transit;
Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
Kastoria Bus Lines;
Kingstons Tours;
Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(27) Will any further purchases made under the bus replacement program for Melbourne bus operators
in 2017 be single deck buses or double deck buses; if so, how many of each are anticipated to be
purchased by:
(a) Broadmeadows Bus Service;
(b) CDC Melbourne-Altona Depot;
(c) CDC Melbourne-Oakleigh Depot;
(d) CDC Melbourne-Sunshine Depot;
(e) CDC Melbourne-Werribee Depot;
(f) Cranbourne Transit;
(g) Dysons Bus Company— Bundoora Depot;
(h) Dysons Bus Company— Reservoir Depot;
(i) Kastoria Bus Lines;
(j) Kingstons Tours;
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(r)
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Martyrs Bus Service;
McKenzies Tourist Services;
Moonee Valley Bus Lines;
Moreland Bus Lines;
Reservoir Bus Company;
Ryan Bros. Bus Service;
Sita Coaches-West Footscray Depot;
Sunbury Bus Lines;
Transdev-Tullamarine (interim) Depot;
Transdev-Dandenong Depot;
Transdev-Doncaster Depot;
Transdev-Keysborough Depot;
Transdev-Reservoir (interim) Depot;
Transdev-North Fitzroy Depot;
Transdev-Sandringham Depot;
Tullamarine Bus Lines;
Ventura-Croydon Depot;
Ventura-Hastings Depot;
Ventura-Ivanhoe Depot;
Ventura-Knoxfield Depot;
Ventura-Lilydale Depot;
Ventura-Moorabbin Depot;
Ventura-Oakleigh Depot;
Ventura-Pakenham Depot;
Ventura-Rosebud Depot;
Ventura-Seaford Depot;
Any other bus operator.

(28) What measurement of loading and unloading times, if any, has been undertaken for the operation
of double deck buses for CDC Melbourne’s Werribee routes and how do the results compare in
passengers per minute handled to standard single deck route buses.
ANSWER:
I am advised that, as at the date the question was raised:
Public Transport Victoria (PTV) advises that researching and extracting the data required to respond to the question
would require significant time and resources. The resources required to extract the data cannot be justified at this
time.

Local government
2562.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ararat Rural City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2563.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ballarat City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2564.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Banyule City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2565.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bass Coast Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2566.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Baw Baw Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2567.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bayside City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2568.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Benalla Rural City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2569.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Boroondara City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2570.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Brimbank City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2571.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Buloke Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2572.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Campaspe Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2573.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Cardinia Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2574.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Casey City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2575.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Central Goldfields Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2576.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Colac Otway Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2577.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
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within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Corangamite Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2578.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Darebin City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2579.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the East Gippsland Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2580.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Frankston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2581.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Gannawarra Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2582.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glen Eira City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2583.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glenelg Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2584.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Golden Plains Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2585.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Bendigo City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2586.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Dandenong City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2587.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Geelong City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2588.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
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buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Shepparton City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2589.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hepburn Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2590.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hindmarsh Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2591.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hobsons Bay City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2592.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Horsham Rural City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2593.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hume City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2594.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Indigo Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2595.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Kingston City Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2596.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Knox City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2597.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Latrobe City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2598.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Loddon Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2599.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
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buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Macedon Ranges Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2600.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Manningham City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2601.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mansfield Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2602.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maribyrnong City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2603.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maroondah City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2604.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melbourne City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2605.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melton City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2606.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
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within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mildura Rural City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2607.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mitchell Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2608.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moira Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2609.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Monash City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2610.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moonee Valley City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2611.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moorabool Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2612.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moreland City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2613.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2614.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mount Alexander Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2615.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moyne Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2616.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Murrindindi Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2617.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
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within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Nillumbik Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2618.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Northern Grampians Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2619.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Port Phillip City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2620.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Pyrenees Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2621.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Borough of Queenscliffe; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2622.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the South Gippsland Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2623.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the South Grampians Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2624.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Stonnington City Council; if
so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2625.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Strathbogie Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2626.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Surf Coast Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2627.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Swan Hill Rural City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2628.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Towong Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2629.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wangaratta Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2630.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Warrnambool City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2631.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wellington Shire Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2632.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the West Wimmera Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2633.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whitehorse City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2634.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whittlesea City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2635.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
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buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wodonga City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2636.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wyndham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2637.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Local government
2638.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra Ranges Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Local government
2639.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Local Government — Between 1 December 2014 and
30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or
buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities
within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarriambiack Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 1550 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Mental health
2828.

Mr BULL (Gippsland East) to ask the Minister for Mental Health — With reference to the Minister’s
response to question on notice 518, which advised that 32 drug and alcohol residential rehabilitation
beds were funded by the Government in the 2015–16 financial year:
(1)
(2)

At which facilities will the beds be located.
When will they be available for use in each location.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government allocated $1.6 million in the 2015-16 State Budget to provide 32 additional alcohol and
drug residential rehabilitation beds for community corrections clients. The beds will be located at six residential
rehabilitation facilities across the State.
Variations to agency service agreements are in progress to reflect this additional funding. It is expected that new
beds for community corrections clients will be made available by the end of the 2015 calendar year.

Public transport
2830.

Mr HODGETT to ask the Minister for Public Transport —
(1)

With reference to the inoperable escalator at the Collins and Macarthur Street end of Parliament
Station between the concourse and platforms 1 and 2:
(a) as at 8 October 2015, how long had one of the four escalators been inoperable;
(b) was the inoperability of the escalator caused by a defective handrail;
(c) was the contractor involved Liftronics Pty Ltd;
(d) did replacement spare parts have to be flown in from overseas; if so, from where;
(e) what date was the escalator returned to service at Parliament railway station;
(f) did the inoperability of the escalator at Parliament station mean that passengers originating at
Parliament had to walk to the Lonsdale Street entrance to access the platforms.

(2)

Why does the contract or service agreement between Metro Trains Melbourne, Public Transport
Victoria or other entities with Liftronics Pty Ltd not provide for a reasonable supply of spare parts
to be kept on hand.
Have there been any other instances of defective escalator handrails at Metro railway stations
between 1 January and 8 October 2015; if so, how many, on what dates and at what stations.

(3)
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
(1)

Public Transport Victoria (PTV) advises that researching and extracting the data required to respond to the
question would require significant time and resources. The resources required to extract the data cannot be
justified at this time.

(2)

PTV does not administer the contract/service agreement with Liftronics Pty Ltd and therefore is unable to
answer this question.

(3)

PTV advises that researching and extracting the data required to respond to the question would require
significant time and resources. The resources required to extract the data cannot be justified at this time.

Planning
2840.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Planning — With reference to the proposed quarry near
Birregurra, does the Minister plan to call in the planning application of MCG Group.

ANSWER:
1.

Colac Otway Shire Council refused MCG Quarries Pty Ltd’s application for a planning permit for a basalt
stone quarry at 320 Mooleric Road, Ombersley.

2.

MCG Quarries Pty Ltd sought a review of council’s decision by the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT).

3.

Colac Otway Shire Council requested that I call in the proceeding from VCAT as it believes the proceeding
poses an unacceptable risk to the accessibility and quality of ground water, raises a major issue of policy in
relation to the impacts of stone extraction on agricultural areas; and that the determination of the proceeding
will have an impact on planning objectives related to agricultural areas and environmental issues.

4.

I have decided to call in this matter as I consider that it raises a major issue of policy, including potentially
significant affects beyond the immediate locality, the impacts of stone extraction on agricultural areas and
accessibility to and quality of ground water. ·

5.

The determination of the proceeding may have a substantial effect on the achievement or development of
planning objectives relating to agricultural areas, in particular to provide for the fair, orderly, economic and
sustainable use and development of land and to balance the present and future interests of all Victorians.

Environment, climate change and water
3089.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Ararat Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3090.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Ballarat City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3091.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Banyule City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3092.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Bass Coast Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3093.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Baw Baw Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3094.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Bayside City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3095.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Benalla Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3096.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Boroondara City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3097.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Brimbank City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3098.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Buloke Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3099.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Campaspe Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3100.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Cardinia Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

(2)

ASSEMBLY

5233

What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3101.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Casey City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3102.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Central Goldfields Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3103.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Colac Otway Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3104.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Corangamite Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3105.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Darebin City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3106.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the East Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3107.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Frankston City Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3108.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Gannawarra Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3109.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Glen Eira City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3110.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Glenelg Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3111.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Golden Plains Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3112.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Greater Bendigo City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3113.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Greater Dandenong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3114.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Greater Geelong City Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

(2)

ASSEMBLY

5237

What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3115.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Greater Shepparton City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3116.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Hepburn Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3117.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Hindmarsh Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5238

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

Environment, climate change and water
3118.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Hobsons Bay City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3119.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Horsham Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3120.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Hume City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3121.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Indigo Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3122.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Kingston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3123.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Knox City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3124.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Latrobe City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3125.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Loddon Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3126.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Macedon Ranges Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3127.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Manningham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3128.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Mansfield Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3129.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Maribyrnong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3130.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Maroondah City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3131.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Melbourne City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3132.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Melton City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3133.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Mildura Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3134.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Mitchell Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3135.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Moira Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3136.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Monash City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3137.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Moonee Valley City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3138.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Moorabool Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3139.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Moreland City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3140.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3141.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Mount Alexander Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3142.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Moyne Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3143.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Murrindindi Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3144.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Nillumbik Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3145.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Northern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3146.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Port Phillip City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3147.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Pyrenees Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3148.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Borough of Queenscliffe; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3149.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the South Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3150.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Southern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3151.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Stonnington City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3152.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Strathbogie Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3153.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Surf Coast Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3154.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Swan Hill Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3155.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Towong Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3156.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Wangaratta Rural City Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3157.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Warrnambool City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3158.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Wellington Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3159.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the West Wimmera Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Environment, climate change and water
3160.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Whitehorse City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3161.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Whittlesea City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3162.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Wodonga City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3163.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Wyndham City Council; if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.
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What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3164.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Yarra City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3165.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Yarra Ranges Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Environment, climate change and water
3166.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — Between
1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any
Victorian Government land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget
sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of
the Yarriambiack Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
Given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Police
3245.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ararat Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3246.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ballarat City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3247.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Banyule City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3248.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bass Coast Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3249.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Baw Baw Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3250.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bayside City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3251.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Benalla City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3252.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Boroondara City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3253.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Brimbank City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3254.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Buloke Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3255.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Campaspe Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3256.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Cardinia Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3257.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Casey City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3258.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Central Goldfields Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3259.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Colac Otway Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3260.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Corangamite Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3261.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Darebin City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Police
3262.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the East Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3263.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Frankston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3264.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Gannawarra Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3265.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glen Eira City Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3266.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glenelg Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3267.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Golden Plains Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3268.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Bendigo City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3269.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Dandenong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3270.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Geelong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3271.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Shepparton City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3272.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hepburn Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3273.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hindmarsh Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3274.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hobsons Bay City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3275.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Horsham Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3276.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hume City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3277.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Indigo Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3278.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Kingston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Police
3279.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Knox City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3280.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Latrobe City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3281.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Loddon Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3282.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Macedon Ranges Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3283.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Manningham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3284.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mansfield Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3285.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maribyrnong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3286.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maroondah City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3287.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melbourne City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3288.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melton City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3289.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mildura Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3290.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mitchell Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3291.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moira Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3292.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Monash City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3293.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moonee Valley City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3294.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moorabool Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3295.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moreland City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Police
3296.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3297.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mount Alexander Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3298.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moyne Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3299.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Murrindindi Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3300.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Nillumbik Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3301.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Northern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3302.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Port Phillip City Council; if so:

(1)
(2)
ANSWER:

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3303.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Pyrenees Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3304.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Borough of Queenscliffe; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3305.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the South Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3306.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Southern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3307.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Stonnington City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3308.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Strathbogie Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3309.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Surf Coast Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5271

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3310.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Swan Hill Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3311.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Towong Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3312.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wangaratta Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5272

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

Police
3313.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Warrnambool City Council; if so:

(1)
(2)
ANSWER:

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3314.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wellington Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3315.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the West Wimmera Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3316.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whitehorse City Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3317.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whittlesea City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3318.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wodonga City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3319.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wyndham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3320.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3321.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra Ranges Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Police
3322.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Police — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015 was
the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarriambiack Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3323.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ararat Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3324.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ballarat City Council;
if so:
(1)

What is the address of each property.

(2)

What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3325.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Banyule City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3326.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bass Coast Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3327.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Baw Baw Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3328.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bayside City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3329.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Benalla Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3330.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Boroondara City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3331.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Brimbank City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3332.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Buloke Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3333.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Campaspe Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3334.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Cardinia Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3335.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Casey City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3336.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Central Goldfields
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3337.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Colac Otway Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3338.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Corangamite Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3339.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Darebin City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3340.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the East Gippsland Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3341.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Frankston City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3342.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Gannawarra Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3343.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glen Eira City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3344.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glenelg Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3345.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Golden Plains Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3346.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Bendigo City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3347.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Dandenong
City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3348.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Geelong City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3349.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Shepparton
City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3350.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hepburn Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3351.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hindmarsh Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3352.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hobsons Bay City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3353.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Horsham Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3354.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hume City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3355.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Indigo Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3356.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Kingston City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3357.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Knox City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3358.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5285

land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Latrobe City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3359.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Loddon Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3360.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Macedon Ranges
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3361.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Manningham City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3362.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mansfield Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3363.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maribyrnong City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3364.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maroondah City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3365.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melbourne City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3366.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melton City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3367.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mildura Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3368.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mitchell Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5288

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3369.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moira Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3370.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Monash City Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3371.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moonee Valley City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3372.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moorabool Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3373.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moreland City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3374.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3375.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mount Alexander
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3376.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moyne Shire Council;
if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3377.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Murrindindi Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3378.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Nillumbik Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3379.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Northern Grampians
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3380.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Port Phillip City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3381.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Pyrenees Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3382.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Borough of
Queenscliffe; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3383.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the South Gippsland Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3384.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Southern Grampians
Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3385.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Stonnington City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3386.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Strathbogie Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3387.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Surf Coast Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3388.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Swan Hill Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3389.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Towong Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3390.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wangaratta Rural City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3391.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Warrnambool City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3392.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wellington Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3393.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the West Wimmera Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3394.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whitehorse City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3395.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whittlesea City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3396.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wodonga City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3397.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wyndham City
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3398.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra City Council; if
so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3399.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra Ranges Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Prevention of family violence
3400.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for the Prevention of Family Violence — Between 1 December 2014
and 30 September 2015 was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government
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land or buildings considered surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other
entities within the Minister’s portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarriambiack Shire
Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am informed that given the Member has asked 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information
would place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3478.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ararat Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3479.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Ballarat City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3480.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Banyule City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3481.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bass Coast Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3482.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Baw Baw Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3483.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Bayside City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Racing
3484.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Benalla Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3485.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Boroondara City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3486.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Brimbank City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3487.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Buloke Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3488.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Campaspe Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3489.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Cardinia Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3490.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Casey City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3491.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Central Goldfields Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3492.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Colac Otway Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3493.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Corangamite Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3494.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Darebin City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3495.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the East Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3496.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Frankston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3497.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Gannawarra Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3498.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glen Eira City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3499.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Glenelg Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3500.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Golden Plains Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Racing
3501.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Bendigo City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3502.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Dandenong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3503.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Geelong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3504.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Greater Shepparton City Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3505.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hepburn Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3506.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hindmarsh Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3507.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hobsons Bay City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3508.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Horsham Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3509.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Hume City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3510.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Indigo Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3511.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
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surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Kingston City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3512.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Knox City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3513.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Latrobe City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3514.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Loddon Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3515.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Macedon Ranges Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3516.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Manningham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3517.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mansfield Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Racing
3518.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maribyrnong City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3519.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Maroondah City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3520.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melbourne City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3521.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Melton City Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3522.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mildura Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3523.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mitchell Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3524.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moira Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3525.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Monash City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3526.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moonee Valley City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3527.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moorabool Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3528.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
5312

ASSEMBLY

13 November to 26 November 2015

surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moreland City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3529.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3530.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Mount Alexander Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3531.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Moyne Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3532.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Murrindindi Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3533.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Nillumbik Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3534.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Northern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Racing
3535.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Port Phillip City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3536.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Pyrenees Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3537.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Borough of Queenscliffe; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3538.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the South Gippsland Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3539.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Southern Grampians Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3540.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Stonnington City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3541.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Strathbogie Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3542.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Surf Coast Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3543.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Swan Hill Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3544.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Towong Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3545.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
13 November to 26 November 2015

ASSEMBLY

5317

surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wangaratta Rural City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3546.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Warrnambool City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3547.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wellington Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3548.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the West Wimmera Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3549.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whitehorse City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3550.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Whittlesea City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3551.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wodonga City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.
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Racing
3552.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Wyndham City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3553.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra City Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3554.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarra Ranges Shire Council; if so:
(1)
(2)

What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Racing
3555.

Mr MORRIS to ask the Minister for Racing — Between 1 December 2014 and 30 September 2015
was the Minister, or the Department, advised of any Victorian Government land or buildings considered
surplus to requirements and controlled by budget sector agencies or other entities within the Minister’s
portfolio and located in the municipal district of the Yarriambiack Shire Council; if so:
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What is the address of each property.
What action has the Government taken to dispose of each property.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Given the Member asked over 2430 questions of this nature, to retrieve/research this information would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of departments.

Health
3635.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Health — With reference to emergency services response times in
Strathbogie Shire, excluding responses by Community Emergency Response Team volunteers:
(1)
(2)

What is the average response time, expressed as minutes and seconds, for code one incidents.
What percentage of code one incidents are responded to in less than 15 minutes.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response time information by local government area is available on the Ambulance Victoria website.

Environment, climate change and water
3636.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to the
north–south pipeline:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the diameter of the pipeline at the offtake from the Goulburn River at Killingworth.
What is the diameter of the pipeline at the high lift pump station and the balancing storage.
What is the diameter of the pipeline at the Sugarloaf Reservoir.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The North-South Pipeline is 2400mm wide at its offtake from the Goulburn River and 1700mm wide at the high lift
pump station to the north side of the Sugarloaf Control Storage. The pipeline then decreases to 1350mm width at
the Sugarloaf Reservoir.
Further information on the specifications of the North-South Pipeline is available on the website of Melbourne
Water.

Environment, climate change and water
3637.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — What advice has the
Minister received about reversing the north–south pipeline.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As part of the Water plan, I’m regularly updated by the department on all aspects of the operation of the water grid,
including opportunities such as the desalination plan and the use of the pipeline to realise the potential of the grid.
I have yet to receive a detailed assessment of what would be required to reverse the pipeline including estimated
costs and technical requirements.
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Environment, climate change and water
3638.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
reversing the north–south pipeline:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much energy would be required.
What additional infrastructure would be required.
What is the estimated cost of that infrastructure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The infrastructure costs and the energy required to reverse the flow of the NorthSouth Pipeline would be
dependent on the amount of water to be moved. Any estimate of costs would be preliminary without a detailed
assessment of a range of operating conditions and consideration of implications on the Melbourne headworks
system.

Industry
3640.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
5 October 2015 ‘Hawkei Defence Contract a Win for Victorian Jobs’, did the Government provide any
funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much funding was
provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3642.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
17 September 2015 ‘New Rinnai Manufacturing Facility to Create 160 New Jobs’, did the Government
provide any funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much
funding was provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3643.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
7 September 2015 ‘$2 Billion Defence Contract to Boost Victorian Jobs and Economy’, did the
Government provide any funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so,
how much funding was provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.
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Industry
3645.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
14 August 2015 ‘Warm Reception for New Freezer Jobs in Epping’, did the Government provide any
funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much funding was
provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3646.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
24 June 2015 ‘New Jobs at Susan Cakes Sweetener for Victorian Economy’, did the Government
provide any funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much
funding was provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3649.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
19 May 2015 ‘Inenco’s Distribution Centre Opens in Truganina’, did the Government provide any
funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much funding was
provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclo.se details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3650.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
27 February 2015 ‘Thales Tender Means More Jobs for Victorians’, did the Government provide any
funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much funding was
provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Industry
3652.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister for Regional
Development’s media release of 9 October 2015 ‘Mars Petcare Expansion Secures 500 Jobs in
Wodonga’, did the Government provide any funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the
media release; if so, how much funding was provided.
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ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Public transport
3661.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Public Transport — When will work commence on the level
crossing removals at:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Centre Road, Clayton.
Clayton Road, Clayton.
Murrumbeena Road, Murrumbeena.
Koornang Road, Carnegie.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Andrews Labor Government has announced all nine level crossings between Caulfield and Dandenong,
including these four, will be removed by 2018. The Level Crossing Removal Authority is undertaking a tender
process for their removal. Further information of site specific construction time frames will be available when a
contract is awarded.

Industry
3662.

Mr R. SMITH to ask the Minister for Industry — With reference to the Minister’s media release of
14 October 2015 ‘New Global Headquarters Delivers 200 Jobs for Victoria’, did the Government
provide any funding that contributed to the outcome outlined in the media release; if so, how much
funding was provided.

ANSWER:
The Government does not disclose details of investment attraction related assistance. Details of any assistance
packages are commercial in confidence. This is consistent with the practice of consecutive Victorian Governments,
including the previous government.

Education
3668.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — With reference to Mt Duneed Primary School in
Williams Road, Mt Duneed:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Has the Government determined whether Mt Duneed Primary School will continue to operate on
its current site or be relocated to a future site in the Armstrong Creek growth corridor; if so:
When will this decision be made public.
When will the new Armstrong Creek School be operational.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2018 a new primary school and special school will open in Armstrong Creek. These schools are part of the New
Schools Public Private Partnership Project, a $291 million package of schools that will be designed, financed, built
and maintained for 25 years by the private sector.
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The Andrews Labor Government is also committed to delivering a new primary school in Armstrong Creek West.
Funding for the acquisition and construction of this school will be sought in upcoming state budgets and this school
will be delivered in time to meet the needs of families moving to Armstrong Creek.
There are currently no plans to relocate Mount Duneed Primary School. Armstrong Creek is an area of high growth
and the new schools are planned to meet this expected growth.

Health
3762.

Ms RYALL to ask the Minister for Health — With reference to Maroondah Hospital:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What is the number of car parks for staff at the hospital.
What is the number of staff at the hospital.
What is the number of car parks (not including staff car parks) for the public at the hospital.
What is the number of patients attending the emergency department at the hospital in 2014–15.
What is the number of patients admitted to the hospital in 2014–15.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Master planning for the Maroondah Hospital precinct is underway. This includes planning for the new $10 million
Maroondah Breast Cancer Centre and future car parking.
This planning is scheduled to complete in early 2016.
After four years of cuts and underinvestment in capital under the former Liberal Government this is another
example of the Andrews Labor Government delivering on its election commitments and providing new essential
services for Melbourne’s eastern suburbs.
In the short term, additional car parking is proposed to be provided on a number of properties opposite the hospital
along Grey Street. Eastern Health is currently in the process of obtaining a town planning permit for these works.
There are currently 534 car parks for staff at Maroondah Hospital and 97 car parks for the public. There are also 72
time restricted street car parks in the immediate vicinity around the hospital.
Information on hospital attendances/admissions and the staffing profile of Maroondah Hospital are available on the
Victorian Health Service Performance website and within Eastern Health’s 2014-15 Annual Report, which was
tabled at Parliament on 7 October 2015. It is also available online.

Environment, climate change and water
3884.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water — With reference to
the 2006 amendment to s 71 of the Environmental Protection Act 1970 regulating the provision of
plastic bags:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What measures have been undertaken to implement the legislation.
Does the Government have a plan to implement the legislation in this term.
Was there analysis of the trials conducted and what were the findings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria is working with other states and territories to investigate potential options to address plastic bag pollution
before determining the most appropriate way forward.
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New South Wales is undertaking work to inform a national approach to better manage plastic bags and is expected
to report back to the Meeting of Environment Ministers.
A four week trial of a plastic bag levy was undertaken in 2008. KPMG analysis is publicly available. Victoria will
consider this work in determining its future approach.

Small business, innovation and trade
3886.

Mr SOUTHWICK to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Small Business,
Innovation and Trade — With reference to the Government’s Startup initiative:
(1)
(2)

How much of the allocated $60 million fund has been spent to date.
What has the expenditure been for.

ANSWER:
(1)

As at 21 October 2015, none of the allocated $60 million fund had been spent.

(2)

Refer to answer 1.
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