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The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 12.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Daryl Hedley Robert McClure
The SPEAKER — Order! I advise the house of the
death of Daryl Hedley Robert McClure, member of the
Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of
Bendigo from 1973 to 1982.
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.
The SPEAKER — Order! I shall convey a message
of sympathy from the house to the relatives of the late
Daryl Hedley Robert McClure.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Hospital policy
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Health. Can the minister
guarantee to the Parliament that the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre (VCCC) will be fully
delivered with an operational 160 beds, 42 critical care
beds, 110 same-day places, 8 operating theatres and
2 day procedure rooms — yes or no?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — The
answer to the member’s question is yes, we are building
a Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre that does
indeed have that capacity. I am delighted anytime to
debate hospital beds with the opposition, given it had
four years, it promised 800 and it delivered 41.
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Ministers statements: defence equipment
manufacturing
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — I rise to inform the
house that today I will write to the Prime Minister
asking him to require that all defence purchases include
a minimum local content requirement. Such a
requirement, as you know, Speaker, and as I am sure
honourable members know, would be to replicate those
provisions that operate under the Victorian industry
participation policy, one championed by Labor in
government and indeed championed by this Labor
government now and for the future.
The defence technology and manufacturing sector
represents about $1.5 billion worth of output a year,
about 300 different firms and the best part of 6000 jobs.
These are the best workers and the best enterprises.
These are people with skills and experience, and they
want to do more. They want to make an even bigger
contribution to our state, but they cannot do that unless
the federal government is prepared to back them in and
place an order. That is what is most important. Whether
it be LAND 400, naval shipbuilding or a whole range
of other defence procurements, at the end of the day
these pieces of equipment, these pieces of engineering
and manufacturing technology, are paid for exclusively
by the Australian taxpayer, and they ought to support
jobs in Victoria and other parts of our nation.
This government is supporting the expansion of this
industry through the $200 million Future Industries
Fund. We are supporting it through a consistent
position of saying to the commonwealth government:
work with us to make sure that we have the training, the
skills and the opportunities for this sector to grow over
time. These jobs are worth fighting for. These workers
do the best work in the world. They just need a federal
government that is on their side and one that places an
order.

Hospital policy

Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — With a loss
of $20 million in donations due to the government
ripping up the plan for the private wing in the VCCC,
will the minister guarantee there will be no operational
scope reduction now in the planned VCCC?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — It may
have escaped the member’s attention, but Labor
governments do not cut health — unlike the Liberal
government, which cut $1 billion from the state health
budget over four years.

Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — My
question is to the Minister for Health again. With the
Premier describing private health facilities that operate
within a public hospital as greedy profit makers, can the
minister inform the house if it is now government
policy that Frances Perry House, located within the new
Royal Women’s Hospital, is no longer welcome?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I can
understand why the Leader of the Opposition would
attempt to verbal the Premier in his description. Indeed
the Premier has a very strong history when it comes to
investment in health in this state. May I remind the
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Leader of the Opposition that in the last term of Labor
government there was a $3.2 billion capital investment
secured by the now Premier, compared to the paltry
$230 million secured by the Liberal Party.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
minister is debating the question. I ask you to bring her
back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The minister to continue
and to come back to answering the question.
Ms HENNESSY — For the purpose of clarity for
the Leader of the Opposition, the government is not
opposed to private hospitals. We maintain our
commitment that the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
Centre, a centre secured by the Labor Party — the
Liberal Party would never do it — will remain a public
facility.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Leader of the Opposition) — On a
supplementary question, I wonder if the minister could
confirm that in the expressions of interest for the
VCCC — which she is now overseeing the construction
of — launched in 2009, opportunities for commercial
ventures similar to Frances Perry House, including
facilities or services that are complementary to the
operations of the new Parkville cancer centre, were
promoted by the then health minister, now the Premier.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — For the
purposes of the Leader of the Opposition’s clarification,
in 2009 the decision was made that no private facility
would be included in the Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre. May I note the circumstances in which
the Leader of the Opposition starts to find his voice
when it comes to health investment in this state, but we
would appreciate it if he used it against Tony Abbott
and the $13 billion he wants to cut from our budget.

Ministers statements: water policy
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I rise to inform the house for the
very first time of the new action that the government is
taking in relation to water management. I am very
pleased to advise the house that the government will be
reviewing all board positions for the 19 Victorian water
corporations. This process will commence on 20 April.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
order 7 refers to ‘new’. Just because the minister says it
is new does not mean it is new. This is information that
I learnt — —
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will resume his seat.
Ms NEVILLE — As I was saying, Speaker, the
process commences on 20 April, and I have agreed to
extend the closing date to the end of May. We thought,
with 66 of the 135 positions already due to expire in
September and given our new agenda in relation to
water, it was the right time to ensure that we had the
right people with the right skills to provide the most
effective management of our water across our state.
Victoria needs a diverse and highly skilled range of
people to deal with the environmental and economic
challenges of the future when it comes to water —
climate change, rainfall variability and rapid population
growth. We are aware that there are significant skill
deficiencies in all of those areas. In fact we have got a
couple of water boards that have no-one on them with
financial expertise. Given that this is a $40 billion
industry, that is unacceptable.
When I was speaking to the water authorities last week
I said that the current board members who have the
right skills and a passion for water should look at
reapplying and expressing an interest. But we are also
looking right across the state to make sure that we have
people with the right qualifications to run these very
important water authorities.
We have a new agenda for water. We believe
government needs to work in partnership with
communities to deliver and to meet the needs of our
families, our environment, our economy and our
farmers. That is our commitment. That is what we will
be doing, and this will help us do that.

Hospital policy
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — My question is to the
Minister for Health. Given that almost 40 per cent of
the Peter MacCallum Cancer Centre’s patients are
private, can the minister confirm that the proposed new
42 beds on the private floor of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre would actually mean
more beds available for public patients by treating
private patients currently in public beds?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — There is a
very simple answer to the member’s question, and that
answer is no.
Supplementary question
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — Given Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre the new 42-bed private
cancer facility at the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer
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Centre was at no cost to the Victorian taxpayer, why is
the minister putting ideology ahead of the health of sick
Victorians?
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I remind
the member that you cannot have a floor in a
comprehensive cancer centre without building a
comprehensive cancer centre, which is something that
that side of politics has never done. The Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre will be a centre for all
Victorians. It will be a combination of treatment,
research, education, clinical trials, cancer beds,
intensive-care units and high-dependency units, all
funded by Labor governments. That is something that
that side of politics has never done.
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The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Caulfield!
Mr EREN — In addition to attending a dawn
service on Anzac Day, Victorians will be able to
participate and engage in a series of government
programs and initiatives. The Galleries of
Remembrance is in many respects the centrepiece of
the Victorian government’s Anzac centenary program.
Victorian Collections, Battle to Farm and the
embarkation rolls are all programs that people can get
involved in. Then there is the 100 Places for 100 Years
app and the many brochures and maps that create a
network of military heritage trails around Victoria. All
these government initiatives are easily accessible at
www.anzaccentenary.vic.gov.au.

Ministers statements: Anzac centenary
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — I rise to
inform the house about government initiatives on what
is one of the most important anniversaries in our
nation’s history, the centenary of the Anzac landings at
Gallipoli. It is pleasing that in commemorating the
sacrifice of our brave men and women 100 years ago,
this Parliament has worked across the aisle to deliver
programs that help Victorians connect with the stories
of the past, engage with the stories of today and help
write the stories of tomorrow. It is these contributions
that will keep the memory of heroism and sacrifice
alive for future generations.
Yesterday I had the honour of opening the Anzac
Battlefield — Landscape of War and Memory
exhibition at the Shrine of Remembrance.
Mr M. O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the member for
Malvern! I will not warn him again.
Mr EREN — Archaeologists have uncovered
artefacts from the battlefield of a century ago.
I also had the honour of joining the Premier at the
official opening of the Australian Turkish friendship
memorial. It is a stunning and moving piece that
symbolises the amazing friendship the two countries
formed in battle and still share. It was a battle where
acts of bravery and heroism were the norm and not the
exception. Now, 100 years on, I can share stories of my
grandfather who fought on that peninsula, and former
Premier Ted Baillieu can share the stories of his
grandfather, who fought for the Australian forces.
Mr Southwick interjected.

Water policy
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — My question is to
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. When the minister sacked 135 members of
Victoria’s 19 water boards last week she also claimed
that the government may use desalination plant water to
fill recreational lakes in northern Victoria. I ask: can the
minister name all the recreational lakes she wants to
fill?
Mr Guy interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition!
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I could comment on the Leader
of the Opposition’s interjection, but I won’t, because I
will take this as a serious issue.
Members on this side of the house believe that water is
absolutely critical to the social fabric of our
communities. It is critical to social wellbeing, it is
critical to health, it is critical to the economy and it is
critical to our farmers and our irrigators. We are very
serious about looking at opportunities across Victoria to
share water and to support communities that are doing
it tough. For example, I had a bit of a look today, and
we know Melbourne is sitting at about 74 per cent in
terms of its water storages but that somewhere like
Geelong has dropped to 59.2 per cent. Luckily we built
that Geelong pipeline and the desalination plant — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, on the
issue of relevance, the question was very simple. It was
about which lakes in northern Victoria the minister
plans to fill with desalination plant water.
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Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, I think
it is pretty clear to the house that the minister is
providing some very important context to the — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms Allan — I appreciate that policy was not the
former water minister’s strong suit, and probity was not
either; however, it is important that the minister, in the
time she has available, be allowed to present the policy
context and the challenges she has been left with in
answering the shadow minister’s question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc will come to order. There is no point of
order.
Ms NEVILLE — The Leader of The Nationals
actually changed the question there, but I am happy to
deal with that as well. We need to see this in a context.
If you see water as critical to the social fabric of your
community, if you see it as absolutely critical, you do
what we did last time we were in government — that is,
build a water grid. If I could give a little bit of a sense
of that water grid, 17 500 kilometres of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline was replaced, which saw
103 gigalitres saved.
In addition to that there was also the goldfields
super-pipe. I am sure the members for Bendigo are very
pleased we built the goldfields super-pipe. In addition
to that I was up in Shepparton with the member for
Shepparton just last week looking at the connections
program. As part of the food bowl modernisation,
9000 kilometres of channel has been replaced — —
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, I renew
my point of order around relevance. The question was
very simple. The minister made a statement about
filling lakes in northern Victoria with desalination plant
water. The question was: which lakes? It is very simple.
It does not require a geography lesson about every other
part of Victoria.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The minister will now come back to answering
the question.
Ms NEVILLE — The purpose of building that grid
and the desalination plant was to ensure that we have
water savings and a non-rainfall-reliant source of water.
What that enables us to do, if we are smart enough —
which those on the other side are not — and if we are
innovative enough is to look at where we have water
already sitting. For example, let us have a look at Lake
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Eildon. My memory is that Melbourne Water has a
whole lot of water sitting in Lake Eildon. We are not
allowed to use the north–south pipeline, and therefore,
as I said, we have a whole lot of water sitting in Lake
Eildon. Can we do some trades? Can we use that water
more efficiently?
What surprises me about the Leader of The Nationals,
who claims to represent regional Victoria, is that he is
doing everything he can to stop us distributing water,
supporting regional communities and supporting
recreational lakes. I stood with the Premier when we
put water into Lake Toolondo. That is changing that
community. It is building an economy there, it is
building tourism there and it is about the health and
wellbeing of the community. That is what we are about;
supporting communities when it comes to water.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, I draw
your attention to sessional order 11(2), and I ask that
you determine that the minister’s answer to the question
without notice was not responsive to the question. The
question asked her to name the lakes that she intends be
filled. She has not come anywhere near naming even
one of those lakes.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, if I
recall correctly, the shadow minister as part of his
preamble to the question — and as we all know the
preamble forms part of the question that is asked —
referred to water board appointments and to water
infrastructure more broadly, which goes to the issue of
water policy. I would have thought that the minister had
touched on those issues and referred to those issues in
the content of her answer.
If those opposite want to explore this option further,
they can ask that by way of a supplementary question,
which opportunity is afforded under the new sessional
orders that this house operates under. But I suggest,
Speaker, that you rule out of order the point of order of
the manager of opposition business.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker, you
had already ruled that the minister had not been
answering the question that was asked, so your previous
ruling still stands.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.
Supplementary question
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — Can the minister
confirm that any filling of recreational lakes in northern
Victoria, such as Lake Eppalock, from the desalination
plant will require up to 6 million truck movements, or
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will she build another white elephant, like a
south–north pipeline?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — What I can confirm is that there
are not going to be 6 million truck movements, and
only those opposite would be silly enough to have that
in their heads, seriously. That is why you build a water
grid. I am surprised that the former minister does not
understand that we have a water grid. The water grid is
about how you move water.
I just mentioned some of the water grid, including the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, the goldfields super-pipe
and the pipe from Melbourne which connects to the
desalination plant for Geelong, which is now sitting at
59.2 per cent and declining significantly. We are trying
to do preparation for what is coming, which is the next
drought, and we are already seeing it in north-western
Victoria. Luckily for Victorians the opposition is no
longer in charge of water.

Ministers statements: HIV provision repeal
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — I rise to
inform the house of the government’s new legislative
measure to ensure that all Victorians are entitled to
equal treatment before the law. Later today the
government will introduce the Crimes Amendment
(Repeal of Section 19A) Bill.
Section 19A of the Crimes Act 1958 relates to a charge
of intentionally infecting another person with a very
serious disease, which is defined to exclusively mean
HIV. Singling out the transmission of HIV for a higher
penalty unfairly characterises people living with HIV as
a danger to the community. It perpetuates negative
stereotypes and does not reflect current medical
advances. This in turn can have negative public health
impacts, as people may be less willing to get tested for
HIV.
Section 19A is the only offence of its kind in Australia.
It has been rightly criticised by legal and health
advocacy groups, most recently during the 2014
International AIDS Conference. Other sections of the
Crimes Act and the Public Health and Wellbeing Act
2008 can be used to deal with those who intentionally
infect another person with HIV, and Victoria has
non-criminal measures to manage the risk of infectious
diseases.
In opposition Labor committed to repealing this
outdated and discriminatory law, and I am proud to join
the Premier and the Minister for Equality in delivering
on our promise to Victorians living with HIV. The
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government developed this legislation in consultation
with Living Positive Victoria, the Victorian AIDS
Council, the Human Rights Law Centre, the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Criminal Bar Association and
Liberty Victoria. I commend them and thank them for
their advocacy.
Repealing this offence will reduce the stigma and
discrimination faced by people living with HIV and
further promote equality for all Victorians. Our Premier
has said that equality is not negotiable. Repealing
section 19A is another step towards making Victoria a
more equal and inclusive state. I trust those opposite
will offer their bipartisan support for the bill, and I look
forward to its speedy passage.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Given the international damage the
government is doing to Victoria’s investment reputation
through its reckless decision to rip up a binding
contract, I ask: will the Treasurer guarantee not to
further trash Victoria’s financial reputation and now
rule out legislating to repudiate the east–west contract?
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
will come to order. That includes the member for
Melton, who I can hear very clearly today.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. On occasion I wonder why he
is still here, why he is still in this place. What measure
of probity and appropriateness allows this man to sit on
the front bench of the opposition? He should never be
allowed in public — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
and opposition members will come to order!
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, I
would be happy to answer the Treasurer’s question, but
he should get back to answering the question I asked.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer, to
continue.
Mr PALLAS — It is quite clear that those opposite
were more than happy to subvert the interests of
Victorians for their short-term political objectives — to
sign Victorians up to a purported contract for
$1.2 billion for nothing, to attempt to trash the interests
of Victorians and to subvert the sovereign right of our
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electorate to determine the priorities of government.
That is what they did.
This is not the first time international pressure has been
brought to bear on the state of Victoria. It was not so
long ago that we had pressure exerted from the United
States of America when Miley Cyrus twerked her
magic and we saw — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Members for Mordialloc and Footscray
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Mordialloc and the member for Footscray will
withdraw themselves from the chamber for half an
hour.
Honourable members for Mordialloc and Footscray
withdrew from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — The member for
Malvern and those opposite will not be able to wiggle
out of this one — you can be sure of that. They will not
be able to wiggle out of it. The people of Victoria will
hold them to account. We take our international
reputation seriously.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is now debating the question. It was a
question relating to the government’s intention
regarding legislation to dishonour the east–west link
contract, and I ask you to bring him back to answering
that question.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given that the
Treasurer refuses to rule out legislating to scrap a valid
multibillion-dollar contract, what advice has he
received from his department and Victoria’s overseas
trade offices about the damage this is doing to
Victoria’s investment reputation?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Now the member for
Malvern is concerned about Victoria’s international
reputation. What a Damascus-like conversion! When
the previous opposition — the now government —
urged him to allow a mandate to work its way through
the Victorian political system, he did not care what
Victorians said. He did not care about our international
reputation.
An honourable member interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the minister for
housing.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
supplementary question was very narrow. It related to
advice received from the Treasurer’s department and
overseas trade offices about our international reputation
as a result of his actions. Attacking the opposition is not
part of the answer to a supplementary question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order. The Treasurer will answer the question.
Mr PALLAS — Let me be very clear. I have
received advice from my department that Moody’s
Financial Services has made it clear that the Victorian
government can manage with sufficient headroom its
responsibilities under the east–west arrangements. I can
also confirm that we continue to maintain a
commitment to working positively with international
interests, but we are not going to compromise
Victoria’s rights — —
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Mr PALLAS — We take our international
reputation seriously. That is how Labor managed to get
a double-rated AAA credit rating. Let me be very clear:
we will never subvert the interests of the state of
Victoria, as those opposite did. We will reserve all and
every right available to this sovereign government to
protect the interests of Victoria.

The SPEAKER — Order! The minister will resume
his seat. The government and the opposition will come
to order and allow the Minister for Public Transport to
make a statement.

Ministers statements: Cranbourne Pakenham
rail upgrade
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
very pleased to be providing new information to the
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house about how the Andrews government has a bigger
and better plan for passengers on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor, Melbourne’s
busiest rail corridor. The Andrews Labor government is
getting on with the job. We will be purchasing 37 new
high-capacity trains with 50 per cent local content,
meaning they will be built here in Victoria, not
overseas. We will be removing all nine level crossings
between Dandenong and — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
order 7 calls on information to be new — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr Watt — No, not information — initiatives,
projects and achievements, but not fanciful stories.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms ALLAN — We will be removing all of the level
crossings between Dandenong and the city. We will be
rebuilding four new stations — at Clayton, Carnegie,
Murrumbeena and Hughesdale — and we will be
building a new train depot at Pakenham. Plus we will
be introducing a trial of high-capacity signalling on the
Sandringham line. This program of works combined
will see a boost to capacity of 42 per cent on this
corridor. It is a program of works that puts passengers
first.
There was an alternative proposal that was riddled with
problems. There were cost blowouts and delays. In that
proposal there were not enough trains, not enough level
crossings removed and not a care in the world for
supporting Victorian rail industry jobs. It did not even
deliver what the failed Liberal government had
promised the community — that is, high-capacity
signalling along the corridor, a proposal which was
secretly shelved in the week before last November’s
election.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, as you
have ruled on several occasions, ministers statements
are about informing the house about new government
initiatives, projects and achievements. They are not
about debating the record of previous governments.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, the
new information I am providing to the house goes to a
program of works the government has announced on
the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor and must be
seen in the context of a failed proposal put forward to
the community by the failed Liberal government, which
was riddled with problems that we had to come in and
address as part of a new program of works for this
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corridor, which is about putting passengers first along
this line. It is about removing all of the level crossings
between Dandenong and the city, it is about making
sure that we increase capacity along the line and it is
entirely in context with the question.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the Leader of the
House for a very comprehensive explanation on the
point of order. I do not uphold the point of order
advanced by the manager of opposition business.
Ms ALLAN — Under the Andrews Labor
government’s plans there will be no level crossings
between Dandenong and the city, which means for
people in the community, whether they travel by car,
travel by train or travel by bus, under our program of
works people will get to work quicker and get home
earlier, which is something the failed Liberal
government was never going to deliver to the
community of the south-east of Melbourne.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
sessional order 9.2. I would like to draw your attention
to constituency question 87, directed to the Minister for
Mental Health, which is now outside the 30-day time
limit. It is a very important question that refers to
synthetic marijuana, and it urgently needs attention.
Synthetic marijuana is causing great damage to many
people. It is highly addictive, and it is sold in places
such as sex shops from under the counter. I ask that you
ask the minister to provide an answer in writing as
quickly as possible.
The SPEAKER — Order! I thank the member for
Evelyn for her point of order. May I say to the house
that the office of the Clerk has today received in excess
of 50 responses to constituency questions which will be
processed as quickly as possible. We will take the point
of order on notice and provide a report later today if
required.
Ms Staley — On a point of order, Speaker, I also
refer to sessional order 9.2. On 25 February I asked a
constituency question of the Minister for Planning. I
have just refreshed the database, and as of now it has
not been answered. I request that you ask the minister
to respond to it.
The SPEAKER — Order! If I may, I will put the
same answer to the member for Ripon — that is, that
the office of the Clerk is now processing the responses
and has not yet had time to update the information on
the website. I ask members to be patient. These matters
will be followed through.
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Ms McLeish — On a point of order, Speaker, on
25 February I raised constituency question 78 for the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water.
As the time for the response is well outside the 30-day
time limit referred to in sessional order 9.2 I seek your
assurance that the response will be coming very shortly.
The SPEAKER — Order! I can assure the member
that the office of the Clerk is processing these responses
as quickly as it can. The website will be updated and
responses to members will be provided as quickly as
possible.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, with
respect to your comments about the office of the Clerk,
I submit it is not the responsibility of the office of the
Clerk to get these answers to constituency questions in
on time. I had the distinction of being the first member
of Parliament to raise a constituency question in this
house. It was for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety. While I have received an answer, the answer
was two weeks late. Given that it was two weeks late,
we on this side of the house would like to know what
the process will be to ensure that ministers provide their
answers in the time frame that has been put forward by
the government. These are the government’s own
authored sessional orders. It seems that given the very
first question in this place, the government fell at the
very first hurdle.
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Questions resumed.
The SPEAKER — Order! Has the member
concluded his very extensive point of order?
Mr R. Smith — No. I have been sent to this place
by the people of my electorate, and I have a right to
stand here — —
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
House! The member is entitled to raise a point of order.
Mr R. Smith — I have a right to stand here and
raise matters. I have the same right as any member of
the house, be it the Premier or the newest backbencher,
to make a statement regarding the understanding of the
processes that those opposite authored and are failing to
uphold. When I receive answers that are late, when I
receive answers that do not address the question asked
and when I receive answers that contain blatant
untruths, if that fits the Attorney-General’s — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will resume his seat. I have heard sufficient
on the point of order.
Mr R. Smith interjected.

I also received an answer from the Minister for Youth
Affairs, which contained a blatant lie.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — It is extraordinary that the calling
out of the lie in this house is more offensive than
actually telling the lie. The fact of the matter is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER

The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Warrandyte will resume his seat. I have asked the
member for Warrandyte to resume his seat, and he will
do so immediately. I have heard sufficient on the point
of order. The member for Warrandyte knows that he is
not to reflect on the rulings and decisions of the Chair.
Ms Allan — On the point of order raised by the
member for Warrandyte, Speaker, there are two issues.
Mr R. Smith interjected.
Ms Allan — No, he has not ruled on the point of
order. Are you awake over there?

Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing will withdraw himself from this chamber for
half an hour.
Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing
withdrew from chamber.

The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the Leader of the
House. The Leader of the House will come to the point
of order immediately and succinctly.
Ms Allan — There are two issues that have been
raised — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Battin interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Gembrook is warned.
Ms Allan — The member for Warrandyte is being
incredibly self-indulgent when he comes in here crying
crocodile tears over — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will make the point of order or she will resume her seat.
Ms Allan — Do you really want me to withdraw
‘crocodile tears’?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
will resume her seat. There is no point of order.
Ms Allan interjected.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
House!
In relation to the matter raised by the member for
Warrandyte, responses will be provided. The office of
the Clerk is working through in excess of 50 responses
which were received today. The office has not yet had
an opportunity to conclude processing those responses.
It will do so as soon as it can.
Mr Pakula — On a point of order, Speaker, a
moment ago during his point of order the member for
Warrandyte made the claim that he had received
correspondence from the Minister for Youth Affairs
which contained, in his words, ‘a blatant lie’. That is
unparliamentary, and I ask that you direct him to
withdraw.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not uphold the point
of order.

Caulfield electorate
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — (Question 133)
My question is for the Treasurer. Caulfield is an
amazing and vibrant multicultural electorate with a
particularly large Jewish community. Regrettably, due
to recent global events, there has been a rise in hate and
anti-Semitic attacks on the Jewish community, and over
a number of months the community has been on high
alert, with an increased security presence being
required.
In the 2014 state election there was bipartisan support
for security funding for schools and community
organisations, including promised funding for
emergency management plans. On behalf of Caulfield
residents I ask the Treasurer to deliver vital funding in
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the 2015–16 Victorian budget to address the immediate
security concerns of our multicultural centres,
synagogues and Jewish day schools.

Pascoe Vale electorate
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) —
(Question 134) My constituency question is to the
Minister for Health. It concerns the future of the
Brunswick Business Incubator, which operates from a
facility owned by the Department of Health and Human
Services. In July 2002 the Brunswick Business
Incubator was opened on Victoria Street in Brunswick;
it is an important initiative that is jointly funded by the
Australian government, the Victorian government and
the Moreland City Council.
At its current location the Brunswick Business
Incubator offers 66 office spaces for prospective tenants
and provides a range of services and support to new and
emerging businesses to assist them in becoming
established and profitable organisations. The
Brunswick Business Incubator holds a lease on the
property which is soon to expire, and members of the
local business community are concerned about whether
they will be able to renew their lease on the property for
the long term or whether the department has other plans
for the property. It is vitally important that emerging
businesses retain access to this facility.
I ask that the Minister for Health detail plans for this
property and request that, whatever plans are made,
they provide for the continued operation of the
Brunswick Business Incubator from this location.

Gippsland East electorate
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — (Question 135)
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. The
information I seek relates to the Gippsland Lakes
Environment Fund and whether the minister will
continue this important fund. The fund, which is
overseen by the Gippsland Lakes Ministerial Advisory
Committee, has supported an enormous amount of
work in the areas of research, education and
investigation of matters pertaining specifically to the
Gippsland Lakes, none more important than its work on
the unique burrunan dolphins and on understanding
more about marine pests and water monitoring.
It is very clear that these programs need to continue and
there are other important projects to be undertaken, and
that is why this funding is so critical. The coalition
committed a further $8 million pre-election, but with
the clock ticking there are many in my community of
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Gippsland East, including members of community
groups who were the beneficiaries of much of this study
work, awaiting news. Funding for the Gippsland Lakes
has always attracted bipartisan support, and I ask the
minister if she will continue to support the Gippsland
Lakes via this fund.

Bundoora electorate
Mr BROOKS (Bundoora) — (Question 136) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
An indicator of the Andrews Labor government’s
strong commitment to public education was the capital
improvement package it took to the last election. In
particular I was thrilled that Labor committed to rebuild
Greensborough College in my electorate, with a
specific amount of $10 million allocated in its first term
to complete the first stage of this project. It is a great
local school, but its facilities were shamefully neglected
by the Liberals. The school community is keen to begin
formal planning of its new school facilities as soon as
possible, and I ask the minister if he can advise when
funding to commence planning work will be provided.

Ripon electorate
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — (Question 137) My
question is for the Minister for Health. Will the minister
ensure that funding is provided in this year’s state
budget to deliver the Ararat Active City program.
Funding this exciting initiative will ensure that the great
strides towards better health already made by the Ararat
community are sustained. I refer the minister to recent
comments made by the mayor of the Rural City of
Ararat, Cr Paul Hooper, reported in the Ararat
Advertiser. He said:
It is vital we continue this effort and that the state government
support this program to succeed.

Cr Hooper pleaded with the new government to:
… come back on board and assist our community to convert
this very successful program into a long-term lifestyle of
choice.

The Liberal-Nationals government established the
Healthy Together Victoria program in 2011, and Ararat
rural city was an inaugural site. To continue this work
the Liberal-Nationals government committed
$2.5 million to fund a new and innovative preventative
health program developed in Ararat for local needs.
This should now move forward. All the development
work has been done; all that is needed is the current
government to provide funding.
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Yan Yean electorate
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — (Question 138) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education
and relates to the Andrews government’s commitment
to build a new technical school in the Whittlesea region.
This promise is in contrast to what the coalition
presided over — that is, savage cuts to education, a lack
of school capital investment in growing suburbs and the
shameful closure of the Greensborough TAFE. Can the
minister outline initial works and consultation regarding
the location of the Whittlesea region technical school
and what curriculum and industry participation are
envisaged?

Polwarth electorate
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — (Question 139) My
constituency question is for the attention of the Minister
for Police on behalf of the residents of Colac and
district and Colac police officers. Last week, in an
article in the Colac Herald of 6 April, the secretary of
the Police Association Victoria, Ron Iddles, backed my
call in this house for the state government to fund a new
police station in Colac. The Colac police station has
been identified as one of the top three stations in the
state that need to be replaced. The last upgrade was
carried out in the 1970s, and occupational health and
safety officers have flagged a number of factors at the
station that impact on the way police officers carry out
their duties.
The funding of a new station for Colac was an election
commitment of the coalition government and is
strongly supported by the Colac community and the
Police Association. My question is: will the minister
provide an assurance to Colac police officers and to
Colac and district residents that he will prioritise
funding in the upcoming state budget for a rebuild of
the Colac police station, which is necessary to support
Colac police officers with a modern workplace from
which to carry out their day-to-day activities?

Narre Warren South electorate
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) —
(Question 140) My question is to the Minister for
Emergency Services and concerns the Hampton Park
Country Fire Authority (CFA) brigade. I had the great
pleasure of visiting this fantastic fire brigade late last
year to meet with the volunteers and see the state of the
current facilities. The station lacks change rooms,
adequate training areas and secure parking for
members, and has limited meeting room facilities. In
fact everything, including the equipment, is located
within one small space. The brigade is also forced to do

CRIMES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF SECTION 19A) BILL 2015
Tuesday, 14 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

its training away from the station. The brigade is
growing, which is great news, yet the facilities are
preventing further growth.
I have written to the CFA on the brigade’s behalf.
However, I have been advised that the CFA does not
have any immediate plans or funding allocated to
replace or upgrade the Hampton Park fire station. It is
an unfortunate situation. It is a great team that works
hard, and if it had a better facility, it would be able to
serve the area much more effectively. I ask the minister
to visit the Hampton Park CFA to meet with the
outstanding volunteers, who do so much for our local
community.
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on notice to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety
regarding the timing of the lowering of speed limits on
Canterbury Road in Heathmont for safety reasons to
60 kilometres per hour. Could I ask that the Speaker
write to the minister to ascertain why this question was
not answered within 30 days, as outlined in sessional
order no. 12?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! I will refer
that matter to the Speaker.

CRIMES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF
SECTION 19A) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading

Box Hill electorate
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — (Question 141) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. I refer
the minister to the Labor Party’s election promise to
establish a ministerial advisory group on the Box Hill
transport interchange — a promise made only after I
had already initiated arrangements for ongoing
consultation between the previous government and
stakeholders about the redevelopment of the Box Hill
interchange and shopping centre — and I ask: given
that it is now more than four months since the election,
when will this promised ministerial advisory group
finally be established?

Eltham electorate
Ms WARD (Eltham) — (Question 142) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning.
One of Victoria’s treasures is our green wedges. These
are the result of a visionary approach taken by the late
Rupert Hamer to protect and preserve unique and
diverse natural spaces of non-urban areas in
metropolitan Melbourne. My electorate of Eltham is a
place where the advantages of the green wedges are
obvious to see. It is surrounded by beautiful parks,
bushland, native trees and wildlife. Kangaroos can be
seen grazing every evening only a few kilometres from
my home. Before last year’s state election Labor
promised that it would enshrine the green wedges in
legislation to ensure that the benefit of these wonderful
parts of our city would be preserved for future
generations. This commitment was welcomed in my
electorate, where many people were concerned at the
cavalier approach taken to planning by the previous
government. I ask the minister for an update on the
government’s position on the preservation of the green
wedges.
Ms Victoria — On a point of order, Deputy
Speaker, on 23 December 2014 I submitted a question

Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) introduced a bill
for an act to repeal section 19A of the Crimes Act
1958 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(CORRECTION OF SENTENCING ERROR)
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
Sentencing Act 1991 to provide further for the correction of
sentencing errors and for other purposes.

Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — I ask that the
Attorney-General provide a brief explanation of the bill
further to the long title.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — The purpose
of the bill is to give sentencing judges the power to
correct minor or clerical errors in sentences they have
imposed and to give them the ability to reopen a
proceeding in which a penalty that is contrary to law
has been imposed and for other minor purposes.
Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION 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
Confiscation Act 1997, the Control of Weapons Act 1990, the
Emergency Management Act 2013, the Emergency
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Management Amendment (Critical Infrastructure Resilience)
Act 2014, the Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004, the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998, the
Crimes Act 1958, the Working with Children Act 2005, the
Family Violence Protection Amendment Act 2014, the
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act
1997, the Corrections Act 1986, the Working with Children
Amendment (Ministers of Religion and Other Matters) Act
2014 and the Road Legislation Amendment Act 2013, to
repeal the Magistrates’ Court Amendment (Assessment and
Referral Court List) Act 2010 and to make miscellaneous
amendments to various acts and for other purposes.

Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I seek a brief
explanation of the bill.
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) — As the
member for Hawthorn may have gleaned from the
introduction, this is an omnibus bill, and it contains a
number of small amendments to various items of
legislation in the portfolios of Attorney-General,
Minister for Police, Minister for Corrections, Minister
for Roads and Road Safety and Minister for Emergency
Services. As I have indicated, it makes minor
amendments to a range of bills, including the removal
of the sunset provisions for the assessment and referral
court list and other matters.
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In particular we note:
1.

Preston currently has a high number of secondary
school-age children with more young families arriving.
By 2019 there will be over 2000 secondary school-age
children in this suburb, the most populated suburb
within 10 kilometres of Melbourne.

2.

There is currently no local coeducational year 7 to 12
high school in the suburb.

3.

Preston kids are currently zoned to three different high
schools and these high schools are filling up, with some
already over enrolled.

The petitioners request a commitment by the Victorian state
government to reopen Preston Girls Secondary College
(Cooma Street site, Preston) as a coeducational high school to
service the increasing population of this community.

By Mr SCOTT (Preston) (561 signatures).
Tabled.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 3
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) presented Alert
Digest No. 3 of 2015 on:

Motion agreed to.
Read first time.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA
AMENDMENT (JOBS AND
INFRASTRUCTURE) BILL 2015
Introduction and first reading
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport)
introduced a bill for an act to amend the Regional
Development Victoria Act 2002 to establish a
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund and to
establish a Regional Development Advisory
Committee and to repeal the Regional Growth Fund
Act 2011 and for other purposes.
Read first time.

Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015
Jury Directions Bill 2015
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015
Road Safety Road Rules 2009 (Overtaking
Bicycles) Bill 2015
together with appendices.
Tabled.
Ordered to be published.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Preston high school
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the house the need for a high school in the
northern suburb of Preston.

Australian Crime Commission — Report 2013–14
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Act 2003 —
Strategic Audit: Environment Management Systems in
Victorian Government 2013–14
Crimes Act 1958 — Instrument of Authorisation under s 464Z
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978:
Orders under s 17B granting licences over:
Gasworks Park Reserve

ROYAL ASSENT
Tuesday, 14 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

877

Lynch’s Bridge Historical Precinct Reserve

Forests Act 1958 — SR 17

St Kilda Botanical Gardens Reserve

Heritage Act 1995 — SR 20

Orders under s 17D granting leases over:

Inquiries Act 2014 — SR 22

Gasworks Park Reserve

National Parks Act 1975 — SR 18

Mitchell Park Reserve

Racing Act 1958 — SR 19

Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Report 2014 under s 96

Wildlife Act 1975 — SR 16
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:

Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 — Notice under
s 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to Guidelines for assessing fitness to
drive under s 27 of the Road Safety Act 1986 (Gazette S60,
25 March 2015)
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003:
Government response to the Family and Community
Development Committee’s Report on the Inquiry into
Social Inclusion and Victorians with Disability
Government response to the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee’s Report on the review of the
Auditor-General’s Reports 2009–11
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of approval
of amendments to the following Planning Schemes:
Bayside — C135
Boroondara — C108
Casey — C157
Frankston — C108

Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 16,
17, 18, 19, 20, 21
Documents under s 16B in relation to the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003:
Notice under section 3.6.5A, fixing the value of the
supervision charge
Victorian Pre-commitment System Requirements
Standard
Victorian Energy Efficiency Target Act 2007 — Independent
Review of the operation of the Act.

The following proclamations fixing operative dates
were tabled by the Clerk in accordance with an order of
the house dated 24 February 2015:
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Act 2014 —
Whole Act (except s 15 and Parts 4, 5, and 6) — 11 April
2015 (Gazette S66, 31 March 2015)
Tobacco Amendment Act 2014 — Whole Act — 13 April
2015 (Gazette S66, 31 March 2015).

Greater Geelong — C323
Greater Shepparton — C165
Maribyrnong — C125
Melton — C70
Moonee Valley — C100, C155
Mornington Peninsula — C174 Part 1
South Gippsland — C83 Part 2
Stonnington — C192
Victoria Planning Provisions — VC124
Whitehorse — C163

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 25 March to:
Back to Work Bill 2014
Cemeteries and Crematoria Amendment
(Veterans Reform) Bill 2015
Interpretation of Legislation Amendment Bill
2015
Summary Offences Amendment (Move-on Laws)
Bill 2015.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program

Whittlesea — C130
Wodonga — C108
Wyndham — C150 Part 1
Yarra — C182
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Building Act 1993 — SR 21

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 items be
considered and completed by 5.00 p.m. on Thursday, 16 April
2015:
Address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015
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Jury Directions Bill 2015
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing)
Bill 2015.

In making a few short comments on the government’s
business program that has just been moved, I indicate
that there are a number of elements to the bills on the
program this week that go to the implementation of the
government’s election commitments. I have no doubt
that debate on these bills will involve contributions
from many members on both sides of the house as we
discuss issues put forward as part of implementing the
government’s election agenda, which of course was
endorsed by the Victorian community on 29 November
2014.
In addition to the bills listed for debate, also listed on
the program is the address-in-reply to the Governor’s
speech. I am open to discussions around that to make
sure that people who want to speak have the
opportunity to do so, and, if there are no further
contributions, we may also conclude that debate by the
end of the week.
Also on the program for this week is the joint sitting of
the Parliament tomorrow evening to undertake the
appointment of a new member of the upper house
representing The Nationals for Eastern Victoria Region.
I am sure that that will be an occasion The Nationals in
particular will want to see concluded because that will
double its representation in the upper house from one
member to two members. That lucky person will
become the Deputy Leader of The Nationals in the
upper house by default because there will be only two
of them. They will have a fun time in the upper house.
I have not been approached by the opposition, so I have
no indication as to what it wishes to see achieved over
the course of this week or what bills may or may not be
a priority in terms of the number of speakers. I am sure
all the bills are a priority for the opposition, but it has
not given an indication of which ones it would like
more time given to and how it would like to see the
work flow. That provides some challenges in trying to
anticipate how the week may go, but challenges are the
order of the day for governments, and I am sure we will
work through that over the course of this week.
I look forward to hearing the contributions from those
opposite to get a sense of what they wish to achieve out
of the week, because it has not been something that has
been communicated to me or the government. The
government, though, is clear about what it wants to
achieve. We are about delivering on our election
commitments and getting on with the program we
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committed to at last November’s election. The
government’s business program is another iteration in
that work.
Mr CLARK (Box Hill) — This is an interesting
government business program the Leader of the House
has put forward. The business program is perhaps
somewhat confused by her remark in passing that the
address-in-reply may be concluded by the end of the
week, implying some discretion in it, albeit that it was
proposed to be included on the government business
program. The implication was that it will be concluded
by the end of the week unless there is some motion
moved to take it out again. Perhaps that is indicative of
some of the confusion that has been the hallmark of the
government’s management of the house since it was
elected.
The Leader of the House complained that the
opposition had not raised with her how it believed the
week should flow, and there is a very simple answer for
that. Regardless of what we raise the minister is
determined to go ahead and do whatever she wants to
anyway, and when we do raise matters they are
comprehensively ignored. In the last sitting week we
were prepared to not oppose the government business
program on the understanding that we would deal with
each of the bills properly and thoroughly, including a
consideration-in-detail stage of those bills that ought to
be considered in detail as part of standard practice. That
was the government’s election commitment, and it has
already been comprehensively broken.
However, we found that the government did not make
the address-in-reply debate available when debate on
the bills had been concluded, as we had expected and as
would have been the sensible way to do it, but instead
used it as a way of filibustering debate and gagging an
opportunity for the opposition to raise matters during
consideration in detail on bills. This happened
notwithstanding the fact that we had made it clear in the
course of discussion of the government business
program that there were a number of bills on which we
would have liked to have seen a consideration-in-detail
stage.
It is a matter for the government as to how it handles
the sequencing of business, and, as we were subjected
to in the last sitting week, we will just have to fit in with
the government’s wishes because it is quite determined
not to give those of us in the opposition an opportunity
to have a say on bills on which we might want to have a
say. A number of bills on this week’s program would
benefit from going into a consideration-in-detail stage,
and it will be interesting to see whether, for the second
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time since it was elected, the government allows for the
consideration of bills in detail.

been a distinguished term completed by a distinguished
Victorian.

I want to make it clear that when the Leader of the
House refers to items on the government business
program being part of the government’s agenda and
election platform, there is certainly one bill that does
not fit that description. The Jury Directions Bill 2015 is
basically a reintroduction of a bill that was brought to
this Parliament by the previous government. It is a bill
that is very important for further reform in jury
directions in this state to avoid criminals either getting
off on technicalities or clogging up the courts with
appeals on those technicalities. When the previous
government brought that bill to the Parliament
members of the then opposition filibustered for an
entire week on bills they did not oppose in order to
team up with their new best mate Geoff Shaw, the
former member for Frankston, to defeat it.

I then found it difficult to understand the argument the
manager of opposition business made about the Jury
Directions Bill 2015. Surely he is arguing that he wants
this bill to be passed. That is exactly what the
government wants. This is a significant piece of
legislation that goes to the heart of the criminal justice
system, trial by jury. I look forward to bipartisan
support for these reforms. The aim of the legislation is
to simplify the complex and to provide greater clarity to
juries so that the directions from judges are relevant,
helpful and as fair as possible. Here is the opportunity
for the opposition to join with the government to get
this legislation through. In recent years, as the
Attorney-General has informed the house, there has
been a need to amend common law and legislation in
this area, so here is the opportunity for the coalition to
help get this passed. There is nothing more vital then
ensuring that in the criminal justice system there is no
conflict between the directions that are given — —

Any suggestion that this bill is part of this
government’s agenda is completely untrue. It is a bill
that was brought to the Parliament by the previous
government, and it is a bill that should have been on the
statute book and operating properly to uphold the law a
long time ago to allow trials to be determined in
accordance with a decent and proper process and not let
crooks off on technicalities. This bill should have been
dealt with a heck of a lot earlier than it has been.
Given the government’s behaviour last sitting week —
given the complete contempt with which it treated this
Parliament and its election commitments, and the
manner in which it misused the address-in-reply
debate — the opposition will this week be opposing the
government business program.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — I rise to
support the government business program because it is
significant. I do not understand the issue the manager of
opposition business raised about confusion, because let
me be clear: what the Leader of the House is attempting
to do is make sure that all MPs who want to respond to
the Governor’s speech are able to do so and that we are
able to finish the address-in-reply debate this week. She
is being generous and gracious, but her offer is being
met with this false claim of confusion. The proposition
here is that the Governor will be able to receive all of
the responses to his address before he finishes his term
in service to the state of Victoria as a distinguished
Victorian. That is what the Leader of the House as the
manager of government business is doing. She is
graciously offering all members of the Parliament an
opportunity to stand above the rancour and make their
contributions in time for the Governor to receive them
before he completes his term — which, as I said, has

An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — There is the opportunity to vote
this week. That is the proposition, here is your chance.
Let us get on with it. There is a range of detailed and
often complicated directions, which in Victoria take
longer to deliver than in any other state, and that has led
to confusion. Obviously what we want to do is remove
any confusion so that the system works in the fairest
possible manner. Research has also shown that jurors
are less likely to listen to, understand or apply
directions that are long and complex or of questionable
usefulness.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! This is a
narrow debate. The member for Broadmeadows is
debating a bill that is before the house, and I suggest he
do that when the time comes. I ask the member to
return to debating the motion before the house.
Mr McGUIRE — Thank you, Deputy Speaker. I
take that point. I wanted to raise some issues to clarify
the detail and importance of this bill, and therefore I
question why the coalition is opposing the business
program. The point is, here is your chance to actually
vote, and vote in favour of it.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr McGUIRE — Through the Chair, here is a
chance for the coalition to actually do it, so I do not
know why it would mount this narrow argument at this
stage. That is the point at hand: here is its opportunity.
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Then there is the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill
2015, which is something that needs to be taken care of,
and I presume there will be support for it. The debate
on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015 will see various views expressed on
the issue, and so it should. It should be argued from all
perspectives by members in this chamber, so I also look
forward to that debate.
I want to make sure it is understood that the point of
significance, in my view, is that here is a chance to get
the Jury Directions Bill 2015 through — here is the
opportunity. There is no confusion from the
government’s perspective, as has been put forward. A
generous proposition was put by the Leader of the
House which said, ‘Here is your opportunity to get this
done, and it can be delivered to the Governor before he
completes his term’.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I rise to speak
against the government business program put forward
today by the Leader of the House. There are five bills
that will be put before the house. Regarding the Jury
Directions Bill 2015, it was said that we have got an
opportunity and should now vote for it, and a question
was asked as to why we are voting against it. That bill
was opposed by the now government when it was
originally put before this house, not because of the
substance of the bill, not because of what was in it, not
because of the good aspects of the bill, but purely for
political opportunism because the then opposition saw
the opportunity to vote with the former member for
Frankston. That is all it was about. However, now the
government — demonstrating the height of
hypocrisy — wants to bring the bill back before the
house and make itself out to be the saviour of the world,
saying that it will look after juries and that it is worried
about law and order, all of a sudden.
When in opposition, the now government could have
agreed to the passage of that bill the last time it was
before the house, in the 57th Parliament. That bill
would now have been in operation for well over a year,
but instead it is back before the house because of
blatant politicking back then and blatant hypocrisy by
the Labor Party now.
With regard to the other bills before the house, there are
also the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015 and
the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. I am sure the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015 will be quite vigorously debated —
perhaps it should be renamed the Greens Preferences
Bill 2015. There were perhaps some 21 members on the
other side who relied on Greens preferences to be
elected. On this bill they will all be chummy, whereas
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at every other opportunity government members seem
to be at the throats of Greens members. On this bill it
will no doubt be about comrades in arms — and I do
not want to pre-empt the voting on the bill but I would
venture to say that will be the case.
Although the address-in-reply debate is important,
particularly to all the new members who need to make
their maiden speeches — every member who needed to
contribute to the address-in-reply has now done so —
we feel it should only be on the program once the bills
before the house have been thoroughly debated. Last
week that was abused, and the address-in-reply debate
was used to filibuster when important legislation should
have been debated and the house should have gone into
the consideration-in-detail stage on them.
The issue of having a consideration-in-detail stage is
another problem, because when in opposition the Labor
Party made a commitment to make the
consideration-in-detail stage a standard practice if it
were elected to government. The Labor Party was
elected to government, but for the last two weeks there
has been no consideration in detail on any bills. I am
sure that there are some bills in regard to which it
would be good to go into consideration in detail, and I
venture to say the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015 would be one of
them. I am sure that there will be quite vigorous debate
on that, with many members from both sides of the
house wishing to speak on it.
I draw the attention of government members to the fact
that it was Labor’s election commitment to make
consideration-in-detail standard practice in the house.
That was the commitment made by the now
government, and that has not been happening — I
believe we have only gone into consideration in detail
on one bill. We are not doing that at the moment. The
job of the opposition is to hold the government to
account.
I look forward to participating in debate on some of the
bills, but regretfully I cannot support the government
business program.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I rise to support the
government business program. As has been outlined,
there are four bills on the program, which is a solid
workload for the house. We are getting on with the job
after four years of inertia — four lost years of
wastefulness. The kindest thing you could say about the
former government is that it reigned, but it never ruled.
I listened with great interest to the contribution from the
manager of opposition business. It was a confused
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diatribe — that is the most polite way to describe it.
Having listened to that contribution, we have no
knowledge as to which bills the opposition wants to go
into consideration in detail, we are none the wiser as to
how much time the opposition wants to allocate to each
piece of legislation and we do not know in what order
the opposition would like them to be debated. We are
none the wiser. Instead we had a lengthy contribution in
which he simply relitigated the past. The
dysfunctionality of the previous Parliament continues to
reside in the members who sit opposite us. They are just
interested in relitigating the past, and they fail to accept
the verdict of the people. We won, and they lost. That is
why we are on this side of the house and they are on the
other side. We are none the wiser as to how they want
to approach the government business program.
As I said, we are getting on with the job of delivering
on our promises. I will highlight two bills in particular:
the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015 and the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015, both of which fulfil our election
commitments. We will implement our election
commitments by developing a 10-year mental health
plan for Victoria and an annual report into the state of
Victoria’s mental health services. These are important
initiatives. Similarly we are banning cattle from grazing
in the high country through the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015.
Again we are getting on with the job of acquitting our
election commitments. We on this side of the house
make no apologies for setting out a government
business program that does exactly that.
We were elected. We have a mandate. We are getting
on with the job of governing and delivering good
government to the state of Victoria, unlike what we saw
in the last Parliament with the former government,
which failed to govern and failed to provide a coherent
narrative or vision, which is being perpetuated now.
Members opposite cannot even work out which bills
they want debated, in what order and for how much
time. We have no idea on which bills they want to go
into consideration in detail.
This week, as in the previous weeks, we will set out
diligently to implement our election agenda, which we
have a mandate to do. That is what the people of
Victoria voted for, and that is exactly what we are
going to give them.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — Last week I made a
contribution to debate stating that obviously we need a
bit more cooperation across the chamber — from the
government, crossbench and opposition — if we are to
have smooth running of the house and avoid needless
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procedural debates. Unfortunately it seems we have
taken a step in the wrong direction — —
An honourable member — Thank God you’re
here!
Mr HIBBINS — Unfortunately it seems that has
not been taken up, as demonstrated by the member’s
interjection, and we are going in the other direction. It
appears that we are going to have a number of debates
regarding procedural matters, which is unfortunate.
The Greens will not be opposing the government
business program this week. We certainly welcome the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015, which is a priority for us, and wish
it speedy resolution.
We welcome the Jury Directions Bill 2015, particularly
its clarity around sexual offences and family violence.
We have some concerns regarding the non-mandatory
nature of the directions, which I will go into in further
detail during my contribution to the debate on the bill.
We welcome the focus on mental health. Mental health
was certainly a priority issue in Prahran during the
election and it remains a priority issue, so we welcome
the transparency and accountability provisions in the
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. The subject of
the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015 is
obviously a contentious issue in the community. Greens
representatives in previous parliaments have spoken at
length on this issue, and our contributions will reflect
those previous contributions.
As I said, the Greens will not oppose the government
business program this week, but as I have said
previously, the cooperation of the government,
opposition and crossbench, which is essential for the
smooth running of this house, is not happening. We
have taken a step in the wrong direction; hopefully we
can take a step in the right direction.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 47
Allan, Ms
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

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
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Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hennessy, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

Sheed, Ms
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
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
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, 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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Luke Shambrook rescue
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I rise to
thank the dedicated men and women who helped find
Luke Shambrook. Luke is an 11-year-old boy with
autism who wandered away from his family’s camp site
near Lake Eildon on the morning of Good Friday. Five
days later he was found sitting on the edge of a ridge,
exhausted, dehydrated and suffering hypothermia. The
outcome could have been so different. The bush can be
a harsh place. I am sure all in this house felt incredible
relief when Luke was found.
Luke’s rescue has been called a miracle, but it was not.
Luke is alive because almost 100 police as well as
Victoria State Emergency Service volunteers,
bushwalkers and other volunteers amassed their
expertise to find him. Whether from a police helicopter
sweeping over the ridges and gullies or on the ground
tramping through the scrub, these people searched from
dawn until last light. Luke is now back at home with his
family. He is a very lucky boy.
Victoria is lucky to have people like Senior Sergeant
Dan Hilton, who was the first police officer to reach
Luke. We are also lucky to have Sergeant Gerard
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Warrin from Cobram police station, who was on the
search team; Senior Constable Michael Gale from the
dog squad; Sergeant Rebecca Phillip, who searched for
Luke on horseback; and Leading Senior Constable Brad
Pascoe of the air wing, who first saw Luke. These
names are a small selection — I cannot name all of
those involved in the search for Luke, but I would like
them to understand how grateful Victorians are for their
dedicated service.

Government performance
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) — In barely 100 days
this Labor government has all but destroyed the
international reputation of Victoria, including its
reputation as a safe place to do business. As the
Australian Financial Review noted recently, the
Andrews government is trampling on Labor’s Victorian
legacy. This is a government driven by ideology. The
narrow, sectional interests of Labor and its mates
determine the outcome of every decision. Good public
policy outcomes are something to be talked about, not
something to be pursued. They have been supplanted
by a partisan ethic driven by the Socialist Left. Anyone
with a different view, regardless of their expertise or the
esteem with which they are held in the community, will
be summarily dealt with.
Firstly, the paramedics had to be bought off and the
board of Ambulance Victoria sacked. Then it was the
turn of Linking Melbourne Authority members and
staff. If the Premier had kept them in place and taken
their advice, perhaps he would not now be facing
international condemnation for his cavalier treatment of
the successful tenderers for the east–west link. The
CEO and chair of WorkSafe Victoria were ordered to
resign by the Minister for Finance, but only after he
conferred with a higher authority. Then it was the turn
of members of water boards across the state, who will
no doubt be replaced with Labor hacks in very short
order. Those boards deliver critical infrastructure and
life-giving water across the state. They must not be
allowed to be just another arm of this Victorian cultural
revolution.
Finally, the chair of the Victorian Comprehensive
Cancer Centre is gone, and Labor is walking away from
$20 million in philanthropic funds for the sake of a
discredited ideology. As the Treasurer said, we face a
real risk of reverting to a AA credit rating, which was
confirmed today.

The Fallen
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — We are now
less than two weeks from marking the centenary of
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Anzac on Saturday, 25 April — a truly significant
occasion when as a nation we will reflect on the
sacrifices of our men and women during World War I.
Across our communities, local RSLs, community
groups and schools will pay their respects and reflect on
the nation we have become over the past 100 years.
One such commemoration comes from local historian
Margaret Diggerson, who has produced the book The
Fallen. The book details the lives of 59 men who lived
in the Chelsea and Carrum region and served in World
War I. In the book Margaret states:
For nearly 100 years these men have existed as words on
wood. This is an attempt to bring their names to life.

This really encapsulates the story of these
individuals — some of them barely out of school —
who went off to serve their nation.
I recently had the chance to reflect with Margaret on
her contribution. One comment she made stuck with
me: while these young men were lying wounded on the
battlefield it was common for them to call out to their
parents and families. I think this illustrates the callous
nature of war and the devastating toll it took on these
young individuals, their families and our nation. I
encourage everyone in the city of Kingston and across
Victoria to attend their local centenary
commemorations and pay their respects to fallen
servicemen and women.

Dr Alf Bamblett
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to pay my
respects to Aboriginal elder and leader Dr Alf
Bamblett. On 26 March I, together with the former
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, Jeanette Powell, had
the privilege of representing the Liberal-Nationals
coalition at Uncle Alf’s state funeral in Moama. Uncle
Alf will be remembered as a proud Yorta Yorta,
Bangerang and Wiradjuri man, an outstanding leader
and tireless advocate for the Aboriginal community
over many decades and a fair and considerate person
who consistently challenged injustice and remained true
to his values. Uncle Alf played a very significant role in
Aboriginal affairs and was instrumental in shaping
many Aboriginal community organisations. In
government the Liberal-Nationals coalition was proud
to name Uncle Alf as one of the first inductees into the
Victorian Indigenous Honour Roll.
Uncle Alf was larger than life, with a strong voice
which resounded well beyond Victoria — a voice that
continually championed the need for equality regardless
of race, colour or religion. In death, Uncle Alf’s life
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was summed up succinctly by his granddaughter
Nikayla Bamblett:
Pop had a great ability to make people from all walks of life
feel special, from ministers to grassroots community
leaders — he had time for everybody.

Uncle Alf’s grandson Dixon described his grandfather
as:
… a leader, a family man, a father, a grandfather … a devoted
husband, a community person, a politician, a warrior and a
man of God.

Surely there can be no greater legacy than this profound
and meaningful one, which will extend well beyond the
grave, instilling hope and strength in the generations to
follow.

SunFest
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — On the weekend of
14 and 15 March I had the great pleasure of joining the
Sunbury community at the 39th annual Sunbury
festival, known as SunFest, which is the biggest festival
in my electorate. On Saturday, with the sun shining, I
was honoured to be a judge at the street parade, which
was watched by thousands and which showcased more
than 30 community groups and individuals in a
spectacular parade through the centre of town. The
festival had a full carnival and activities for all ages,
and the community support and engagement was
sensational. I would like to thank volunteers, friends
and locals alike — it was a fun day for all.
On Sunday, day two of SunFest, I took part in the
Sunbury Walk or Run for Fun, with all proceeds going
to the scouts, the Sunbury State Emergency Service and
the Leukaemia Foundation. The participation in this
event was fantastic. I would like to acknowledge all the
runners who braved the steep Goonawarra hill, in
particular Rob Follett, the male winner of the
10-kilometre event, and my sister, Kirstin Bull, who
was the first female to cross the line in the 10-kilometre
event. I congratulate the volunteer organisers on all
their hard work in putting together yet another great
SunFest.

Boilerhouse Theatre Company
Mr J. BULL — On Saturday, 14 March, I was
invited to the Sunbury Boilerhouse Theatre’s final
performance of The Jungle Book. This production
showcased the amazing talent we have in Sunbury.
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Country Fire Authority Beaconsfield brigade
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — Today I rise to talk
about the Beaconsfield Country Fire Authority (CFA)
brigade. It is a wonderful group of volunteers, about
50 in number, who have been involved in the
community for many years. One member has served
our electorate for nearly 55 years. The Beaconsfield
community has changed rapidly, particularly in the last
10 to 15 years, and it is about time this government
acknowledged that.
After I raised an adjournment matter with the Minister
for Emergency Services recently, a letter came back
from the minister in relation to this CFA station saying,
‘Please don’t talk to us; nothing to see here’. That is
nothing short of a disgrace. The station at Beaconsfield
was built in 1944. Its only upgrade was back in the
1970s, and that was just to put a meeting room on at the
back. In the last four years we have worked with that
local group to ensure that land was secured for a new
station. The reason it has been secured is that the person
who owned the land passed away. Members opposite
can challenge that if they like, but the person who
owned the land passed away and wanted to give it back
to the community.
This government needs to acknowledge that the
previous government committed $2.2 million to the
Beaconsfield CFA; and it now has a responsibility to do
the same. The Beaconsfield CFA station does not have
enough facilities or space for its members to get
changed in. It has zero car parks and is relying on no
cars driving past it or, if they do, parking across the
road to get to it. I will continue to stand up for this
community. The government needs to ensure that this
budget contains the protection and safety measures
required for the Beaconsfield CFA station.

Hume Relay for Life
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I acknowledge the
outstanding efforts of all those involved in the Hume
Relay for Life over the weekend. This is the 10th year
the Hume Relay for Life has been held, raising over
half a million dollars. This year the event relocated to
its new venue at Craigieburn Central. Organisers agree
that this is a terrific venue which really connected the
community to the event.
With 18 teams and over 325 participants, the event
provided the Craigieburn community with an
opportunity to recognise and celebrate local cancer
survivors, patients and their carers, to honour and
remember loved ones lost to cancer, and to raise money
to help save more lives. And raise money it did. So far,
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approximately $25 000 has been raised this year, all
going towards the research, prevention, information and
support services of Cancer Council Victoria.
But the participants did not just raise money; the event
was also a celebration of hope. It was terrific to see
participants and organisers singing and dancing their
way around the track to YMCA, and for the runners to
pause for a few minutes while everyone lined up for a
dance to Nutbush City Limits. I did not! The energy
shown by participants was clearly contagious, despite
these events coming at the end of an 18-hour overnight
relay, during which many had not slept. Suffice it to say
coffee sales were high, and the egg and bacon rolls
were a real hit.
To the chair of the event, Jason Moore, the entire
organising committee and the MC, Brad Guy, well
done on a terrific effort.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Warrnambool hospital
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I call on the
government to commit funding in the upcoming state
budget to the building of stage 2 of the redevelopment
of the Warrnambool hospital. The coalition government
provided a record $4.7 billion for vital hospital capital
infrastructure across the state, including rebuilding the
Box Hill Hospital, funding the new Bendigo Hospital,
the Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre and
providing major upgrades at Geelong, Ballarat,
Frankston, Northern Werribee and Echuca hospitals,
among many others.
The coalition completed and opened stages 1 and 1A of
the Warrnambool hospital redevelopment. It also
provided $15 million for the integrated cancer care
centre, which is currently under construction;
$4.2 million for a new prevention and recovery care
mental health facility; and $2.3 million for additional
short-stay emergency beds. Now funding is needed to
complete stage 2 of the Warrnambool hospital
redevelopment.
Stage 2 will include a new and expanded emergency
services department, new and additional operating
theatres, upgrades to medical imaging and diagnostic
facilities and an expanded day surgery capacity. It is
absolutely essential that stage 2 be funded in this year’s
budget as part of the ongoing development of health
facilities in south-western Victoria to meet the needs of
a growing and ageing population and increasing
demand. For example, emergency department
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presentations have increased by 100 per cent in the past
decade, theatres are at absolute capacity at
8000 procedures per year, and the population is
expected to increase by 40 per cent over the next
20 years. We need funding for the state — —
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Anzac centenary
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — A sapling from
Gallipoli’s poignant Lone Pine stands proudly in a
school playground in Broadmeadows, commemorating
the centenary of the Anzac battle that forged a unique
relationship between Australia and Turkey. It serves as
a reminder of William Faulkner’s insight, ‘The past is
never dead. It’s not even past’. Nowhere is this more
significant than in Broadmeadows. One hundred years
ago thousands of valiant men from an adolescent nation
trained at the Broadmeadows army camp before being
dispatched to Gallipoli, where they matured into
diggers and light horsemen and became recipients of
the highest award for bravery, the Victoria Cross.
Australia and Turkey forged national identities at
Gallipoli after their soldiers fought in trenches
sometimes only metres apart, shooting to kill and then
exchanging water and chocolate amid the heat, snow
and carnage. The Turkish general at Gallipoli, Mustafa
Kemal, became the founder of modern secular Turkey
and was given the surname ‘Ataturk’, meaning ‘Father
of the Turks’. In 1934, he declared:
Those heroes that shed their blood and lost their lives … You
are now lying in the soil of a friendly country. Therefore rest
in peace. There is no difference between the Johnnies and the
Mehmets to us where they lie side by side now here in this
country of ours … they have become our sons as well.

Broadmeadows is where the Johnnies and the Mehmets
now live side by side. To mark the ebb and flow of
history and the evolution of the largest
Turkish-Australian community, I will donate a seedling
from the Lone Pine to the Victorian Parliament as a
symbol of how communities can grow and thrive
beyond the burden of history, side by side.

Public housing
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I recently attended a
community barbecue hosted by the South Yarra Public
Tenants Association at the Horace Petty estate. There I
had a chance to meet residents and discuss any
concerns they had. Many residents are elderly and have
a Russian background, and we spoke with the
assistance of a Russian interpreter.
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The Prahran electorate has several public housing
estates: Horace Petty in South Yarra, one on Bangs and
King streets in Prahran, one on Union Street in Windsor
and Inkerman Heights in St Kilda. Around 90 per cent
of my office’s constituent casework is on behalf of
public housing tenants, addressing issues such as
security, maintenance and tenancy, and it is work my
office is proud to do. Since my election we have
covered incidents of public housing tenants being
exploited through the offering of inducements to sign
up to inappropriate vocational education and training
courses and raised the unacceptable conditions created
by pigeon infestation.
It is clear that staff from the office of housing do a good
job under often difficult circumstances and with limited
resources. We need greater investment from the
government to improve and increase the supply of
public housing. As stated by South Yarra Public
Tenants Association chairperson Ana Rufatt-Ruiz, it is
critical that tenants, staff and elected representatives
work together to improve our public housing estates.
Ana and the community are passionate about sticking
up for tenants, as are staff, and I share in that passion.
There is still far too much stigma associated with public
housing estates and residents. Many public housing
tenants are house proud and community minded. The
Greens and I will be standing up for them in
Parliament.

Southern Football Netball League
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Last Saturday
evening I attended the season launch of what until then
was known as the Southern Football League. In
attendance were the Premier and the members for
Mordialloc, Bentleigh and Sandringham, as well as the
beyondblue CEO and the Netball Victoria CEO. In a
historic announcement on the night, the league
officially became the Southern Football Netball
League. This is a great development that recognises the
growing trend among member clubs to change their
own club names following the incorporation of netball
into those clubs. This is positive news and is a first
significant step in helping to increase the participation
of girls and women in sport and local sporting
associations.
One of the clubs doing this is Carrum Patterson Lakes
football netball club. Under the leadership of president
Stephen Barnes this club is going from strength to
strength. The club is a terrific example of an inclusive
and diverse sporting club in my electorate of Carrum
and a club with tremendous community spirit. Not only
am I very proud to have this club in my electorate, I am
extremely honoured and delighted to be named no. 1
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ticketholder for the 2015 season. I thank Stephen
Barnes and Carrum Patterson Lakes football netball
club for this wonderful opportunity, and I look forward
to a very successful and fulfilling 2015 season of
football and netball. Go the Lions and Lionesses!
This week’s seniors game will be played in tribute to
one of Carrum’s great community members, David
‘Nutty’ Neale. David passed away in December 2014.
Together with his wife, Evelyn, David contributed
more than 50 years of service to the Carrum
community. A best-on-ground player medal has been
established in honour of David.

Public holidays
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — There is
considerable angst amongst the small business sector in
my community over the intended grand final eve public
holiday. On Friday I hosted a forum with the member
for Hastings, the shadow minister for small and
medium enterprises, in Bairnsdale. There were
representatives present from Bairnsdale, Lakes
Entrance, Paynesville, Bruthen, Stratford and Metung
to talk to the member for Hastings about the impact this
will have on their businesses. The shadow minister
heard from one operator who said, ‘We just can’t afford
the wages. We opened Easter Sunday and had fairly
good patronage but lost money. Grand final eve being a
holiday is just ludicrous and will devastate small
business’.
This was a common theme across all the businesses
represented. I call on the government to listen to the
small business sector — something it should have done
before gazetting extra holidays. If the Minister for
Small Business, Innovation and Trade would like to
come down and meet people at a similar forum, I would
be more than happy to host him.

Cells Cafe
Mr T. BULL — On Friday I had the honour of
opening Cells Cafe in Bairnsdale, a social enterprise
that will provide employment and skill training for
those in the community with special needs. It was great
to see the project come to fruition, and I am delighted
that the previous government contributed $350 000 to
this enterprise, which will be run by Noweyung, our
local disability service. The facility includes a
community meeting room and offices for visiting
specialists and therapists. I would like to recognise the
great efforts of the Noweyung team and in particular
chief executive officer Ernie Metcalf and East
Gippsland Shire Council for their assistance, which has
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brightened up an old police station that had been a
derelict site for many years.

Bus services
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) — I rise to welcome the
Minister for Public Transport’s announcement that
changes proposed by bus operator Transdev were
inconsistent with the Andrews Labor government’s
focus on better bus services across metropolitan
Melbourne based on community consultation. If
Transdev cannot offer the services it signed contracts to
deliver, it should consider whether it is capable of
continuing to deliver those services. There are many
local bus operators in my electorate who were undercut
by Transdev when these contracts were signed and who
have provided and continue to provide high-quality bus
services across my electorate.
It is also very important to note that this plan has been
rejected by the Minister for Public Transport; this is the
plan the Liberal Party would have foisted on Victorians
had it been successful at the last election. The Liberal
Party wished to rip services away from the northern and
western suburbs and throw them across to the
south-eastern suburbs.
I wish to recognise the member for Niddrie for the
work he did in developing our bus policy and in
coordinating with members of Parliament and
candidates, along with the Bus Association Victoria and
the then shadow minister. That work will be driving
Labor’s plans in government to deliver appropriate bus
services.
I flag that the consultation in relation to these matters
that has been outlined by the government does not offer
another opportunity for Transdev to walk away from
the commitment it signed with the government to make
sure that it provides quality bus services in the northern
and western suburbs of Melbourne.

Police numbers
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — This statement
condemns the Andrews Labor government for its
failure to commit at the 2014 state election to additional
police numbers. Unlike the coalition government,
which during the campaign promised significant extra
police resources in addition to exceeding its 2010
commitments by delivering 1900 extra police and
950 protective services officers during its term, the then
Andrews opposition committed to not one net
additional police member.
The recently released crime statistics for 2014
demonstrate the clear benefits of having additional
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police members on the front line protecting the
Victorian community. In my police service area of
Knox, whilst it is concerning that overall crime was up
3.5 per cent, an analysis of the statistics reveal why it
was up, as well as the benefits of extra police on the
beat. Drug offences are largely detected crimes, not
reported crimes, so additional police out on the streets
usually means increased drug offences being detected.
This was the case with drug offences in Knox, which
were up 22.7 per cent. Likewise, there are now
substantially more police available to respond to family
violence incidents and to investigate and charge
offenders for breaches of orders pertaining to family
violence. Family violence incidents were up 6.3 per
cent in Knox whilst justice procedures offences —
largely offences relating to breaches of orders — were
up a massive 123 per cent.
The Andrews government must demonstrate to the
Victorian community that it is not going soft on law
and order and commit to additional police numbers in
the forthcoming May budget.
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in the district of Pascoe Vale. The Kurdish Association
of Victoria itself is based in Pascoe Vale. Every year,
but perhaps this year more than ever, Newroz
celebrations recognise the story of the Kurdish people,
a story that to date has been marked by struggle,
resilience and triumphs against the odds and, above all
else, a story that has so many important chapters yet to
be written. I look forward to continuing to work closely
with the Kurdish community in Pascoe Vale over the
coming years and wish them all the best in their
ongoing struggle for an independent Kurdistan.

Gallipoli 1915 — The Fallen Diggers from
Bayside, Victoria
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I pay tribute to
Bayside City Council, the Hampton RSL sub-branch,
the Rotary Club of Hampton and the Sandringham and
District Historical Society for the recent launch of the
publication titled Gallipoli 1915 — The Fallen Diggers
from Bayside, Victoria.

Beaumaris Football Club
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Newroz
Ms BLANDTHORN (Pascoe Vale) — I rise today
to acknowledge the outstanding contribution the
Kurdish community has made to Australia; a
contribution that has made Australian society far
kinder, richer and more understanding. I recently had
the privilege of attending the Kurdish Newroz
celebrations at Coburg Lake Reserve. Newroz is the
national day for the Kurdish people; it is a day that
marks the beginning of a new year and a day that offers
new beginnings, new hopes and new possibilities for
the Kurdish community.
It is also a day that provides us with the opportunity to
reflect on the past struggles of the Kurdish people and
acknowledge their ongoing fight for independence and
recognition. For centuries the Kurdish people have had
to endure oppression, prejudice and persecution, but
throughout these injustices they have managed to
remain positive and above all else unwavering in their
commitment to an independent Kurdistan. Although
Kurdistan may not be recognised as a state today or
even tomorrow, I hope that they succeed in their quest
for independence in the not-too-distant future.
I was pleased to speak on behalf of the Victorian
government and reaffirm Labor’s support for this
important community, and indeed for the great cultural
diversity that defines Victoria and which is so evident

Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Beaumaris
Football Club, and I acknowledge its decision 20 years
ago to join the Victorian Amateur Football Association.
The club had a great opening game of the season on
Saturday in which it tied with its opposition. I also note
the great contribution made by a first-game player,
Callum Beattie-Powell, who was among the best
players.

Central Bayside Adult Community Options
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the Central
Bayside Adult Community Options program in
Sandringham, which is conducted from a former guide
hall in Trentham Street, Sandringham, and the great
work being undertaken through the range of programs
under the leadership of its CEO, Chris Fox, and
supervisor, Angela Schepis.

Sandybeach Centre
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the
Sandybeach Centre for its ongoing great work and the
programs run through its community centre, including
the neighbourhood house, the learn local organisation,
the registered training organisation, the disability
service provider and the home and community care
provider range of programs.
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Cheltenham Pioneer Cemetery
Mr THOMPSON — I pay tribute to the friends of
the Cheltenham Pioneer Cemetery, Margaret Osborne
and Rosemary Reddick.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Kyneton Men’s Shed
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I rise to pay tribute to
the Kyneton Men’s Shed, the first men’s shed in
Victoria, which has the registration number, no. 1. Last
Wednesday I was thrilled to be invited to become an
honorary member of the Kyneton Men’s Shed, along
with the mayor of Macedon Ranges, Jennifer Anderson,
and the federal member for Bendigo, Lisa Chesters. We
three women were awarded a certificate and invited to
attend afternoon tea. We were given this great honour
following donations made by each of us to enable the
shed to purchase a defibrillator — the one piece of
equipment that we sincerely hope will be left to gather
dust in the shed.
After 15 years under the auspices of Cobaw
Community Health Centre, the shed is now going it
alone as an incorporated organisation. Under the
leadership of shed chairman, John Mitchell, and
treasurer, Brian Ward, I have no doubt the Kyneton
Men’s Shed will go from strength to strength. The shed
is open on Wednesday, Thursday and Friday from
9.00 a.m. to 4.00 p.m. and embodies all that is terrific
about our men’s sheds: purposeful activity, linkages
with local schools, an open and inclusive environment
for men of all backgrounds, a regular barbecue and a
good cup of tea.
The modern men’s shed is an updated version of the
shed in the backyard that has long been a part of the
Australian culture, but this common shed has added
benefits. We know many men are less healthy than
women, drink more, take more risks and suffer more
from isolation, loneliness and depression. Men’s sheds
provide valuable companionship, a busy environment
and a reason to get up and get out.

Julie Ryan Dancers
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Congratulations to Julie on her retirement. I wish her all
the best in her transition.

Neil Akers
Mr NORTHE — While I am talking about
community service, I also congratulate Neil Akers on
being honoured for his 45 years of service with
Ambulance Victoria. That is a fantastic achievement for
Neil, recognising his dedication, duty and commitment
to the safety and wellbeing of the general community.
Neil began his career in 1970 with Ambulance Victoria
in the Latrobe Valley. Neil has since worked
throughout Victoria as a relieving officer, and more
notably as a health commander overseeing firefighters
and the community during the Hazelwood mine fire.

Emergency services
Mr NORTHE — While I am speaking about the
Hazelwood mine fire, I was also pleased recently to
attend thankyou events to recognise the outstanding
efforts of our emergency services, volunteers and
community organisations during the initial response to
the fire and subsequent recovery supports. In stark
contrast, one cannot help but be disappointed in the
Premier. We all remember his outspoken criticism of all
and sundry during and after the Hazelwood mine fire
when he was Leader of the Opposition, but where is the
Premier now that, under his watch, local Environment
Protection Authority air monitoring equipment has
failed in recent weeks? When the local community is
seeking answers and confidence from the government,
the now Premier, whilst he was all talk in opposition,
has been nowhere to be seen or heard on these issues.
This is simply a disgrace.

George Crouch
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I rise to pay tribute to
one of the finest and most humble human beings that I
have known in my life. Last Thursday I joined with the
family and friends of George Crouch to celebrate his
full and rich life and to mourn his passing, aged
90 years. I seek leave to incorporate into Hansard detail
of George’s naval and distinguished police service,
including his valour badge.
Leave granted; see document pages 942–944.

Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — I was pleased to attend
a fundraising event last Saturday evening for Julie Ryan
Dancers. The combined event was a fundraiser for the
dance school’s upcoming trip to New York and a
retirement gala for Julie Ryan. Julie is hanging up her
dancing shoes after a 44-year commitment to teaching
young people in our region in their love of dance.

Ms GREEN — I first met George and the love of
his life, Lorna, more than 25 years ago, when he was a
member of the Reservoir East branch of the Labor
Party. I could hardly contain my delight when I
discovered shortly after I was elected that the now,
sadly, widowed George had settled in Whittlesea
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township. George was a joiner, a solid community man,
a Labor man to his bootstraps. He was a member of the
Kinglake-Whittlesea and then Yan Yean Labor Party
branches. Whittlesea Lions employed his cleaning skills
to keep the barbecues in the local park clean. He
volunteered for the agricultural society at the annual
Whittlesea show.
Like all members of the RSL sub-branch, I will miss
him this Anzac Day. I will especially miss our special
time after the march and service, when George and I
would share a pot while watching the final quarter of
his beloved Magpies and my Bombers. George, a naval
veteran and humble but highly decorated police officer,
was still a handsome, straight-backed man with a
cheeky and engaging smile and an enviable thatch of
hair that was still not completely grey. This made him
enormously sought after company by the widows of
Whittlesea. I have no doubt that Labor’s improved
election results in the town were due largely to
George’s popularity.

Anzac centenary
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — Congratulations to
Ringwood RSL for its initiative of commissioning
mural art under the Ringwood railway bridge to
commemorate the centenary of Anzac. When asked to
assist, I was very pleased to promote a pathway
between Ringwood RSL and Metro Trains Melbourne
to enable this to happen, and it is wonderful to see those
murals come to fruition as a reminder to all in the
Ringwood community of the sacrifice and commitment
made by our Anzac men and women for our country
and for our freedom.

Ringwood electorate football clubs
Ms RYALL — Following the commencement of
the Eastern Football League season last weekend, I
would like to wish the best for this season to my local
football clubs of East Ringwood, Norwood, Ringwood
and Mitcham. Our local community loves its sporting
clubs and the footy season. Our clubs are hubs of
community spirit, teamwork, relationships and mutual
support. Thank you to each club and club committee, to
the coaches, to the team managers, to the players and to
the volunteers for the amazing work they do in
upholding such an important part of the fabric of our
community.

Mitcham Football Club
Ms RYALL — It was a pleasure to hand out
jumpers to the Mitcham Football Club juniors. With its
first under-eights team included, the club is this season
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fielding eight teams. Junior football provides kids with
life skills, including teamwork, fair play, respect and
fitness. I wish the juniors all the best for the season. I
thank the committee, coaches, team managers and
volunteers for helping our young people on their life
journey and in their personal development.

JURY DIRECTIONS BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).
Mr PESUTTO (Hawthorn) — I am pleased to
speak on this bill today and to say that the opposition
does not oppose it. Why would it? This was our bill.
The government does not stand vindicated by today’s
bill. It stands condemned by it and for delaying the
previous bill and this important reform for more than
12 months. What was this reform supposed to do? It
was supposed to shorten criminal trials. It was supposed
to mitigate the burden on victims of violent crime in
particular. It was supposed to mitigate the burden on
our justice system by making sure that with shorter
trials criminal justice outcomes could be achieved more
promptly. This could have been achieved last year,
when the house debated the Jury Directions
Amendment Bill 2013, after it was introduced by
member for Box Hill, the then Attorney-General. Why
did it not pass?
Ms Ryall — Why?
Mr PESUTTO — Why, you ask? I will tell you
why it did not pass. It was because of rank
opportunism. Members of the government — then in
opposition — sided with the then member for
Frankston to defeat legislation which everybody in this
house today agrees is sensible and long overdue. Those
opposite stand condemned for putting their politics
before good policy and for putting tactics before good
outcomes for Victorians. How would victims feel
today — those who have had to sit through trials that
have been prolonged because these jury reforms were
not brought in 12 months ago when they could have
been?
We should have great sympathy for those victims,
especially at a time when this government is showing it
is not committed to good policy outcomes and is
putting political opportunity first. I wonder how the
French and Spanish governments feel. They are victims
of this government. I wonder how firefighters feel. I
think they are victims of this government. I think health
workers feel they are victims of this government. These
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are people who were made promises before the last
election only to be told something different after the
election.
The member for Box Hill brought in a bill last year that
would have achieved the same outcomes as this bill.
Whilst the government has gone to great lengths to
reconfigure the bill — to change the terms and the
order of sections in the bill — the truth is it is the same
bill. It should not escape anyone with eyes to see that
the government is trying to mask the fact that its actions
delayed a good outcome.
When we turn to the second-reading speech on the Jury
Directions Amendment Bill 2013 of the then
Attorney-General, we see that he made it clear to this
house that the legislation had been introduced after
deep and long consideration of the work done by His
Honour, Justice Weinberg, whose work has continued
since, in looking at aspects of jury reform and at how
best to achieve reforms that will shorten trials and ease
the burden on victims in particular and also ensure that
our courts can move through cases with far greater
dispatch.
The then Attorney-General made it clear that he and the
government had considered the work of the then
Department of Justice and the expert advisory panel
appointed to look at justice reform in this area,
something which was long overdue. When the bill
came to this house more than a year ago — in fact if I
recall correctly, it was introduced in late 2013 — it did
so with all stakeholders, including the department, the
courts and professionals, understanding the bill and
having contributed to it and what it contained, so there
can be no argument from the now government that it
had a reason to oppose the bill for any reason other than
rank expediency.
When we go through the bill before the house today,
we can see just how similar it is to the 2013 bill.
However, one needs to do a little bit of work because
the government has rearranged the clauses in the bill so
it does not admit of easy comparison. Let us go through
it. Let us look at part 1, which is the introductory part of
the bill. There is no great controversy there. Part 2 of
the bill deals with some general principles, things like
guiding principles for jury directions and particular
forms of words that are designed to make the job of
judges far easier. We find that those provisions —
clauses 5 to 8 — were dealt with already in part 2 of the
2013 bill, which the honourable member for Box Hill
brought in, and also in the provisions of the current act.
There is nothing new in part 2 of the bill.
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When we go to part 3 headed ‘Request for directions’,
we see that it deals with the change in jury directions,
which started with the Jury Directions Act 2012,
designed to involve all the parties to criminal
proceedings to ensure that the best directions will be
given, that those directions can be targeted and that
judges will not be left merely to their own resources to
determine jury directions in criminal trials.
Part 3 sets out the purposes and application of the part;
deals with the role of counsel in assisting the court
when determining what jury directions ought to have
been given; provides that legal practitioners must
request particular directions be given or not be given;
and deals with the rights of unrepresented accused to
ensure that those who appear in criminal trials without
the benefit of legal counsel can be better protected
when jury directions are given. Further clauses deal
with the role of the trial judge when requests are made,
the role of trial judge when directions have not been
requested but the trial judge feels that directions ought
to be given in the particular circumstances, and the role
of the trial judge when trial judges must give directions
regardless of the parties’ views. All of part 3 is already
dealt with in part 3 of the act and part 2 of the bill, so
there is nothing new in this part of the bill. There is
nothing whatsoever in the bill which could give this
government a reason for thinking that there was a
reason for it opposing the bill last year.
We move to part 4 of the bill, which deals with
evidential directions in relation to post-offence
conduct — that is, conduct after an alleged criminal
event which suggests an accused has incriminated
himself or herself. It is already dealt with in part 6 of
the existing act, which it almost replicates entirely, so
there is nothing new in that part of the bill.
We move to division 2 of part 4, which deals with other
misconduct evidence. Again there is nothing new
there — nothing which would have justified opposition
to the bill last year. This section deals with other
misconduct evidence which is adduced by the
prosecution, directions on other misconduct evidence
adduced about a co-accused, directions to avoid risks of
improper use of other misconduct evidence and
abolition of certain common-law rules. But again these
matters were dealt with in part 7 of the bill which the
previous government introduced last year. Are we
seeing anything new? No. There is nothing new here.
We move to division 3 of part 4, which deals with
unreliable evidence. It contains a definition and deals
with direction on unreliable evidence, prohibited
statements and suggestions in relation to children’s
evidence and abolition of common-law rules. They are
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all good provisions, but they are all identical to those
that were within part 8 of the 2013 bill. Again, there is
nothing new here.
Division 4 relates to two reforms to identification
evidence and contains a definition, directions on
identification evidence and abolition of common-law
rules. There is nothing new; it was dealt with in part 9
of the 2013 bill.
We move to division 5 which, not surprisingly, contains
nothing new. It applies to delay and forensic
disadvantage and contains a definition, directions on
significant forensic disadvantage and abolition of
common-law rules. It is not new; it was dealt with in
part 10 of the 2013 bill.
Division 6 deals with failure to give evidence or call
witnesses and includes directions on an accused not
giving evidence or calling witnesses, so that no
prejudice can be visited upon an accused for not giving
evidence; prohibited statements and suggestions in
relation to accused who do not give evidence or call
witnesses; directions on prosecution not calling or
questioning a witness and abolition of common-law
rules. Once again, it is no surprise to find nothing new;
these provisions were dealt with in part 12 of the 2013
bill.
Part 5 of the bill deals with sexual offences. Like the
other provisions I have referred to, this is an important
reform and is trying, amongst other things, to introduce
common law and cultural changes to ensure that juries
do not make or draw prejudiced inferences about
complainants of sexual offences as a class. Once again,
this contains nothing new compared with what was in
the 2013 bill.
Mr Noonan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Someone is either trying to break in or break out.
Mr PESUTTO — They are trying to break in,
Acting Speaker; the speech is that good!
Part 5 includes application of divisions, definitions,
prohibited statements and suggestions in relation to
complainants and direction on delay in complaints or
lack of complaints. That direction is important as it
ensures that juries understand that it is not easy for
complainants to make complaints in a timely manner.
There is all manner of reasons why a complainant may
require some time before making a complaint to
relevant law enforcement authorities or anyone else. It
is a good reform. It also contains a provision dealing
with additional directions on delay in a complaint or
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lack of a complaint as well as abolition of common-law
rules. These were dealt with in part 11 of the 2013 bill.
Part 6 of the bill before the house deals with family
violence. Like those provisions which deal with sexual
offence components, this is important, but again it is
already covered in part 7 of the existing act. Part 6
includes a definition, request for direction on family
violence, content of direction on family violence and
additional matters for direction on family violence.
These are all worthwhile and necessary reforms, but
they were introduced by the previous government and
are in the current act, which means that nothing new is
being introduced in this bill in that respect.
Part 7 of the bill deals with general directions as to what
must be proved beyond reasonable doubt. The section
includes the abolition of common-law obligations to
give certain directions in relation to matters beyond
reasonable doubt, provisions dealing with when trial
judges may explain proof beyond reasonable doubt and
how explanations may be given in response to jury
questions. Again, these are all worthwhile and sensible
provisions but are covered in part 5 of the current act.
Part 8 is headed ‘Trial judge’s summing up’ and
contains provisions which again are worthwhile. It
deals with trial judges’ obligations when summing up,
trial judges being required to identify only evidence
necessary for determination of issues and trial judges
giving integrated directions, which is where they give
directions to juries in a way which helpfully combines
matters of law and fact. That is dealt with in part 4 of
the existing act.
Part 10 deals with, amongst other things, changes to the
Evidence Act 2008. For the most part the provisions
contained in this part are either already in the existing
act or were pursued in the 2013 bill that came before
the house but was defeated.
What we see is a bill which almost entirely in substance
replicates the work of the previous government. I make
those points to reinforce for those who are watching
and for those who will read this debate that there was
never any justification for opposing the previous
government’s jury directions reforms back in 2013,
which had been preceded by a great deal of work. I pay
tribute to the member for Box Hill for the work he did
in bringing together the work of Justice Weinberg, the
department and the experts who were engaged on that
process to bring in the Jury Directions Bill 2012, which
I note the then opposition did not oppose.
We do not oppose this bill, but I want to sound a
warning that more needs to be done in the justice base.
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In recent times we have seen community uneasiness
and concern, and in many areas, community despair.
People want to see a government that is responding to
the community’s cry to have more work done in the
justice space. They want to see more work done in
sentencing and on bail reforms. Those reforms can be
achieved in relatively short order. The Sentencing Act
can be toughened up to ensure that community safety is
paramount in all sentencing decisions. The Bail Act can
be toughened up to make sure that community safety
and deterrence are in place that will allay community
concerns that the additional things that can be done are
not being done.
I say on behalf of the coalition that we did a lot in the
last four years. We would have liked to have done more
but the intervention of the election meant that we were
no longer in that position. However, I call upon the
government to take up those reforms. The community
wants them; they make sense and they need to be done.
More work needs to be done where sexual offenders are
concerned. We have seen recent incidents reported in
the media showing that there are obvious loopholes in
that legislation and again I call on the government to do
something about those laws.
At the moment we are waiting to see what the
government will do in relation to community correction
orders, particularly in light of the Court of Appeal’s
decision late last year in Boulton v. The Queen.
Members of the opposition want to ensure that
community correction orders are not used as a means
by which violent offenders — those who commit
serious offences such as rape, aggravated assault or
other forms of serious abuse — are allowed back out on
the streets. That was never the intention of community
correction orders, and I hope and trust that this
government will adopt the same view and ensure that
community correction orders, super-correction orders
or extended forms of community correction orders are
not introduced to weaken the reforms that the previous
government brought in.
There is also the matter of police numbers, which is so
important to deterrence and to reducing crime over
time. When you put more police on the beat, you can
expect that more crime will be detected. That is one of
the very principles and purposes for which you engage
more police. A strong presence of protective services
officers is very important, not only to give members of
the community the sense that they are safer but because
in the minds of criminals and those who will potentially
commit crimes the idea that they will be identified and
brought to justice in some way is one of the important
elements of deterrence. That is why a strong police
presence is very important.
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These jury reforms are necessary. They are long
overdue. They could have been brought in a long time
ago. But they sit in an area of justice where they may
not achieve the purposes for which they are being
enacted if the other matters I have mentioned — all of
those strong law and order enforcement measures —
are not pursued, maintained and built upon. We do not
oppose this bill. I condemn the government for its
behaviour last year, but otherwise, subject to those
remarks, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure to
rise to speak about the Jury Directions Bill 2015. I want
to correct a bit of history that the member for Hawthorn
conveniently overlooked. There is a man the member’s
predecessor in the electorate of Hawthorn, former
Premier Ted Baillieu, would know very well, and that is
Geoff Shaw, the former member for Frankston. If the
member for Hawthorn wants to tell the truth about what
happened with this legislation in the previous
Parliament, he should say the Liberal Party preselected
and endorsed the former member for Frankston, who
gave his inaugural speech on the back bench here. If the
former government had kept the former member in the
tent when he became an Independent, if it had looked
after him, treated him with respect and consulted him
on legislation, the second tranche of this jury legislation
would possibly have gone through. But no, the member
for Frankston was treated with contempt, and the then
opposition, led by the then Leader of the Opposition,
now Premier, and the then shadow Attorney-General,
now Attorney-General, were also treated with contempt
and not given the appropriate briefings.
We are here today because of the neglect of the
previous government in consulting the opposition,
doing the due diligence and making sure that in
proposing legislation it was consultative and bipartisan.
We have no problem with this bill; we have never had a
problem with it. We all agreed on and signed up to the
content, but we did not agree with the former
government trying to ram through legislation, just as it
rammed through the east–west link contract, which the
member for Hawthorn, in his contribution on this bill,
also brought up. The former government tried to ram
through an airport rail link, which went through my
electorate, and no-one was even told about it. Not one
person was consulted.
Let us not let the coalition off the hook. It preselected
Geoff Shaw. If you go to the Age of 4 April 2014, there
is an article headed ‘No debate, so jury bill voted
down’, and in that article there is a photograph of
Mr Shaw. He voted down the legislation; he was not
prepared to do it. The coalition tried to hoodwink him.
In the article Mr Shaw is quoted as saying:
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This bill was not afforded that opportunity. And therefore I
did not vote in favour of it.

Let us call a spade a spade. We are here today purely
because of the coalition.
I want to thank the Attorney-General for bringing
through this reform. I also want to acknowledge the
work of the Department of Justice and Regulation,
which over a period of five years has done an immense
amount of work in getting to this stage.
This bill is important, because we all know that juries
are a complex component of the criminal justice
system. They are required to apply facts to the law and
work out guilt or innocence. Juries are an important
component, but as the law has changed, as reforms
have gone on, we have seen more juries dealing with
more complex matters.
I quote Lord Mackay, who said the ‘supreme test’ for a
jury direction is that it should be ‘comprehensible to an
ordinary member of the public who is called to sit on a
jury and who has no particular acquaintance with the
law’. We must remember that juries are generally made
up of members of the public who have, more often than
not, no prior history with the law. It is a very good thing
to make matters simple for them and to make reforms
simpler and easier.
Before I got up to speak I had a quick look at the
website of the Department of Justice and Regulation.
The Attorney-General is quoted on that website, and his
statement is worth reading into Hansard. He said:
Over the years, jury directions in Victoria have become
overly long and complex, and this legislation will help deliver
shorter criminal trials, and fewer appeals and retrials based on
jury directions …

This legislation contains important reforms that will
reduce appeals, streamline the process and help juries
apply the law to the facts. In creating this legislation the
government has had significant contributions from the
Victorian Law Reform Commission, the Criminal Law
Review, Justice Weinberg and the Judicial College of
Victoria. An incredible amount of work has gone into
creating this legislation. There have been various
reports and there has been various commentary on it. I
have looked at the report Jury Directions — A
Jury-centric Approach, which goes through the process
of how we got here today and outlines some of the
research that has been done. The laws we are making
and passing here today are important. Research over
two decades has highlighted deficiencies in jury
directions to date but has also pointed a way forward
for making more effective jury directions. The report
indicates that:

893

Research has shown that:
jurors struggle to understand jury directions containing
double negatives and conceptual or complex matters
some jury directions have the opposite effect from that
which is intended (this is known as the ‘reactance
theory’)
there is a significant difference between jurors’
subjective beliefs in their understanding of jury
directions and objective testing of their understanding
jurors bring certain assumptions into the jury room with
them (e.g., misconceptions about sexual assault and
family violence) —

and today’s jury directions target those areas; and —
jurors are much better at dealing with factual issues than
understanding legal issues.

The bill is an important area of reform. The Andrews
Labor government has put family violence firmly and
squarely as its no. 1 agenda item. It has said firmly and
squarely that once the report of the Royal Commission
into Family Violence comes in, all of the
recommendations will be followed through and
implemented.
I acknowledge that the first tranche of these jury
reforms, the Jury Directions Act 2013, was passed by
the Parliament in 2013, and here we are today with the
second tranche of reforms. The bill we are going to
pass, with bipartisan support that I welcome, will refine
the operation of the act. I will go through some of the
key components of the bill because they are important.
The bill is targeted at specific areas to help jurors with
the directions given by judges. It will simplify
directions on what must be proved beyond reasonable
doubt — the only matters a trial judge may direct the
jury must be proved beyond reasonable doubt are the
elements of the offence and the absence of any
defences. The bill will abolish complex common-law
directions to the contrary that are confusing and in
some instances reflect misconceptions about sexual
offences. It will provide for simplified directions on
‘other misconduct evidence’ — that is, tendency,
coincidence, context or relationship evidence, removing
complex distinctions between these types of evidence.
It will replace provisions in the Evidence Act 2008 in
relation to dealing with children’s evidence with new
provisions in the Jury Directions Act.
Importantly, in relation to the effect of delay on
forensic disadvantage, the bill will replace statutory and
common-law directions with a simplified direction that
may be given when the accused has experienced a
significant disadvantage because of delay. It will
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require a direction on delay and credibility in relevant
sexual offence cases to address common
misconceptions. This is designed to prevent unfair
generalisations about sexual offence complainants as a
class while allowing the parties to argue about delay as
it relates to the specific case. The bill will also rectify a
problematic direction on consent in sexual offence trials
with amendments to the Crimes Act 1958 to clarify that
a person does not consent to a sexual act where the
person does not say or do anything to indicate consent
or where, having initially consented to an act, the
person later withdraws that consent.
The Jury Directions — A Jury-centric Approach report
I referred to earlier has been published on the
Department of Justice and Regulation website. It is
essential reading. Again I congratulate all the staff at
the Department of Justice and Regulation for their work
on this matter to date and those involved at the
Victorian Law Reform Commission as well. The
reforms in the bill provide significant legal and cultural
changes for criminal trials and it is likely they will be
tested on appeal, so it is desirable to provide detailed
information on how the reforms have been developed.
The work done by staff at the Department of Justice
and Regulation, and going back to the 2009 report by
the Victorian Law Reform Commission, are important
steps. I acknowledge again the team led by the
Honourable Justice Weinberg of the Court of Appeal,
which published a report in August 2012. The Jury
Directions Advisory Group examined the report’s
recommendations in detail and identified further
improvements to refine and simplify those proposals.
I welcome the commentary from other members — we
have had a lot of robust reform in this area and this is
another important piece of legislation. It recognises and
reorganises the provisions in the earlier legislation and
includes new provisions. The bill provides a great
opportunity to restructure the legislation so it flows
logically and is easier to read. I welcome the
opposition’s support because the bill is a great step for
our criminal justice system in terms of reducing
appeals, streamlining the process and the application of
the law to the facts. This legislation is vital because jury
directions are a vital component of the criminal justice
system.
I once again congratulate the Attorney-General, and I
commend the opposition on its efforts. The opposition
should note that we consulted it, and it would have been
nice if we had been consulted on all the previous
government’s justice bills when we were in opposition,
but that was not the case. Here we are today fixing up
the opposition’s mess and passing vital legislation for
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our courts. I welcome this legislation and I wish it a
speedy passage.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I am delighted
to rise to make a brief contribution to debate on the Jury
Directions Bill 2015. I want to pull up the member for
Niddrie, who indicated in his contribution that the
opposition is not supporting the bill. We are certainly
not opposing the bill, and we agree with most of the
sentiment contained in it because, as was stated by the
member for Hawthorn, it is pretty much a carbon copy
of what we started out to achieve. It is no good looking
at the former member for Frankston as a way out when
talking about why the now government when in
opposition chose to vote against the bill because all that
did was delay the process. We are past that point now,
and I am pleased that we are moving forward with this
bill, which will offer substantial benefits for Victoria.
We know that some criminal trials are very complex.
Lawyers, barristers, clerks, judges and magistrates are
all professionals and most have trained for many years.
Australian criminal law was originally derived from
English common law, and we know that Victoria is a
common-law jurisdiction. On top of that, there is the
Crimes Act 1958 and a multitude of other pieces of
legislation that underpin the criminal system. However,
the bulk of that underpinning comes under the Crimes
Act.
It is ironic that in criminal trials the most inexperienced
and the most underprepared of all those involved are
those who make the decision — the jury. Hence this bill
will primarily do three things. It will reduce the
complexity of jury directions in criminal trials, it will
clarify and simplify the issues that juries must
determine in criminal trials and it will re-enact the Jury
Directions Act 2013 with some minor amendments.
Anything that reduces complexity is a good thing,
hence we are not opposing the bill. Furthermore, the
Jury Directions Act 2013, which was opposed in
Parliament, was intended to achieve similar outcomes.
Addressing the main provisions of the bill, clauses 55 to
60 deal with directions relevant only to trials involving
family violence and replicate the effect of the
introduction of new directions into the Jury Directions
Act 2013 by the Crimes Amendment (Abolition of
Defensive Homicide) Act 2014, which are specific
outcomes. Clauses 48 to 54 provide for changes to
directions on delay and credibility in sexual offences
cases — as was pointed out by the member for
Hawthorn — by replacing sections of the Crimes Act
and the common-law rules, and those are also important
changes. Clauses 45 through 47 introduce new jury
directions on rape and sexual assault in specific
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provisions. Clauses 38 to 40 change the law on
directions on delay and forensic disadvantage by
replacing sections of the Evidence Act 2008 and the
Crimes Act 1958 and common-law rules with new
provisions. Clauses 35 to 37 change the law on
identification evidence directions by replacing
sections 116 and 165(1)(b) of the Evidence Act 2008
and common-law rules with new provisions.
Those are the main provisions contained in the bill.
There are additional provisions being introduced which
come from the Jury Directions Act 2013, and we will
need to see how they operate in the future in practice to
establish how beneficial they will be. As the member
for Hawthorn said, sadly this bill has been delayed for
some time because the current government, when in
opposition, sided with the former member for
Frankston to oppose it, and it has reconfigured the
provisions now contained in this bill. However, we
encourage the government to continue taking our lead
in protecting the community, and this is a significant
step in doing that.
I quote directly from part 2 of the bill, clause 5, headed
‘Guiding principles’, which states:
(1) The Parliament recognises that —
(a) the role of the jury in a criminal trial is to determine
the issues that are in dispute between the
prosecution and the accused; and
(b) in recent decades, the law of jury directions in
criminal trials has become increasingly complex;
and
(c) this development —
(i)

has made jury directions increasingly
complex, technical and lengthy; and

(ii) has made it increasingly difficult for trial
judges to comply with the law of jury
directions and avoid errors of law; and
(iii) has made it increasingly difficult for jurors to
understand and apply jury directions; and
(d) research indicates that jurors find complex,
technical and lengthy jury directions difficult to
follow.

I think that pretty much sums up the changes being
attempted by the bill to make jury directions simpler —
less complex — for members of the jury, so that they
can better understand them and we can get better
outcomes.
In conclusion, the role of the jury is critical in our
criminal trials. I also believe that wherever possible
complexity in the court environment should be reduced.

895

That is what this bill does. As I said, I am pleased to see
a bill that makes the changes that are needed finally
being brought to the chamber following the former
government’s lead. There was never a logical reason to
oppose the Jury Directions Bill 2013; that action was
purely political. I commend the bill to the house and
look forward to its speedy passage through the house.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Jury Directions Bill 2015. As has
previously been enunciated, the bill has five key
objectives: firstly, to reduce errors in jury directions;
secondly, to make the issues that juries must determine
much clearer; thirdly, to improve the way that
information is provided to juries; fourthly, to reduce
delay by shortening jury directions; and finally, to
reduce the number of retrials, which will reduce the
stress and trauma to victims of crime.
Previously trial judges in Victoria have been compelled
to give highly detailed and often complicated
directions. This resulted in their taking longer to deliver
directions in Victoria than judges in any other state. The
reality is that legislation must reflect the times in which
we live. There is a need to ensure that legislation is
responsive to the demands of the community. We need
to make sure that there are simplified directions for
juries to make it easier for members of juries to
discharge their duties.
As I understand it, research has shown that jurors are
less likely to listen to, understand or apply directions
which are long, complex or of questionable usefulness.
That is obviously a grave concern, given the
fundamental role that juries play in our criminal justice
system. In the past it has also been very difficult for
trial judges to give such directions. What that has led to
ultimately have been degrees of judicial error and, in
turn, appeals and retrials.
The jury system is a fundamental component of a
progressive, democratic and civilised society. I make
these comments in the context of the recent passing of
Lee Kuan Yew, who was the first Prime Minister of
Singapore. Singapore inherited a judicial system in the
same way we did, from England. In Singapore the jury
system was abolished in 1969. Jury trials — except for
capital offences with the death penalty — had been
abolished earlier, in 1959. When asked about this, Lee
Kuan Yew said to the BBC and wrote in his memoirs
that due to his experiences as a trial lawyer:
I had no faith in a system that allowed the superstition,
ignorance, biases, and prejudices of seven jurymen to
determine guilt or innocence.
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Lee Kuan Yew achieved many things in his life, and he
changed Singapore, but by throwing out fundamental
rights such as trial by jury and freedom of association
he effectively imprisoned his nation in a gilded cage.
We cannot become like Singapore. We must make sure
that the jury system functions and works well, and we
must ensure the integrity and longevity of the system.
The reality is that we have to recognise that as a nation
and a state we are operating on fewer resources and that
we must become more efficient. To some extent this
moment in history is similar to the time in ancient
Rome when Trajan, who was emperor, passed the
batten to Hadrian. I say that because when Trajan was
emperor, Rome’s territorial extent was at its greatest. In
a public policy sense we have been that way over
probably the past 30 years.
Interestingly, when Hadrian became emperor, he started
to withdraw from some of Rome’s territorial gains and
built Hadrian’s Wall in northern England, for example.
In one sense, that is where we are now as a nation and a
state. We need to recognise the fact that we must be
more frugal and more efficient. We cannot be wasteful
with our resources because the reality is that we just do
not have the fiscal capacity to be inefficient. Simpler
directions will reduce the number of appeals and
retrials. This will have the added benefit of protecting
victims and families from further anguish.
The bill will change the law around directions on delay
and credibility in sexual offence cases. The current law
is highly problematic because the common-law Kilby
and Crofts directions reinforce outdated and inaccurate
assumptions about the behaviour of victims of sexual
assault — that is, they suggest that a genuine
complainant will make their complaint very soon after
the offence has occurred. As we have seen through the
great work of the inquiry into the handling of child
abuse by religious and non-government organisations in
the last Parliament, and as we are currently seeing
through the work of the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, that is
not the case. Victims of sexual abuse can take decades
to process these horrendous crimes and develop the
ability to seek redress.
We need to make sure that legislation reflects the times
we live in. We now know that it takes something like
25 or 26 years on average before victims of sexual
abuse feel able to come forward and talk about what
has happened to them.
Mr McGuire — Twenty-six years.
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Mr PEARSON — It is 26 years — I thank the
member for Broadmeadows. It is important that we
make changes to reflect this new knowledge. While we
cannot condemn our predecessors for failing to take this
action, we now know that this is the case, and we must
make sure the legislation reflects what is happening in
the community.
In the past trial judges have been required to give
competing and contradictory directions, which can be
confusing for jurors. In order to make the system work,
we must simplify it to make life easier for trial judges
and enable jurors to understand what is required of
them. The bill will prohibit a trial judge or parties from
saying or suggesting that sexual offence complainants
are unreliable as a class and will require trial judges to
give directions based on accepted understandings of
how complainants respond to sexual assault. For
example, the judge must tell the jury that people react
differently to sexual offences and that there is no
typical, proper or normal response to a sexual offence.
This is borne out by evidence gleaned through the royal
commission and other inquiries.
This bill is an important step in bolstering the integrity
of the jury system. We are very lucky to have trial by
jury as a right, and we cannot allow that framework to
be compromised. As times change, the system must
change with them. For that reason we must upgrade the
relevant legislation and provide support around it to
make sure the system operates efficiently and
effectively. That is the expectation of us as
legislators — we have an obligation to make sure that
the system works. Trial judges need the capacity to
properly direct and instruct jurors so that jurors can in
turn discharge their duty. We cannot allow Victoria to
be a laggard on this matter when this state has been a
national leader in most areas of public policy, whether
it be economic reform, early childhood development or
electricity regulation. It is obviously a concern that we
are something of an outlier in relation to the conduct of
trials by jury.
This bill will help to make the system efficient and
effective, empower judges to discharge their duty and
make it easier for jurors to discharge theirs. It reinforces
the system of trial by jury, which is a fundamental right
of citizens in Australia. It is our responsibility to make
sure the system is protected and that it works. For those
reasons I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Jury Directions Bill 2015. I will be brief in my remarks
on this bill. The Greens support this bill; however, we
have concerns regarding the non-mandatory nature of
some of the jury directions. I will go straight to the
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point of those concerns: whilst the new jury directions
on sexual offences and family violence will on the one
hand help to remove prejudice and misconceptions
about victims, the Federation of Community Legal
Centres has raised strong concerns with us relating to
the non-mandatory nature of some of these directions.
The bill fails to address the federation’s concern about
the removal of mandatory requirements for judges to
direct members of juries in their thinking about consent
and what the accused believed. The mandatory
requirement for such directions was removed under the
Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences and Other
Matters) Act 2014 and the then shadow and now
current Attorney-General supported this move even
though other Labor MPs noted that this ran counter to
the recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s Sexual Offences — Final Report of 2004
and its jury directions review with respect to sexual
offences.
The Greens believe that directions on family violence
and sexual offences by trial judges should be
mandatory, rather than being reliant on defence counsel
requesting a trial judge direct the jury on family
violence matters. That said, we feel that given this bill
has come before the house, we must also keep in mind
other steps that will enable the law to respond
appropriately to women who kill partners in the context
of family violence and their ability to use the defence of
self-defence. Specialised family violence training and
cultural awareness education for legal professionals,
including prosecutors, defence counsel and judges,
could be employed. Such training should include the
relevance of family violence evidence to elements of
self-defence.
Steps could be taken to reduce the levels of female
defendants being charged. In some cases in which
women kill to defend themselves from family violence,
the Office of Public Prosecutions could consider
charging the defendant with manslaughter from the
outset rather than murder, which may make it more
likely that they would go to trial on the basis of
pleading self-defence. Legal professionals should be
prompted to use expert evidence about family violence
and to use experts who have extensive, specialised
knowledge of family violence.
As well as legislative improvements in the area of
sexual offences being required, the Federation of
Community Legal Centres and the Victorian Centres
Against Sexual Assault Forum say this must be done in
tandem with ongoing, appropriately funded community
education programs, primary prevention initiatives and
funding of community-based legal services and sexual
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assault survivor advocacy organisations. As well as
these initiatives we need ongoing education of judges,
defence counsel, prosecutors and police about the social
context of sexual assault.
We could also look at the development of clear
definitions and examples to be included in the Crimes
Act 1958 and also used in training materials for judges,
legal officers, police and advocates. We could empower
judges to disallow questioning of a complainant that is
unduly intrusive, humiliating, intimidating or
overbearing.
That said, the Greens support this bill, but we have
concerns regarding the non-mandatory nature of jury
directions. We will be raising those issues further
through Sue Pennicuik, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the other place, who is our
justice spokesperson. We will take up those issues in
the other place should the bill reach the upper house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) — According to
its members’ contributions in this house today the
coalition is divided on this bill. The shadow
Attorney-General, the member for Hawthorn, wants to
claim that the bill is wholly and solely a Liberal Party
initiative introduced last year; meanwhile The
Nationals member for Ovens Valley is saying that the
coalition does not support the bill. The coalition cannot
have it both ways.
Before this debate is finished I would like to hear from
the coalition that it actually supports the bill — its
members should stand up and support these initiatives.
They should not be backtracking now. The reasons they
have put up have been about politics. I remind the
opposition that a former member for Frankston, Geoff
Shaw, was preselected by the Liberal Party and was
elected to the 57th Parliament as a member of the
Liberal Party. He was the Liberal Party’s issue, its
concern.
What is done is done and cannot be undone, so let us
get to the point and see how the opposition votes at the
end of this debate this week. This is the important
thing: this legislation is too important to be dealt with in
this fashion. It is up to coalition members to stand up
and say they support it, not that they will not be voting
against it and take those sorts of positions. Let us see
where they really stand — and their indignation is
diminished by the background relating to the former
member for Frankston.
Let us go to the point. The reforms in this bill were
contained in the Jury Directions Amendment Bill which
was introduced in the Legislative Assembly in 2013
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and in the Legislative Council in 2014 by the former
coalition government. Neither version of the bill was
passed because the then Labor opposition did not
support its passage. The reason it was opposed was that
the then government was trying to force the bill through
without debate. Labor did not have any issue with the
content of the bill. Let us get down to what counts: it is
about the content. Let us get the bill through this
Parliament, and let us have no more posturing on these
issues. Let us actually get the job done.
This bill contains important initiatives that need to be
introduced. What we are really talking about is giving
clarity where there is complexity so that juries have a
better understanding of what needs to be done and the
jury directions that are given are relevant in law and
actually focus the jurors’ minds on what is directly
required. The complexity and uncertainty make it more
difficult for a judge to give directions that comply with
the law and harder for juries to understand their task.
This is what the research has shown, and it leads to
more appeals and retrials. These are the substantive
matters that we want to address in this legislation. That
is what the Attorney-General has brought to this house.
The aim of the bill is to reduce the errors in jury
directions, to make clearer the issues that juries must
determine, to improve the way in which information is
provided to juries, to reduce delay by shortening jury
directions and to reduce the number of retrials, which
will reduce the stress and trauma to victims of crime.
That is the point. We are agreed on content. Let us have
an agreement in an affirmative way and a positive vote
for this legislation in this house before it goes to the
upper house.
The bill re-enacts the Jury Directions Act 2013 with
some refinements, and it restructures the provisions to
improve readability. The bill improves the reforms to
consent directions in sexual offences trials from the
Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences and Other
Matters) Act 2014 to reform specific jury directions,
including directions on other misconduct evidence,
delay and forensic disadvantage, and delay and
credibility. That is an important point.
The bill deals with new jury directions on consent and
reasonable belief in consent. The bill restructures the
directions of the Crimes Amendment (Sexual Offences
and Other Matters) Act 2014 for consistency with the
rest of the bill and includes an amendment to one of the
directions. The relevant direction being amended states
that the fact that a person does not say or do anything to
indicate consent to a sexual act is enough to show that
the act took place with the person’s consent. This
direction is problematic, as it suggests that a person
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may not do or say anything to consent to sexual activity
but nonetheless may be taken to have potentially
consented to the activity by the law of rape. This is a
highly complex, very emotionally charged and difficult
issue that needs to be addressed and clarified.
The bill removes this direction and instead amends the
list of circumstances in the Crimes Act to which a
person does not consent to include where the person
does not say or do anything to indicate consent, and
where, having initially consented to an act, the person
later withdraws that consent. This is a particular issue
that we need to address — when consent was given and
whether it was later withdrawn. That is the point about
no meaning no. This will now be clearer to the jury and
will be more effective than the jury directions. It will
also make clear that a person should not engage in a
sexual act with another person without the other person
having clearly communicated his or her consent. That is
a critical issue that I am glad this legislation will clarify.
This is part of the Kilby and Crofts directions. It
requires trial judges in sexual offence cases to direct a
jury that a complainant’s failure to report a sexual
offence at the earliest possible opportunity may cast
doubt on the complainant’s credibility and that the jury
should take this into account in evaluating the
credibility of the allegations made by the complainant.
The law in this area is highly problematic because the
direction is based on inaccurate assumptions about the
behaviour of victims of sexual assault — that is, that a
genuine complainant can be expected to make the
complaint very soon after the offence.
The member for Essendon raised the point, which I
want to emphasise as well, that the inquiry into child
sexual abuse that delivered the landmark Betrayal of
Trust report uncovered that on average it takes 26 years
before victims of child sexual abuse can come forward
and directly report or act on these horrendous crimes.
So there needs to be a better assessment of the delay
and the reasons behind it. Research has shown that
potential jurors can have misconceptions about how
complainants should behave, expecting them to have
come forward immediately. That is an important issue
to be addressed, which is being dealt with in this bill.
There are other issues about different parts of directions
and how they must be proved beyond reasonable doubt.
There are also contributions on how we actually look at
corroboration. Corroboration of evidence is no longer
required under section 164 of the Evidence Act, except
in cases of perjury and similar offences, and the trial
judge is not required to direct a jury on corroboration.
Despite this, directions on corroboration are sometimes
still given. This matter was raised in the Weinberg
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report. These directions are problematic and
unnecessary. The Weinberg report did not make any
recommendations about section 164; it was not leading
to successful appeals or convictions.
In summing up, this is a bill that provides clarity where
there is complexity. It is important to fully brief juries
so that they understand the nuances about which we
now have greater knowledge. I believe the bill should
have a direct vote of support from members on all sides
of the chamber. I would like to see before the end of
contributions from coalition members clarification that
they will vote in support of the bill. As I said, we have
heard direct contradictions, with the shadow
Attorney-General on the one hand claiming this was a
coalition government bill, and a Nationals speaker on
the other hand saying The Nationals do not want to
support it. Let us put all of that to one side and just vote
on this bill. Let us get it done. Now is the time to
address it.
Here is the opportunity. The vote will be taken before
the end of the week, and I would like to see this bill
pass both houses of the Parliament. I commend the bill
to this house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I call the member for Bayswater.
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Thank you, Acting
Speaker, and it is lovely to see you in the chair.
I also rise to contribute to the debate on the Jury
Directions Bill 2015. Just so there is no misconception
as to what the coalition is doing in relation to this bill, I
note that we are not opposing the bill. There is a lot in
this bill that is very similar to what was proposed by the
former government. When the member for Box Hill
was the Attorney-General most of these initiatives had
been proposed in a bill whose great reforms, because of
a lot of filibustering and a lot of time wasting in the
house, did not go through both houses. The question on
my mind would be: how many cases could have been
heard differently, and how many could have been dealt
with more expediently had that bill gone through and
been enacted? How many lives could have been
changed, and could we have had better outcomes in
some cases that have gone before the courts? I repeat,
however — so there is no misunderstanding — that we
are not opposing this bill.
The bill is about simplifying the jury directions process
and about giving assistance to trial judges so as to
enable them to give jury members directions that are
clear, simple, brief and, most importantly, relevant to
the court case. To clarify, and for those who sometimes
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read Hansard — and good luck to them if they need
that as their sleeping tablet! — jury directions are the
instructions given by a trial judge to the jury about how
to apply the law in a particular case and how to make
their decision on whether an accused is guilty or not in
accordance with that law. In Victoria the directions can
be quite complex and lengthy, and sometimes it is very
difficult for juries to understand what is being offered to
them. Of course that can lead to appeals and retrials,
which should not be clogging up the court system. I
will get to that again in a moment.
In Victoria jury directions are really quite notoriously
long. Sometimes they can take days. That would be a
very extreme case, but in many cases they can take
hours to deliver. If we look around the world
comparatively, we see in places such as Scotland that a
standard jury direction takes between 15 and
18 minutes. That is a big difference. In the United
States — and obviously every US state is different —
most directions in criminal trials take place in a very
standard formulation and can take up to half an hour, so
there is a very marked difference between what
happens here and what happens there.
The changes in this bill will increase the likelihood of
jurors understanding and applying the directions. That
can help ensure that we have a fair justice system —
that is obviously very important — in which the
community can have a great amount of confidence and
can help ensure that some trials, and certainly parts
involving deliberation, are much swifter. Fair trials for
accused people are obviously what make our legal
system great, and this bill helps to retain that very
important aspect of a person being considered innocent
until they are proven guilty.
Jury-based decisions are part of our criminal justice
system. As other members have said there are
jurisdictions that do not have jury-based decisions. I
find that difficult to comprehend. We live in a
democratic society where people often have their say,
and I think having a jury of our peers judge us is one of
those common, basic rights that we have and should be
very thankful for here in Australia. One of the beautiful
things about the representation we have on juries is that
one’s background, job, educational level, career choice
and personal attributes do not matter; as jurors we are
all equal when it comes to judging one of our peers.
Jury selection is done at random. Some people have
been picked for jury duty on many occasions. I have
never been called up. I would like to, I am sure, at some
stage; I am sure that it is a good process. The nice thing
is that, again, it does not matter what your gender,
nationality, religious affiliation, political persuasion or
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social situation is; no-one is chosen because they are
considered above another in the eyes of our law.
At any given time a jury could consist of the greatest
variety of people. A lot of those people may never have
experienced the legal system. Most of them certainly
will never have had legal training. It is therefore in our
best interest to be able to make sure that people are very
understanding of what is being asked of them, and that
can only lead to better outcomes for the accused by
making sure that the system is very fair.
I have read through some of the directions that have
been given to juries, and as a layperson, if you like, I
found them difficult to comprehend. On top of that the
jurors have to understand all the evidence that has been
put before them, and that can be very difficult. They
have to analyse the evidence and look at some of the
more difficult or complex parts of a case. Unreliable
information could have been given to them; they have
to be able to sort through that. There could be
post-offence conduct they have to take into account.
There could be discreditable acts that the accused has
partaken in. All of that has to be taken into account, and
on top of that they are then being asked to analyse the
law and apply it fairly.
This legislation can only result in shorter, better
outcomes in terms of the accused. It is appropriate that
we ensure that directions given by trial judges are
simple and easy to comprehend as far as instructions
go, and that the directions given to juries on how to
proceed in their role ensure that we have as few
unnecessary retrials, or extended and costly trials, as
possible.
If we look at what has gone on before, in 2012 Chief
Justice Marilyn Warren said that laws on the way
judges gave directions to jurors created an unreasonable
burden on judges. She felt that the threat to community
confidence in the courts and criminal system was too
great a cost to pay. A retrial is a very significant cost
that can take up a lot of time if a person may have been
correctly tried the first time but we are not sure. The
worst thing is that a retrial ensures that victims, victims’
families and those associated with the trial have to go
through the trauma again. They have to live through
this again, making it extremely emotionally
traumatising for them. That is something we need to be
able to eradicate wherever possible.
There are statistics about the number of cases that were
retried in 2010, for example. In 2010 alone jury
redirection-related trials made up 14 of the 18 retrials
that year. Again, there is not only a human cost through
trauma but also the cost to the legal system, the cost in
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clogging up the courts. How many cases could we have
brought on, saving those who may be innocent and
sitting in jail on remand? How soon could we have had
them released from custody? There are so many
different implications for this bill, and I think this is
very logical. That is exactly why the coalition brought
very similar legislation before the house a year or so
ago. As I have said, it is very sad that that bill did not
go through, as it could perhaps have affected people’s
lives in a positive manner, knowing the retrials that
went through based on the statistics I talked about
before.
This bill is a good way to overcome some of the very
complex directions that are given to jurors. It will make
being a juror more enticing for those who are confused
about the system and say, ‘I don’t know how to be a
juror’. This will give them clarification and mean we do
get that broader cross-section of those who will serve
on juries. For that reason, we will not be opposing this
bill, and I wish it a speedy passage through both houses.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — I am pleased to speak
today on the Jury Directions Bill 2015. Given the
significance and importance of the role of juries and
jury directions in our criminal justice system, it is
crucial that we have proper debate and consultation on
this bill and the reforms it proposes. I am very pleased
that this bill will receive bipartisan support.
This bill seeks to consolidate the provisions of the Jury
Directions Act 2013 together with additional reforms
into one statute. It also seeks to simplify jury directions,
and the idea is to make it as simple and clear as possible
for judges to give directions to juries. That is really
important when we think about the consequences of
jury directions that might be classed as misdirections
and lead to retrials and appeals that are very costly for
the public but also impose a great toll on the accused
and in particular on victims, for example, of sexual
assault offences.
Jury trials are the centrepiece of our criminal justice
system. We have 12 jurors, 12 lay men and women
from our community, who are selected randomly to
hear evidence, hear a prosecution case against the
accused and then make that massive decision as to the
guilt or innocence of an accused. This is a massive task
for juries, and obviously they need all the assistance
they can get. That is where jury directions come in.
Obviously it is up to the prosecution to prove the case
against the accused beyond reasonable doubt. If the
prosecution fails to do this, then the jury has to return a
verdict of not guilty. It is up to the trial judge to ensure
that the accused gets a fair trial.

JURY DIRECTIONS BILL 2015
Tuesday, 14 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

As a lawyer and member of Parliament I am not
entitled to be a member of a jury. However, I have
watched enough jury cases to know that on the whole
juries generally perform their tasks conscientiously.
The problem is that criminal trials are highly complex,
so juries do need direction from judges. Therefore the
object of directions is to assist the jury to avoid
erroneous or unfair reasoning and to reach a proper
verdict. A failure to give a proper direction can lead to a
miscarriage of justice. The judge’s role in providing
very clear and distinct jury directions is critical.
I fondly recall many television dramas involving court
cases. I recall Boston Legal and Ally McBeal — I am
probably showing my age a bit there. Those dramas
tend to make the role of the judge in giving jury
directions look so easy, but that is not the case. Once
passed, this bill will make that role simpler for judges.
It will be of huge benefit for all of those involved in the
criminal justice system and also for the integrity of the
criminal justice system.
I will not go into detail on every reform this bill seeks
to address, but I will say that between 2000 and 2007
there were 530 appeals in the Court of Appeal in
Victoria. More than two-thirds of these raised in the
grounds of appeal at least one allegation of misdirection
by the trial judge. You can see that the cost of appeals
and retrials can be significant where there are
allegations of misdirection. That is not to mention the
burden on the accused and also on witnesses,
particularly victims of sexual offences.
It was against this background that the Jury Directions
Act 2013 was passed, putting in place and codifying
some very significant reforms on jury directions. The
bill today re-enacts that act, then picks up additional
reforms and puts them all together into the one statute.
The bill simplifies directions on specific topics. This is
important since much is at stake and so much is riding
on the need for the trial judge to give proper jury
directions. This will lead to simpler and clearer
directions and ideally a reduction in the number of
appeals and retrials.
I note that this bill was developed following significant
and thorough consultation with the legal fraternity and
other relevant experts. In this regard I note the
significant contributions made by the team led by
Justice Weinberg of the Court of Appeal in the
simplification of jury directions report in 2012 and by
the Victorian Law Reform Commission. We are
indebted to them for the incredible work they
undertook.
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This bill introduces a number of reforms to jury
directions. I do not propose to go through them all, but
there is one I would like to highlight, and it concerns
the law on directions, delay and forensic disadvantage,
principally in the area of sexual offences. One of the
most problematic and controversial directions is known
as the Longman direction. This arose out of the High
Court’s decision in Longman v. The Queen and
concerns uncorroborated evidence where there has been
a delay in making a complaint. The Longman direction
requires trial judges to direct juries that where there was
a delay between the alleged offence and the complaint,
the delay had disadvantaged the accused in the conduct
of his defence such that it would be dangerous to
convict on the complainant’s evidence alone unless the
jury, scrutinising the evidence with great care, was
satisfied of its truth and accuracy.
In the case of Longman, the complaint was made more
than 20 years after the alleged offence. As other
members have raised today, there are many reasons
why there are delays in making complaints of sexual
offences. Not surprisingly, this direction has attracted a
lot of criticism. It gave rise to a presumption that delay
prevented the accused from adequately testing and
meeting the complainant’s evidence and as a result
compelled trial judges to give the warning irrespective
of whether the accused had in fact been prejudiced or
not. Often the direction was given even in cases where
there was corroborated evidence.
Linked to the Longman direction are a number of other
directions known as the Kilby and Crofts directions.
These require trial judges to direct a jury that a
complainant’s failure to report a sexual offence at the
earliest opportunity may cast doubt on the
complainant’s reliability and that the jury should take
this into account in evaluating the credibility of the
allegations made. In the Crofts case, Crofts v. The
Queen, this delay was six months after the alleged
assault but more than six years from the first assault.
The majority of the court in that case held that the
requirements of fairness to the accused dictated the jury
be instructed as to the legal significance of the absence
of a complaint soon after the alleged incidents. The
High Court found that the failure by the trial judge to
give a Kilby — or Crofts — direction justified
quashing the conviction. That is a significant finding
and one that this bill addresses.
Directing juries that they can take delay into account in
assessing the complainant’s credibility serves to
perpetuate misconceptions about the behaviour of
victims of sexual abuse. The premise of this jury
direction reflects the discredited assumptions about
sexual assault and the behaviour of sexual assault
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complainants. There is no place for mandatory
warnings to be given to juries which suggest that, as a
class, complainants in sexual offences cases are
somehow less credible witnesses.
On this issue the Australian Law Reform Commission
said in its report 102:
While there may be cases in which delay in complaint
accompanies fabrication, there is nothing inherent in delay
that makes it likely that the complainant is being untruthful.
On the contrary, delay in reporting sexual assault is well
within the spectrum of expected responses to sexual assault.
Rather than balancing the statutory direction explaining that
there are reasons why a sexual assault complainant might
delay in reporting an assault, the Crofts warning undermines
the purport of those legislative provisions and unfairly
disadvantages the prosecution.

Almost invariably, sexual assault cases are oath against
oath. The credibility and reliability of the complainant’s
evidence is likely to be one of the central issues. Given
this, it is imperative that this direction not be mandatory
and that jury directions on this issue be clearly set out.
This bill prohibits the trial judge and any party from
making certain generalisations about complainants as a
class of witness. For that point, I commend the bill to
the house. I am grateful for the opportunity I have had
to speak today. This is a very positive and important
step for all Victorians.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I am pleased to rise
this afternoon to make a contribution to the debate on
the Jury Directions Bill 2015. Although the member for
Broadmeadows is not in the house, I make it clear that
we are not opposing the bill. Perhaps other speakers for
the opposition could make that clear as well for the
member’s benefit. We are not opposing the bill. Why
would we oppose a bill that is essentially a carbon copy
of the bill that the Labor Party voted down in 2013? It
would be strange and hypocritical of us to oppose a bill
we introduced into this Parliament, which was voted
down by Labor and the former member for Frankston.
It was very much a case of political opportunism at the
time. The then opposition had no issue with the bill —
at least as far as I know. Nothing had been raised, but it
was introduced at the stage when the former member
for Frankston was voting against anything that the
government put forward. Labor thought it would follow
his lead and voted it down, even though the legislation
now is being spruiked by those opposite as being fine
legislation which is going to help the judicial system
with jury directions. That is fair enough.
It is perplexing to hear members of the government
wax lyrical about this bill, which they voted down in
2013. These important reforms would have been in
place and working for well over a year and a half by
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now. I must admit I have been a witness in a case, but I
have never been on a jury. It must be awfully difficult
for jurors to take on the complicated cases dealing with
complex sections of the law. Obviously some parts of
the law are more complicated than others, and it must
be difficult for jurors to keep up with what is going on
in the courtroom. Anything that can be done to simplify
the process for a juror will be a good step. That is why I
say, for the benefit of the member for Broadmeadows,
that we are not opposing the bill. I do not believe I will
have to say that again, but we never know.
The Jury Directions Bill 2015 provides a framework for
requesting jury directions. It provides for directions on
family violence matters. It reforms directions that apply
to sexual offence cases, on consent and reasonable
belief in consent, and on delay and credibility. It
regulates important evidential directions on
post-offence conduct and other misconduct evidence. It
regulates directions on what must be proved beyond
reasonable doubt and the meaning of proof beyond
reasonable doubt and provides a framework for the trial
judges summing up at the end of the trial.
As I said, this is a very complex matter. Judges,
barristers and solicitors know the law well. They know
the procedures, how the courts operate and how the law
operates. It is daunting for a juror or anyone who is not
involved in the legal system to deal with these issues,
but it is particularly daunting for a juror who might be
serving on a very high-profile or important case — a
person’s reputation could rely on the outcome, and
obviously people can go to jail based on the outcome.
We must do whatever we can to reduce the complexity
of jury directions in criminal trials to make it as easy as
possible for juries to come to a verdict without the
daunting prospect they face in their deliberations.
As far as I am aware, the shadow Attorney-General has
certainly said that the Victorian Bar Council and the
Law Institute of Victoria have raised no issues with the
bill that has been put forward. As I said earlier, the
opposition is not opposing the bill. Why would we? It is
a bill that we brought forward in 2013. It was opposed
by the then opposition on the basis of political
opportunism, simply to defeat the government on a bill.
It had nothing to do with the substance of the bill. If it
had had anything to do with the substance of the bill, I
venture to say that the bill would not be before the
house today, which proves the fact that it was political
opportunism. It was simply so that the opposition could
say, ‘We voted the government down on a bill’, without
looking at the consequences of that action.
If there were an ideological issue with the bill or
something that opposition members did not like about
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it, I can understand the opposition reserving its right to
not support the bill. I have no issue with that whatever.
No matter which side of the bench you sit on, if you
have a problem or an issue with a bill, you should be
able to oppose it if you see fit; that is common sense.
But the fact that this bill is now before the house today
shows that it was a political stunt at the time. I am
pleased this legislation has come back. I wish it had
been passed in 2013. Then these valuable reforms
would have already taken place, the courts would be
more efficient and things would have been simpler for
jurors for well over a year and a half. With that I am
happy to commend the bill to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I rise in support of this bill.
It is yet more legislation introduced by this great
Andrews government that addresses a concern
fundamental to Labor values — that is, the value of
fairness. Like all Labor governments, what is fair is
foremost in our motivation behind this bill. This bill
continues the work of reform which was begun with the
2009 report of the Victorian Law Reform Commission
into jury directions. It improves the Jury Directions Act
2013, repealing it and replacing it with this bill that not
only enables the continuation of the overall effect of the
previous legislation but also improves the
understanding of the obligations of all involved.
We all understand that the role of juries is immensely
important. The responsibility is great and taking on this
role can be very challenging. Jury directions are issued
by a trial judge to jurors so that jurors may come to a
verdict according to the law. The trial judge’s directions
are intended to help jurors understand the law relevant
to the issue before them and how evidence should or
should not be used in the trial. Consequently the issuing
of clear and concise directions by the trial judge is
fundamental in assisting jurors to carry out this
important role in our criminal justice system. Over time
it has become clear that often jury directions can be
cumbersome, can unnecessarily prolong trials and can
even lead to appeals and retrials due to errors in
directions.
A UK study undertaken a few years ago found that in
69 000 cases studied over two years two out of three
jurors did not understand the directions they were
given. Simplifying this process is absolutely important.
Most worryingly, 1 in 10 jurors from this study did
their own research online regarding the case and the
accused. It is clear that clear jury direction is absolutely
vital in the delivery of justice.
As is right, our juries are made up of a broad selection
of people from the community. This means that jurors
bring to their service at a trial a variety of life
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experiences and points of view. For a variety of reasons
jurors may not always have a clear understanding of the
direction a trial judge is giving them. Indeed after a
long trial it may be difficult to focus and take in a
longwinded and convoluted direction that only confuses
jurors rather than making the process clear. In the jury
room jurors are required to weigh up evidence and
discuss with others — sometimes even persuade
others — of their views and thoughts. This process can
only be facilitated through clear direction. This bill
supports trial judges in summing up what has occurred
during the hearing in a simple, refined manner which
will encourage better communication with juries and
offer them simpler directions to facilitate their
understanding and make clearer the meaning of proof
beyond a reasonable doubt.
Of particular interest to me is the issue of consent and
how directions have been given to juries in the past.
Since 1991 we have used the Victorian model which
has, according to the Australian Law Reform
Commission, been referred to as ‘the most significant
and progressive reform’, but still more work needs to
be done. Prior to the reforms in 1991 laws of consent
were governed by common law, which among other
things held that it was impossible for a man to rape his
wife because her ongoing consent was inferred through
her wedding vows. With these changes, thanks to a
Victorian Labor government, the laws and concepts
around consent have certainly shifted, and I firmly
believe we are heading in the right direction. However,
there is more work to be done.
Once the royal commission into domestic violence has
completed its much-needed work, I hope that
perceptions of consent in our community will shift even
more and we will become more understanding of the
complexities of consent and what it means. This bill is
consistent with the Andrews government’s strong focus
on ensuring equality in our community, including
equality for women. This bill is also consistent with
earlier legislation presented to the Parliament by this
hardworking Andrews government which removed the
statute of limitations in cases of sexual assault. What
we are doing as a government is making these hurtful
and difficult issues clearer and ensuring that outcomes
in response to these issues are fairer.
It is extremely important that we get right the directions
around consent. The Australian Institute of
Criminology undertook a study not so long ago that
looked at juror attitudes and biases in sexual assault
cases. It is interesting to observe that compared with
other offences, sexual assault has one of the highest
rates of acquittal and the lowest rates of proven guilt.
This study found that jurors can often be more
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influenced by the beliefs, attitudes and biases they bring
to the jury room than the evidence presented to them.
As I have already mentioned, juries are made up of a
variety of people from diverse backgrounds. This
means that people on a jury may have very different
personal views on what constitutes consent. It is
absolutely vital that clear direction is given to juries to
make sure that their diverse views have a direction to
follow which does not allow for ambiguity or for
pre-existing prejudices or views to influence
decision-making. This is especially important in
relation to perceptions that rape has not occurred if
resistance is not proven — that is, if a victim, often a
woman, cannot display defence wounds. We must
continue to shift perceptions, and it is through making
institutional changes, such as in this bill, that we can
help facilitate this process.
As our views on sexual assault as a community
evolve — and I think it is apparent in many social
media comments we see daily that we still have a way
to go — we need trial judges to give clear direction to
juries so they know exactly what they have to consider
when they retire to consider a case. This bill responds to
changes needed to directions as set out in the Crimes
Amendment (Sexual Offences and Other Matters) Act
2014. It also includes an amendment to one of the
directions.
One thing I consider to be very important is the
understanding of what is meant by the
non-communication of consent. We have heard
shocking stories of young women at colleges and
universities, especially in the United States, who have
found themselves at parties, drunk too much or been
drugged, been unconscious and been sexually assaulted
and/or raped. The issues around consent in these cases
have been, in traditional media as well as social media,
controversial as people have argued about when
consent is actually considered to have occurred.
I am very pleased that this bill further amends the list of
circumstances where non-communication of consent is
in issue. This is especially difficult when consent may
have originally been given but then withdrawn. Clarity
in this area is very important. These amendments will
result in more effective jury directions and clarify
matters for juries. The bill will address this issue by
replacing the current direction, which states:
(c) the fact that a person did not say or do anything to
indicate consent to an act at the time at which the act
took place is enough to show that the act took place
without the person’s consent.
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with an amendment to the list of what is referred to as
‘consent-negating circumstances’. This will mean that
consent needs to be clearly communicated, not guessed
or inferred.
As we all know, sexual assault and rape cases are
particularly difficult to get to trial, let alone to secure
convictions on. Anything we can do as lawmakers to
facilitate this process and make it fairer can only be a
good thing. Any action that encourages those who have
been victims of sexual assault and/or rape to step
forward should be encouraged. A fairer and simpler
process is usually the best process, as it is in this
instance. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a short
contribution to the debate on the Jury Directions Bill
2015 and to say that The Nationals, in coalition, are not
opposing the bill. The purpose of the bill is to reduce
the complexity of jury directions in criminal trials; to
simplify and clarify the issues that juries must
determine in criminal trials; to simplify and clarify the
duties of trial judges in giving jury directions in
criminal trials; and to clarify that one of the duties of
legal practitioners in appearing in criminal trials is to
assist the trial judge in deciding which jury directions
should be given. The bill will assist trial judges to give
jury directions in a manner that is as clear, brief, simple
and comprehensible as possible; provide for simplified
jury directions in relation to specific issues; re-enact the
Jury Directions Act 2013 with amendments; amend the
Evidence Act 2008 in relation to corroboration
directions; and make consequential and other
amendments.
I think anyone who has been a part of democracy and
taken their place on a jury will well know that when it
is time for the judge to sum up, that summing up can be
lengthy and complicated and can sometimes lead to
confusion, which is definitely not what judges are
endeavouring to do through their directions.
Consequently I welcome these changes. Having served
on a jury and taken my turn in supporting democracy, I
think this bill is a good move.
However, I cannot help but note that this bill is a case
of déjà vu, because this legislation was introduced last
year and here we go welcoming it back. Unfortunately
the opportunity was taken last year to play politics with
a similar bill and see it defeated. That is a shame when
you think of what has occurred and how complicated a
number of issues have been when they could have been
made much simpler for juries and in many cases the
people involved in the criminal process. I acknowledge
the work that was done at that time by the then
Attorney-General, the member for Box Hill, which had
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wide support. What we have seen is that common sense
has prevailed here, and the government has returned
this legislation to the house for consideration.
I thank the member for Hawthorn for his
clause-by-clause dissection of the bill. He noted that
there is little, if anything, new in this legislation. This is
a bill where the government has taken a deck of cards,
shuffled them and redealt them to produce a new bill.
Last year, when the former government had similar
legislation on the business program, Labor members
said that they did not oppose it. There was a degree of
comfort for all, but it turned out differently. Despite
saying that they did not oppose the bill, Labor members
chose to vote against it. It is concerning when
democracy is waylaid as a result of interim gains or
opportunistic politics being given priority. However,
here we are again. The Nationals will not oppose this
bill and will not be voting against it come Thursday.
The member for Hawthorn noted that there is more
work to be done in a number of areas. Members have
indicated that some sensitive and difficult issues need to
be addressed. Reforms are required in relation to
dealing with sexual offenders. There is further work to
be done in relation to these offenders, and this is the
year the government has chosen to do it, as sexual
violence is a subset of family violence. The member for
Hawthorn flagged community correction orders as
something we need to look at in light of a court
decision last year.
There is also the issue of that old chestnut — police
numbers. We need to ensure we maintain and expand
police numbers and provide our police with the skills
that help them to deal with the crimes of sexual
offenders, matters which offend us so greatly. We know
that the more police we have and the better skilled those
police are, the safer members of our community feel.
We have seen alarming statistics about crimes that are
occurring, but we know that overall the community is
safer. We have had a lot of discussion around bail
reforms, and we need to continue those discussions. We
need stronger laws in this state, and we need to
continue to amend our laws so we have a safer
community. These issues are the ongoing work of the
government, and the bill in front of us is worthy of
support. I commend it to the house.
Ms KNIGHT (Wendouree) — I am pleased to rise
to make a contribution to the debate on the Jury
Directions Bill 2015. I will begin with a very brief
overview. The bill will repeal the Jury Directions Act
2013 and replace it with a new, reorganised Jury
Directions Act 2015, which will continue the overall
effect of the current Jury Directions Act with some
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refinements. The bill will reduce the length and
complexity of specific evidentiary directions on other
misconduct evidence; unreliable evidence;
identification evidence; delay and forensic
disadvantage; the failure to give or call evidence; delay
and credibility; and what must be proved beyond
reasonable doubt.
The bill will simplify jury directions in criminal trials,
and that is welcome. As we know, juries are drawn
from our general population, and anything that can be
done to simplify the directions given to those juries is
beneficial for them and for the process as well in that it
will reduce court delays, deliver shorter trials and result
in fewer costly appeals and retrials. That is something
we all welcome. I note that the opposition supports this
bill, and I thank it for that.
There are a couple of important elements of this
legislation. It provides additional protections for victims
of sexual assault, prohibiting the judge or parties from
saying that sexual assault complainants are unreliable in
general. Currently the law could require a judge to
direct the jury that a complainant’s credibility may be
affected by their failure to report a sexual offence at the
earliest opportunity. I would like to talk about this
aspect of the bill because I think it is symbolically
important that we as a government recognise that there
are many and varied reasons why sexual assault victims
and survivors do not report their assaults immediately,
and we should acknowledge that they do not. The
reasons for that are valid within our contemporary
society, and they include a lack of faith in our police
and the justice system. By changing this legislation,
hopefully we can reduce that lack of trust by saying that
we understand and recognise that victims often do not
report immediately. We want to avoid that being used
as a reason to discount victims’ credibility.
There is the fear among victims of not being believed. I
acknowledge that men are victims of sexual assault, but
it is predominantly women who are the victims and
men the perpetrators, so I will talk about women. In
relation to that fear of not being believed, we know that
a lot of women do fear not being believed. There are
myths still prevalent in our society that suggest women
should not be believed and that they can be blamed for
their sexual assault. We all need to work really hard to
dispel those myths.
There is a fear of coping with medical and legal
procedures. Through my work at the Western Region
Centre Against Sexual Assault I know that when we
first introduced counsellor advocates to be present with
rape victims when they first presented at hospital, and
from our work with police, that there was a huge fear
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around medical procedures. There is also a huge fear
around legal procedures. Women may feel abused
through those legal processes, through being questioned
relentlessly, through being publicly doubted as to
whether what they are saying is true or not.
There is also a fear of reprisals. If the woman is still
living with the perpetrator, there can be a fear of
reporting in case there are further reprisals and further
violence as a result of reporting. There can be a fear of
reporting in case children are punished or pets are
subjected to cruelty through the woman reporting. All
of those fears and lived experiences may prevent
women from reporting a sexual assault immediately.
There is the issue of not wanting family and friends to
know. There may be a sense of shame or
embarrassment because of myths around sexual assault
that are prevalent in our community. The victim may
feel a sense of shame and humiliation and not want
family and friends to know in case they blame her.
There are also, as I have said, the social attitudes that
blame the victim for a sexual assault, attitudes that
unfortunately are still prevalent in our community
today.
There is also a level of complexity around reporting
sexual assault if the victim is of Aboriginal or Torres
Strait Islander background. If they come from
communities where there are not culturally appropriate
services, that may also prevent somebody from an
Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander background
accessing services or support, or feeling comfortable to
report if there is some suspicion or fear around
bureaucratic processes. There could be some fear
around police and police intervention. For those of us
who have heard, read or know about the stolen
generations, there is a real history around the
relationship between Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander women and police and what happened in the
past, and that may prevent a victim from reporting a
sexual assault immediately.
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I am very supportive of that change. We cannot as a
government buy into the myth that victims can and
should report immediately, and as I have demonstrated,
there are many valid and varied reasons in our society
why victims do not report or cannot report immediately,
and this should in no way affect a victim’s right to
access to justice. I wish the bill a speedy passage
through the chamber.
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to contribute to the debate on the Jury
Directions Bill 2015. From the outset I would like to
state that the coalition will not be opposing the bill that
is currently before the house. As was put by my
colleagues before me, it is clear that this bill seeks to do
many important things with respect to the operations of
juries. One of the major issues it deals with is the issue
relating to offenders who have been charged with
respect to sexual offences. The bill is seeking to
introduce a regime to ensure that the length of time a
victim — most notably female victims — takes to
report a sexual assault should not be a consideration
with respect to the trial. That is something we on this
side of the house think is important, because a victim
should not be judged by the time they take to report a
crime.
This was evidenced in the child abuse inquiry
undertaken by the Family and Community
Development Committee, of which I and the Acting
Speaking were members and in which it was identified
that on average victims of child sexual abuse take
upwards of 26 years to report an offence. In a broad
sense, community expectation and understanding is that
people should not be prejudged by the time it takes
them to report an offence, particularly offences of a
sexual nature.

We also know that women with disabilities are sexually
assaulted at a higher rate than women in the general
community. If a woman has some language barriers or
an inability to communicate effectively, or if we are
unable to receive the communication in a clear way or
are not open to communicating with somebody who has
a disability in an open way, then that may prevent
women from reporting sexual assault.

It is interesting, though, that we are dealing with this
issue now — in April 2015 — because from memory
we dealt with it in the last Parliament. I seem to
remember that the Labor Party, then in opposition, in
fact voted against the bill. One can imagine that if the
Labor Party decided to vote in favour of the legislation
introduced by the former Attorney-General in 2013, the
issues we are dealing with now would already be in
place, would already be law, and we would not be
having a debate in 2015 about this very important issue
that has been detailed by members of the government
today.

As I have just said, there are many and varied reasons
why victims or survivors of sexual assault do not report
an assault immediately, so I am pleased and relieved to
see that this legislation will alleviate buying into the
myth that a real sexual assault is reported immediately.

If those members thought so passionately about those
issues in 2013, they would have supported the bill
introduced in the previous Parliament. Now we are
being lectured by members of the government about
this being the fault of the former member for Frankston,
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Geoff Shaw. Since when did members of the Labor
Party take policy advice from the former Independent
member for Frankston? It is an absolute outrage. I
cannot believe that members in this place are saying
their justification for not supporting good policy — I
am assuming they believe this is good policy — was
that they were taking policy advice from the former
member for Frankston.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr WAKELING — I can only take that as it was
said, because that is what we have been told today. That
is what we have been told in this place by members of
the government who have already spoken on the bill —
and I have been listening with interest to their
contributions to the debate. We see today that we have
put a lie to the position that was put by Labor when it
was in opposition, when it was taking policy advice
from Geoff Shaw, that it made the wrong call. It made
the wrong decision, and it realised that the call it made
back in the previous Parliament was wrong.
How do government members know it was wrong?
That is the reason we are here today dealing with
exactly the same issue. If government members had the
courage to stand up for their convictions, if it was good
enough to oppose the bill introduced during the last
Parliament, then it would be good enough to oppose the
bill in this Parliament. Why is the government now
introducing legislation to implement policies that the
previous government sought to implement, but at the
time the then opposition members voted against them
simply because the former member for Frankston told
them to vote against it. It is absurd, and I cannot believe
we are facing this situation today. This highlights some
of the concerns in the community with regard to this
government’s policy position in the broader law and
order area.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! The member for Ferntree Gully should come
back to speaking on the bill.
Mr WAKELING — Acting Speaker, I appreciate
your guidance on this matter, but I have listened
intently to the comments made by other members, and
while I appreciate it has been a wideranging debate, I
am talking specifically about the Jury Directions Bill
2015, because my commentary has been specifically
related to the fact that the provisions in this bill were
introduced in the previous Parliament, and that was
addressed by members of the government in their
contributions to the debate on this very important bill.
With respect, Acting Speaker, when other members of
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the government were contributing to the debate prior to
my contribution, they highlighted — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! Is the member raising a point of order or
speaking on the bill?
Mr WAKELING — Acting Speaker, I thought you
had already ruled. I was agreeing to get back to the bill,
but I was highlighting the fact that the issues at hand are
clearly related to the bill before us. The bill relates
specifically to legislation introduced to this house by
the former government in a very similar form.
Provisions of that bill were opposed by the then
opposition, and I am highlighting for the benefit of the
Parliament that the bill we currently see before the
house today is exactly the same.
One has to ask the question: if it was not good enough
to support the bill in the last Parliament, but it is good
enough to introduce the bill in a similar form in this
Parliament, what has transpired? What has happened?
Why has the new government formed the view that a
bill that was not good enough to support in the last
Parliament is now good enough to support in this
Parliament?
Ms Hutchins — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, you have asked the member to return to
speaking on the bill, but he keeps straying to discussion
on the processes prior to the bill being debated today,
and I ask you to bring him back to the bill.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I ask the member for Ferntree Gully to come
back to the bill.
Mr Pesutto — On a point of order, Acting Speaker,
the history of the previous bill is very relevant to this
bill because we cannot talk about the merits of the
provisions in this bill without comparing them to the
provisions that were in the 2013 bill. What I understood
my colleague to be doing was comparing those
provisions and whether it was right for the then
opposition to do that, but he was also explaining it in
the context of the broader law and order agenda,
remembering that this is a bill that deals with jury
directions in criminal trials. We cannot look at this bill
in a vacuum, in my submission, and all that the member
for Ferntree Gully is doing is comparing both bills and
making a judgement about what the government was
saying when in opposition a year ago.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Halfpenny) —
Order! I understand there is a broader context, but the
member for Ferntree Gully has been speaking for more
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than 8 minutes and has not really spoken in terms of the
substance of the bill.
Mr WAKELING — Acting Speaker, I will be
guided by you. From the outset I stipulated that we will
not be opposing the bill. From the outset I stipulated
that the bill deals with the issues of sexual offences and
the manner in which those offences will be treated as
part of jury directions. We have said we support that.
Why did we support it? I simply made the point that we
support it because we introduced it in legislation in the
previous Parliament.
I will take your guidance on this issue, Acting Speaker,
but clearly this is an issue we think is very important. It
is important that the government justify why it is doing
what it is doing and why it is introducing this bill now,
when it opposed a similar bill when it was in
opposition. It is very clear that although we will not be
opposing this bill, the government has again been
proved to be hypocritical.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — I rise to speak on
the Jury Directions Bill 2015, and I shall start by
putting a bit of context to this debate. Although I have
not been in the chamber for the whole debate, I want to
stress that the reason why the then opposition opposed
the original 2013 bill was that the then government did
not consult the opposition on the bill prior to its being
introduced in the house. It did not allow for the usual
procedures of proper briefing on what was contained in
the original bill. The process undertaken was
inadequate. If a government wants to get a good result
in this Parliament, it is imperative that it consult with
the opposition on the details of a bill and talk about it.
That did not occur with the introduction of the 2013 bill
and that is why it was opposed by the then opposition.
Members of the previous government should hang their
heads in shame for a whole range of things, including
their treatment of Parliament as a result of the way they
introduced bills into the house without talking to
opposition members. The former government did not
provide a proper and detailed briefing to opposition
members so that they understood all the provisions in a
bill. As I said, that is why the original bill was opposed
by the opposition at the time.
I want to talk a little bit about juries because I consider
it important for the house to understand that the
directions given by judges really impact on what jurors
do in the jury room. Before coming to this place I was
fortunate to have served on two juries, one in a case of
armed robbery and another in a case of murder. I will
not go into the detail of either of those cases.

Tuesday, 14 April 2015

Mr Nardella interjected.
Ms THOMSON — Members will be pleased to
know that in both cases the verdicts were not guilty; but
with a few glasses of wine, the details of those cases
make for great dinner conversation.
I understand firsthand the confusion that arises about
the directions that judges give to juries and why judges
get caught up with the legalese when they direct juries.
I have seen firsthand what happens, with jurors going
back and saying to a judge, ‘Please explain what you
actually meant by’. Juries are made up not of lawyers
but of everyday men and women for whom the law is
complex, confusing and very difficult to understand.
Anything we can do to make judges cognisant of that in
explaining to juries what they need to do is a very good
thing and is welcome. This bill addresses that matter,
particularly in the area of sexual assault. Members all
know that the dimensions of sexual assault, including
how the community perceives sexual assault and how
we deal with it in the community, have changed rapidly
over the years. Community expectations of how the
courts will deal with it have changed, but the courts
have not changed as quickly. The bill goes a long way
towards establishing a proper process for judges in
imparting to juries how to deal with the evidence
around sexual assault. It is important that we as
legislators are doing that kind of work, which will be
ever evolving.
I want to talk about what was mentioned by the
member for Hawthorn and others concerning
community expectations. It is important to reflect on
safety and security. The member for Hawthorn said
there is an expectation in the community that the
government will act on sentencing and that it will have
a heavy hand when it comes to sentencing for certain
crimes. During the period of the previous government,
crime numbers, particularly for crimes against the
person, went up every single year.
What is really needed is an overarching view of how to
deal with crime. Legislators cannot rely on just the
heavy hand of the law to do their work. The work
leading up to that has to be done. That includes
addressing how crime can be prevented — what
measures need to be put in place to prevent crime from
being committed — what needs to be done to support
communities in their work in trying to prevent crime
and what legislative framework will ensure that
someone who commits a petty crime is not put in a
situation where they go on to commit more serious
crimes but that they are deterred from doing that. We
must also allow for the proper education of members of
the judiciary to ensure that they are aware of
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community standards and expectations of what they
will deliver. We must also leave discretion for judges in
individual cases, because as legislators we cannot be
and would not want to be in that courtroom. It is the
responsibility of the trial judge to determine the
appropriate course of action by way of sentencing,
other punishment or other device that he or she may
choose to use.
As legislators we need to be incredibly careful about
using the heavy legislative arm in determining how we
deal with crime. I agree that for some crimes we must
come down very heavily, and we do. There is no doubt
that for crimes against the person, and certainly sexual
crimes, we should have very heavy sentencing regimes.
I would still like to think that as legislators we are
committed to ensuring that our judges are properly
prepared, that our juries are properly prepared for the
job they have to do and that we are able to leave some
discretion for the judges in doing their job. They must
be able to give proper direction to juries to ensure that
jurors are armed and able to make what will hopefully
be the right decisions. This is and will always be an
imperfect system, but it is a pretty good system in the
way that it operates. We need to be supporting and
strengthening the current system and to be providing
support where it is needed for those elements that are
there prior to someone hitting the legal system.
This bill goes a long way to establishing new practices
for judges in terms of the way they give jury directions.
This is an opportunity for us to show the opposition we
believe in proper briefings. I think the opposition would
agree that to date it has been given proper briefings
with adequate time as bills have come before this
Parliament — certainly that has occurred with this bill.
I commend the bill to the house and wish it a speedy
passage.
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — I rise to speak on the
Jury Directions Bill 2015. The coalition is not opposing
the bill, but I want to make it clear in my brief
contribution that this is essentially a revamp of a bill we
introduced in 2014. The member for Eltham stated in
her contribution that this bill is fundamental to Labor
values. Interestingly, it was not fundamental to Labor
values when a similar bill was introduced under the
previous government. The problem with Labor values
is that they change to suit the political situation.
Certainly Labor has not been consistent on this bill.
Labor voting down similar legislation under the
previous government was nothing more than a stunt
designed to disrupt the Parliament, for which it blamed
the former member for Frankston, Geoff Shaw. That
delay has created issues within the jury system and for
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the people of Victoria. That legislation could have
improved communication between judges and jurors,
refined processes and reduced waiting times and delays.
Those opposite should hang their heads in shame that
we have had to wait 12 months to get this legislation
back into the house.
The purposes of the bill are to reduce the complexity of
jury directions in criminal trials and to provide
simplicity and clarity. Making things simpler and
clearer is important in any system, but particularly here
where jurors are giving their time to engage in a
democratic process. I have not personally been on a
jury, but I know other members have. This bill will
make sure the correct directions are given in a manner
jurors can understand so that they can be correctly
applied in deliberations.
The bill changes the law on identification evidence
directions. It changes the law on directions on delay and
forensic disadvantage by replacing section 165B of the
Evidence Act 2008. It introduces new jury directions
for rape and sexual assault cases. There are also clauses
that apply to delay and credibility in sexual offence
cases. We have heard members talk about this — delay
in reporting a sexual offence does not diminish the
offence or the credibility of the complainant, and it is
important that improvements are made to ensure that
jurors understand this. The bill also includes directions
relevant only to trials involving family violence,
replicating the effect of new directions inserted into the
Jury Directions Act 2013. There is more reform to be
done — the shadow Attorney-General, the member for
Hawthorn, has pointed out the need for reform in
legislation dealing with sexual offenders and
community corrections orders, and there is obviously
further strengthening needed in terms of the bail system
to ensure that our community not only feels safer but is
safer.
The member for Footscray in her contribution referred
to crime rates going up under the former government. I
want to point out the correlation between the increase in
police numbers by more than 1800 in that term of
government and increased reporting and detection of
crime. It would be very short-sighted to deny that
correlation, and if those opposite do not understand it,
perhaps they should not be in government right now.
We have also seen an increased focus by police on
family violence and sexual assault, with new systems
being introduced so women and men feel more
comfortable reporting violence. They can trust the
system, and if they come forward, they know they will
be taken seriously. These measures mean an increase in
reporting. Obviously I do not want to see an increase in
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crime, but reporting levels should be commensurate
with incident levels in our community.
I participated in debate on the jury directions bills
introduced in 2013 and 2014 only to see them voted
down. It is disappointing for us as legislators, and for
our community, that members of this government voted
that legislation down and it has now reintroduced it.
That speaks volumes about this government and its
stance on law and order.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — I am pleased to make a
brief contribution on the Jury Directions Bill 2015. As
the Attorney-General said at the beginning of his
second-reading speech, ensuring that a justice system is
fair is one of the most serious obligations of any
government. In government we took that seriously and
introduced a bill that the then opposition voted down.
This bill is necessary, and why is it necessary? Many in
the house will remember a wonderful film called
12 Angry Men. It was a landmark film because all but
3 minutes were filmed in one room — the jury
deliberation room. 12 Angry Men explores the
difficulties encountered in the jury process among a
group of men whose range of personalities adds
intensity and conflict.
In the film it is immediately apparent that the jurors
have already decided that the boy is guilty and that they
plan to return their verdict without taking time for
discussion, with the sole exception of juror no. 8,
played excellently by Henry Fonda. His vote annoys
the other jurors, one of whom has tickets to a baseball
game that night and another who believes that people
from poor, slum backgrounds are liars, wild and
dangerous. After a second vote, this time by secret
ballot, another not guilty verdict appears. One by one,
each of the jurors finally reaches a not guilty verdict,
with the only remaining exception being juror no. 3,
where it is eventually revealed that juror three has a
troubled relationship with his son that is colouring his
view of young people.
The film was significant. It exposed the many
prejudices that people hold and how they can interrupt
the flow of justice. This is particularly the case if jurors
do not understand the jury directions given by the
judge. The film of course was fiction, but unfortunately
real life is often not necessarily that much different. An
article titled ‘Judge and jury’ that featured in the Age
opened with a story of jurors debating for hours in the
deliberation room about the innocence or guilt of the
accused in a drug-dealing case. Once the jurors finally
reached a decision of guilty — and with the jurors
about to leave — the judge quickly read out a long list
of prior offences. A couple of jurors were overheard
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saying, ‘If he had told us that to start with, I would have
found the accused guilty long ago’. The judge had no
idea how confused the jurors were about their
responsibilities.
Tellingly, the woman referred to in the article said that
she believed that her fellow jurors were so intimidated
by their surrounds and the legal jargon that they were
unable to absorb most of the information presented,
including the directions given. The article also referred
to research by forensic psychologist James Ogloff from
Monash University suggesting that juries sometimes
deliberate from a position of almost total
incomprehension of what they have been told, with
comprehension being around 40 per cent. This lack of
comprehension means that most jurors are not likely to
deliberate in the same way as a judge, but rather make
assessments of believability based on preconceived
ideas or their own past experience. I do not have to say
how risky this is in our criminal justice system. An
unfortunate by-product of so many updates to criminal
laws is that they are increasingly complex, technical
and lengthy. Jury directions mirror this new
complexity, and therefore it is necessary to keep
updating them to simplify and clarify things that may
contribute to the breakdown of deliberations.
I will refer quickly to some clauses. Clause 5 seeks to
set out new guiding principles designed to effect
cultural change. It is also designed to encourage
dialogue between counsel and the trial judge to
determine what directions should be given. It
recommends that trial judges should give directions on
only so much of the law as the jury needs to know to
determine the issues of the trial. It encourages the trial
judge to avoid using technical language, and to be clear,
brief and simple. Clauses 11 to 13 add new obligations
on the prosecution. This reflects the obligations of the
parties in assisting the trial judge to determine the
matters in issue.
I was relieved to read in the explanatory memorandum
of the bill that clause 16 simplifies and clarifies
section 15 of the Jury Directions Act 2013, until I read
the following:
Current section 15 of the Jury Directions Act 2013 applies
‘despite sections 13 and 14’ (clauses 14 and 15 of this bill). It
is not necessary to reflect this in this clause. It is already clear
in clause 15 that that clause is subject to clause 16. It is not
necessary that clause 14 be subject to clause 16 given that
clause 16 focuses on when a direction has not been requested.

That is a perfect case in point on how complicated it
can be to read the law.
This bill has many aspects: it covers sexual assault, it
outlines directions about the meaning of consent for
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sexual offences, it talks about misconceptions about
delayed reporting and it covers family violence. We
have other areas that will need further research and
further investigation as we try to signify the law so that
other people can understand it. If there is anyone here
who can tell me what the clause I read out actually
means, I would be very pleased to know. I commend
the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms HENNESSY
(Altona).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Legislative Council vacancy
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Carbines) —
Order! I have received the following message from the
Legislative Council:
The Legislative Council acquaint the Legislative Assembly
that they have agreed to the following resolution:
That this house meets the Legislative Assembly for the
purpose of sitting and voting together to choose a person
to hold the seat in the Legislative Council rendered
vacant by the resignation of Mr Daniel O’Brien, and
proposes that the place and time of such a meeting be
the Legislative Assembly chamber on Wednesday,
15 April 2015, at 6.15 p.m.

Ordered to be considered immediately.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That this house agrees to the Legislative Council’s proposal
for a joint sitting on Wednesday, 15 April 2015, at 6.15 p.m.
in the Legislative Assembly chamber for the purpose of
sitting and voting together to choose a person to hold the seat
in the Legislative Council rendered vacant by the resignation
of Mr Daniel O’Brien.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Council informing
them of resolution.

MENTAL HEALTH AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 18 March; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health).
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — In opening the
debate on the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015, I
wish to state that the opposition will not be opposing
this bill. Before I get onto the different aspects of this
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bill, I would like to put on the record some statistics
around the magnitude of mental health issues in
Victoria. Mental illness is very common. One in five, or
20 per cent, of Australians experience a mental illness
in any one year. That is an absolutely staggering
statistic. The most common mental illnesses are
depression, anxiety and substance use disorder. As we
know, often a combination of these three types of
mental illnesses can occur, exacerbating the problem.
Of the 20 per cent of Australians with a mental illness
in any one year, 11.5 per cent have one disorder, and
8.5 per cent have two or more disorders. Almost half of
all Australians, or 45 per cent, will experience mental
illness in their lives. This is also an absolutely
staggering statistic. When you consider that in any
group or organisation — not just society in general —
such as this chamber, a local football club or any
organisation out in the community, at least half of those
people will experience mental illness in their lives, the
magnitude of that statistic really hits home.
Mental illness also impacts greatly on our youth, the
people who are our future leaders in business, in public
life and in other areas of society. The onset of mental
illness is typically around mid-to-late adolescence, and
Australian youth aged between 18 and 24 years have
the highest prevalence of mental illness of any age
group. I will talk a little bit more about that later. Every
year more than one in four young Australians
experience mental illness. Mental illness knows no
boundaries and recognises no set criteria, but one thing
is for sure: we will all come into contact with it,
unfortunately all too regularly.
Common mental illnesses in young Australians are
anxiety disorders, at 14 per cent; depressive disorders,
at 6 per cent; and substance use disorders, at 5 per cent.
Sixty-five per cent of people with mental illness do not
access any treatment. This is worsened by delayed
treatment due to serious problems in detection and also
accurate diagnosis. I am sure that all members of the
chamber will agree that we simply have to get better in
this area. The fact that 65 per cent of people do not
access treatment is not an acceptable statistic.
We have some great initiatives in this state and country
to combat mental illness. R U OK? Day is one of those.
We also have some wonderful agencies and programs
in place. But we cannot underestimate the value of just
looking out for others, asking people if they are okay,
supporting friends and colleagues who are going
through a tough time and even supporting those out in
society whom we may not know quite so well on a
personal basis but who we can see struggling with an
aspect of their life.
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On being elected to Parliament, as someone who had
lived in my electorate all my life and been involved in
various clubs, organisations and community groups, I
thought I had a pretty good handle on all the issues that
confronted the electorate and the people living in it. I
thought I understood the vast majority of them fairly
well because I was pretty in touch with my local
community. But one thing that surprised me greatly and
became far more evident to me when I came to
represent my electorate was the level of mental health
issues in the community. I am sure that all members of
the house would also have experienced that same
realisation, and some of our newer members may
currently be experiencing it.
Our police, hospitals, family support services, schools
and public agencies are dealing with mental health
issues on a daily basis. To give a personal example, it
was around 20 years ago, not long after my marriage,
that we lost my father-in-law to what, looking back
now, was clearly an alcohol-related mental illness.
Back then we just did not understand mental health
issues, their magnitude or their impact on our
community to anywhere near the level we do today.
People were far more embarrassed about admitting to
having mental illness, and there were circumstances
where people would wave you away with a hand and
say, ‘I’ll be right; I’m just going through a tough time’.
Looking back now, we understand personally and as a
society the impact that mental illness had then, but we
certainly did not understand it at the time.
Like many communities, my electorate has been
touched too often by youth suicide. It is absolutely
heartbreaking. As I said earlier, one in four of our youth
will experience a mental health issue in any one year. It
is a staggering statistic. Just recently, over the Easter
break, we lost another fine young man from our local
community. Particularly in rural and regional areas,
where a lot of community members and their families
know each other — a very different atmosphere from
that of some suburban communities — that sort of thing
really hits home. There is no greater reason for us all to
be as vigilant as we possibly can be in the area of
mental health than the impact of youth suicide. It tears
families apart, and we must do everything we can to
reduce those abhorrent statistics.
When the principal act passed through Parliament last
year it attracted some terrific contributions from
members, and I have had the opportunity to read some
of those contributions in the last fortnight. The reforms
it brought in were based on ensuring that people who
need mental health treatment can access very
high-quality and responsive care when they need it. It
reflected that people with a mental illness and their
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families should be able to actively participate in
decisions that are related to their care and have a range
of choices about the types of support they need to
achieve optimal wellbeing, whether that it be just
themselves participating or also their family members
or friends.
The legislation that went through the house focused
primarily on those areas. Preventing mental illness
where possible, providing help early to people and
working with individuals and their families to meet
their own recovery goals were all central to the reforms.
I again congratulate all of those who worked on that
significant reform that went through the house and
made those improvements.
I would like to make a couple of comments in relation
to the amendment bill we have before us today. The bill
makes provision for the government to table in
Parliament an annual report on the state of Victoria’s
mental health services — that is a little bit of a
mouthful, but it will be a very important document.
This will be an annual document that will report on the
performance of the mental health sector in the past
12 months, reporting against the progress of the
government’s 10-year mental health plan. Whilst I
appreciate that this is very much overarching legislation
that sets up the framework for the report, we need to
ensure — I am seeking a guarantee from the minister
here — that this report is what the sector requires to
improve itself and that it will have content that will be
of use to the sector.
As I said, I understand that this is overarching
legislation and is therefore very light on detail in terms
of what will be in the report, and I understand from the
information provided that that is to be determined.
However, we need to ensure that there is very genuine,
very real and very extensive consultation with the
sector on the make-up of the report. I would seek that
assurance. I would ask that when the detail is being
determined and when the make-up of this document is
formulated there be broad-reaching consultation with
all parts of the sector. We need assurances that the data
in this report, which will be tabled annually, will be
relevant and what the sector needs. We also need to
know that it will assist future governments of
whichever persuasion in addressing issues relating to
mental health. Sadly, this is an issue that all
governments in the future in all jurisdictions are going
to have to deal with.
I will refer to an example of what I am talking about. I
am from rural and regional Victoria, and I am sure that
if we looked at rural and regional Victoria, we would
see that service providers in my area — I am sure this is
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the case for much of rural and regional Victoria —
would be wanting demographic and geographic data to
show where there are gaps in service delivery. They
would want supporting information and explanations as
to why there are spikes in some areas or in some
aspects of mental health and the reasons behind those
spikes and what we are doing to address them. Of equal
importance, I would also hope that such a document
would be recording the success stories — where there
are goals being achieved and where work recognised as
good is being done in the mental health sector so it can
be reported and in effect duplicated around the state.
I am also interested in establishing what data the new
report will collect that is not already being collected.
We know that a range of data is being collected, and I
am sure some of the data in this report will be able to be
compiled from statistics that are already being recorded
by agencies, but a point for the government is if this bill
will result in new data collection being required, it will
therefore result in additional administrative costs, and
we would want to ensure that those agencies in the
sector are provided with the level of financial support
they need to do that additional work. It would be very
important that any data collection and administrative
burdens attached to that data collection not impact on
the core business of these agencies and therefore on
their ability to service the community and the sector.
They currently do that well, but this is an area where
there are always challenges, and I would not like to see
this report impact on that service delivery in any way,
shape or form.
I would just like to touch on another area. The bill
relates to changes to the treatment of prisoners with a
developing mental illness. At present a court can make
a custodial supervision order that commits a person to
custody in what is deemed in the principal act to be an
appropriate place. In some cases that may be a prison
where there is no appropriate mental health service
available. I understand and respect that this is quite rare.
If a person is detained in prison and requires urgent
mental health treatment, they must be transferred to a
mental health service so that specialist treatment can be
provided to them, because clearly the level of treatment
they require is not available in the prison system. The
act currently enables such a transfer to occur; however,
there is no mechanism for returning a person to prison
when they no longer need treatment. The only option is
for an application to be made to the courts to vary the
place of custody. As we can all imagine, this does not
provide for a timely or appropriate response.
I have been advised that this amendment to the act has
been brought about by a very rare circumstance that
came to light after one incident. However, the bill
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amends the act so that should the need arise again,
those affected can be returned to the most appropriate
place when they no longer need that level of
compulsory treatment. We hope that the provision will
not be required at any stage in the future.
A couple of other matters are covered in the bill. They
include clarifying that it is the young person’s informed
consent that is relevant for an application to the Mental
Health Tribunal for electroconvulsive treatment where
a young person has the capacity. It includes greater
flexibility around who an inmate can communicate with
when subject to a restriction order on their
communication and also some minor changes relating
to restrictive intervention. I am sure all members of the
house support the observance of the utmost levels of
respect, humanity and integrity in any instances of
restrictive intervention.
In conclusion, I reiterate that the coalition is not
opposing this bill. However, we await the detail of what
will be included in the annual report to Parliament. We
want to ensure that it is beneficial to the sector in
making appropriate improvements to services, that we
gain the appropriate levels of engagement from all
agencies within the sector and that we have a strong
stakeholder input into the development of the report.
The coalition in opposition is not opposing the bill.
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I understand
this is the first bill that the Minister for Mental Health
has introduced on this subject. Having entered the
Parliament with the minister in 2007, I am sure he
understands the great responsibility that this area of
government carries, particularly for consumers of
mental health services and also service providers both
in the acute hospital area of mental illness and more
broadly in the community. I wish him well. He is a
person of integrity, and he will bring great energy to
this area of his responsibility.
I also acknowledge the contribution of the member for
Gippsland East. In the time I have been in the
Parliament I do not think I have heard too many
members speak on a bill on mental health without
touching on some personal experience. The member
brought some personal experience to the table, and I
think it is a reminder of the importance of the work that
needs to be done by the government of the day in
relation to mental health. His contribution also
reminded me of the contributions that were made last
year. I was very privileged to be here when the previous
Minister for Mental Health, Mary Wooldridge,
introduced the Mental Health Bill 2014 into the
Parliament. I think it is important to touch on some
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aspects of that bill because at the time Victoria had the
oldest mental health legislation in the country.
It is worth making the point that the process of updating
and rewriting the Mental Health Act commenced under
the former Labor government when the member for
Bellarine was the minister. I am reminded from
re-reading my contribution made at the time that the
former Labor government set aside $36 million to
complement the introduction of a new Mental Health
Act. That was a very considerable amount of money to
set aside at the time for the transition phase, but the
process was to move from the oldest piece of legislation
to a modern act. By the end of the process we did end
up with a modern act in which consumers of services
were placed very much at the centre of mental health
treatment. That was a big shift in the legislation.
Also significant within the new act was the role of
families and carers in the decision-making process. The
act also promoted voluntary treatment over compulsory
treatment, and there was a big shift towards supported
decision-making. Again these were the sorts of things
the sector had been talking about for many years and
that consumers of services had been talking about for
many years.
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number of unintentional consequences are probably
going to occur which will need to be addressed. This is
what the bill is about.
To go to the area of corrections, we know that the
Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried)
Act 1997 applies to mentally ill people who have been
charged with criminal offences and are found to be
unfit to stand trial or who are mentally impaired at the
time the offence was committed. These people, where
there are no practical alternatives in the circumstances,
can be held in prison under a custodial supervision
order. This act also ensures that a person held under
such an order is not subject to compulsory treatment
while held within a prison. Given this, the act requires
that a mentally ill person be transferred to a mental
health facility if compulsory treatment is to be
provided. However, the legislation fails to provide for
the return of that prisoner when required. This
amendment ensures that the original court order can be
applied and that a person can be returned to prison once
temporary, compulsory treatment is completed.
As the member for Gippsland East touched on, there
are not too many cases where this occurs. It would be
fair to say that we need to legislate in such a way that
options are provided and the safety of the community
and the safety of the staff in our various institutions,
whether they be prisons or mental health facilities, are
placed at the fore. That is a responsibility that weighs
very heavily on the government, because it is a difficult
balance to have to strike.

The other areas of the act that came into being as a
result of the debate on the legislation were the creation
of the Mental Health Tribunal and the appointment of a
mental health commissioner to help resolve complaints
about public mental health services. These were some
of the key features of that act. As the member for
Gippsland East said, and I am sure others will say
during the course of this debate, mental illness is
complex. We know that approximately 20 per cent of
the Australian population will experience mental illness
in any given year. It would be fair to say that demand
for services continues to grow — it even continues to
surprise. But that is due in part to the ever-increasing
understanding of mental illness and perhaps better
diagnosis today than there was in the past. To those
service providers both in the community and in
hospitals and to those living with mental illness, we pay
tribute to each of you.

We take no pleasure in having to repair this act. The act
allows, at the court’s discretion in circumstances where
there is no discernible alternative, for a mentally ill
person who has not been found guilty in a court of law
to be placed in prison and indeed returned to prison
once temporarily treated for their mental illness. We
must remain somewhat uncomfortable about this. We
must keep seeking new solutions so we can ensure that
the most dangerous, desperately mentally ill people are
managed in ways that respect their illness and their
vulnerability but also provide safety to the community
and the staff in our various institutions.

This bill does a number of things. It facilitates, if you
like, a mental health annual report to be provided to
Parliament. It enables the transfer and return of forensic
prisoners to designated mental health services. In my
capacity as Minister for Corrections I want to touch on
that in greater detail. The bill also addresses a number
of technical or operational issues which have been
identified out of the implementation of the act on 1 July
2014. It is reasonable to expect that where essentially
there is a rewrite of an act, a number of gaps or a

I recently visited Thomas Embling Hospital with the
Minister for Mental Health. Whilst I saw very clearly
an environment in which patients are treated in the best
available circumstances, notwithstanding the secure
walls, it is still fairly confronting to be in an
environment like that and to understand, if you like, the
desperate circumstances that some people find
themselves in. I would have to say that Thomas
Embling overwhelmingly supports those patients in a
highly professional way, and we should all admire and
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appreciate the work of its dedicated team of
professionals.
It is very rare that a patient cannot be managed within
the Thomas Embling facility. However, as I indicated,
we need to be persistent and look to solutions for the
future that respond to the practical situations that arise
from time to time and force us to think outside of the
square. Again, I have worked fairly closely with the
Minister for Mental Health in relation to this
amendment to the Mental Health Act. We have landed,
I think, in a place that strikes the right balance in
ensuring the community’s safety, the safety of the
individual consumers and obviously the safety of those
staff who work in those facilities.
In the very short time I have left to speak, once again I
am encouraged that we have a situation where a
minister has committed to provide transparency to the
Parliament and the Victorian community about the
quality of and access to mental health services around
Victoria, and there is also a commitment to produce a
longer term plan. I do not think we can ever grow
complacent about mental health in our community — it
is too big an issue — but I am sure we can bring
bipartisan support to the issue of mental illness across
the Parliament.
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — The statistics on mental
health are disturbing. Suicide remains the leading cause
of death for Australians aged between 15 and 44 years
and, sadly, men account for three out of every five
deaths by suicide. It is estimated that around
1000 people think about suicide every day. As we all
know, the impacts of mental health issues are not
limited to the individual. The impacts are felt deeply by
the family, who have to deal with an individual who
may be irrational, moody, uncommunicative,
uncooperative and, in more severe cases, a danger to
themselves and others.
Governments around the world are grappling with how
best to address mental health issues, which are
becoming increasingly prevalent as the pressures of
modern life take their toll. Governments have to
address numerous ethical considerations as we walk the
line between being accused of being Big Brother with
interventions that are too intrusive or limiting of human
rights and not doing enough as families struggle to
make sense of what is happening to their loved ones
and to cope with their own everyday lives and the rest
of their family. All governments must aspire to find
best practice in mental health management, to get the
balance right between the individual’s right to freedom
and the rights of those in the community to be safe.
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Contemporary approaches to mental health care focus
more on long-term recovery than acute care performed
when a person is at highest risk to themselves and
others. It puts the emphasis on the individual taking
back control of their lives. By investing in mental
health we are looking after the wellbeing of not only the
individual but also of the community. Our young
people are particularly vulnerable to developing mental
illness as they face a raft of pressures and temptations
in today’s world — especially when they are
experimenting with illegal drugs that are mind altering,
psychosis inducing and addictive. We need to make
sure we look after them.
While there is no such thing as a perfect mental health
policy and we can never really eradicate mental health
problems, I am heartened by everyone here today being
on the same page and supporting the initiatives that are
continually coming through. I commend the previous
Minister for Mental Health, Mary Wooldridge, a
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region in the other
place, who rewrote the Mental Health Act 2014 — a
tremendous task — and did so much work in the area of
eating disorders, which has the highest mortality rate of
any mental illness. She established a task force on
eating disorders, which I was very proud to chair, and
worked to change procedures to make it easier for
parents and sufferers to access services. Prior to that,
they were very fragmented, with doctors not knowing
who to refer to. I commend Mary Wooldridge for the
work she did in this area.
As a child I had an aunt who had mental health issues.
In those days people were sent to one of the large
institutions. The description of Bedlam in Dickens’
novel would have been attributable to these places.
People were often put in there because they were a little
difficult or their family did not want them around. They
were put into mental health institutions, either not to
come out again or to be there for many years, forgotten
by their families. In those days it was a shameful thing
to have in the family someone with mental illness or
someone who was difficult. Even people who were
eccentric could be locked away and, sadly, single
women who became pregnant were frequently locked
away in mental institutions because it was deemed that
their sexual urges were a sign of mental illness.
We have come an awfully long way in protecting the
rights of the individuals who have mental illness, and
that is very important. However, we have to balance
that with the rights not only of the community but also
of the families and the carers. Caring for someone with
a severe mental illness is draining and tiring and affects
the whole family. We have to make sure that there is
support for carers. When a person who has mental
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illness refuses to take their medication there should be a
system to support the family in making the person with
mental illness take the necessary medication that allows
them to live freely in the community.
Although we have moved away from the large
institutions that were absolutely appalling and the
treatments that were formerly used, moving people out
into units and houses just scattered around our society
has also not been successful in many instances. I think
we have to start looking at going back to smaller group
homes. At the moment putting two people into a unit in
Lilydale, let us say, who both have an illness means
they become isolated because the people in the
apartments and units around them do not associate with
them. Living in the community only works when
people have a fairly controlled life. When they lose that
control over their lives the neighbours tend to close
their doors and shy away because everybody is trying to
live and do the best they can. I think we sometimes
need to remember that people need support. You need
someone else to talk to. If you are not getting on with a
particular person, there needs to be someone else where
you are living who you can talk to and who can look
after you.
As I have said, it is a very difficult path to walk, and
those on both sides of politics try with the best of
intentions to provide the best possible care to people
with a mental illness and to their families in a way that
is not too heavy handed so that we allow them to have
their freedoms while recognising that sometimes those
freedoms must be curtailed for the benefit of their
families and society as a whole. It is important that we
revisit all of this. As new techniques and new ways of
management, including new drugs, are introduced we
must always be looking at how we handle people with
mental illness.
I will close by briefly talking about clause 13, which
inserts the word ‘personally’ into sections 94(1)(a) and
(2)(a) of the Mental Health Act 2014 to clarify that if a
young person is giving informed consent to
electroconvulsive treatment (ECT), it is their personal
consent that is relevant and not whether a substitute
decision-maker has consented. That, of course, is where
families have had difficulty with the changes to the
Mental Health Act 2014. I have had families come to
see me who have had difficulty with the fact that they
have, as they see it, no control over how their family
member is going to be managed when that family
member has decided they are well and they are not
going to take their medication.
ECT induces modified seizures for therapeutic
purposes. It is most commonly prescribed to treat
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severe depression but it may also be used to treat
bipolar disorder, schizophrenia and catatonia. The way
it is represented in popular culture has tended to be
alarmist and have a negative impact. I think the film
One Flew Over the Cuckoo’s Nest did not help with
attitudes towards mental health treatment even though it
was a good film for those of us who were not involved
in the mental health world.
ECT can be considered a more drastic method of
treatment that is not without risks, some of which
include confusion, which can last for several hours;
memory loss, both short and long term; and physical
side effects such as nausea, headache, jaw pain, muscle
spasms and heart problems. Young people who have
given their consent but have had some treatment that is
unpalatable might refuse to have ECT again when there
might be other alternatives. An authorised psychiatrist
may apply to the tribunal to perform a further course of
ECT on a young patient, and we are told this brings the
legislation into line with treatment for an adult patient.
My concern would be that if a patient changes their
mind about treatment, having experienced some of the
side effects, this clause in the bill would appear to limit
the individual’s freedom of choice.
As I have said, there is no perfection in this. There is no
perfection in how we treat people with mental illness,
but we must keep striving to try to get a balance
between freedom, protection of society and support for
the families.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — It is my pleasure
today to rise to speak on the Mental Health Amendment
Bill 2015, which seeks to amend the Mental Health Act
2014 to provide for a mental health annual report to
Parliament, to enable the transfer and return of forensic
prisoners to a designated mental health service to obtain
compulsory treatment and to address a number of
technical and operational issues identified following the
implementation of the act on 1 July 2014.
I particularly want to take this opportunity today to talk
about the significance of the minister’s commitment to
develop a 10-year mental health plan and to deliver to
both houses of Parliament a state of Victoria’s mental
health services annual report. These were key election
commitments that were made by the Labor Party, and it
is great to see them being enacted in this Parliament. It
is really important that the minister has made this
commitment to a 10-year plan. This is a minister who
has a deep and abiding interest in social policy and in
ensuring that we take the community with us in seeking
to reform areas of social policy.
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The minister also wants to ensure that in dealing with
the issue of mental health, an issue that has been
stigmatised in the past, we open up a dialogue with our
community and engage as many people as possible in
understanding what we are trying to achieve in mental
health in Victoria. As the member for Gippsland East
reminded us, this is an issue that will impact on one in
four Victorians, so it is a part of all of our lives. We
need to make sure that mental health comes out of the
shadows and is part of our public debate.
I am very pleased that this plan will set strategic
directions for the development of mental health services
in Victoria over the next decade and that the minister is
committed to a recovery-oriented practice. That means
doing all we can to ensure that people with mental
illness are well placed to continue to participate in our
society and to continue to live full and active lives and
receive the treatment that is best suited to their
particular condition.
The annual report that this bill introduces will
complement the 10-year plan, and again I congratulate
the minister on his commitment to increasing
government accountability and transparency. The
annual report will include information about the
provision of public mental health services during each
financial year, including key quantitative data, such as
service usage data, and qualitative data, such as results
from consumer surveys.
To reiterate the point I made earlier, the annual report
will support a strong community conversation about
our government’s vision for continuous improvement
of public mental health services. As we have already
heard in this house, mental health is of great concern to
the Victorian community, and certainly in my
experience as a member of this house I have been
exposed to a great deal in the few short months that I
have been a representative of the Macedon electorate
and have had the honour of being Parliamentary
Secretary for Health. I have been exposed to many
examples of the impact of the increased incidence of
mental illness in our community.
I want to touch on the work of the Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee,
which was established by the Minister for Health to
inquire into the crisis in our ambulance services — a
crisis we inherited — and to ensure that we put in place
strategies to address that and the issue of ambulance
response times. What I have uncovered through that
consultative committee and as I have travelled around
and met with our paramedics across Victoria is that
there are two key drivers of increased demand for
ambulance services in this state. The first is our ageing
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population; our paramedics are often called out to treat
frail and elderly people in either their homes or nursing
homes.
The second key issue driving the increased demand for
our ambulance services is mental illness and mental
health concerns in our community. What paramedics
have said to me and what concerns me is that a
response by an ambulance is not what is needed by
people reaching moments of crisis. What is needed are
services better designed to support people living with
mental illness before they reach that crisis point. So
again I indicate that I am delighted the minister will be
delivering this 10-year plan and, as a result of this bill,
reporting to us here in the Parliament.
Paramedics themselves are subject to a number of
mental health concerns as a result of their working
conditions. Indeed the consultative committee is
looking at addressing their working conditions and the
situations to which they are exposed.
Research presented at an Australian Psychological
Society conference held only days ago reported on the
link between insecure work and mental health
problems. As we see people losing quality jobs in our
community we see a corresponding increase in mental
health conditions. I know the minister will be looking at
these causal effects and will be seeking to work within
the government and cabinet to address them. Other
issues that have, tragically, been on the increase in our
community include mental health issues arising in
response to trauma, including bushfires, family
violence and sexual abuse.
In my electorate there are two programs I want to talk
about because they both target young people and are
both about preventing mental illness. They go to the
vulnerability of adolescents and the stresses and
pressures they are under. The first of those, Live4Life,
is a fantastic initiative that was developed in my
electorate in response to community concern about
increases in depression, anxiety, cyberbullying and
self-harm in my electorate. The second initiative,
WayOut, which is based at Cobaw Community Health,
is a statewide suicide prevention program targeting
same-sex-attracted, bisexual and transgender young
people in rural Victoria.
Having grown up in regional Victoria myself, when I
look back now I understand that the reason that certain
people I knew chose to take their own lives was that
they received no support as they grappled in
adolescence with their sexual orientation. Again these
are issues that are very dear to the minister’s heart, and
I know they will be addressed in the 10-year plan.
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In conclusion I would like to commend the bill to the
house. It does a lot of things, but chiefly it addresses a
number of technical and operational issues, as we have
discussed. I commend the bill to the house particularly
because it will provide for an annual report to the
Parliament on our mental health services here in
Victoria, and that is really vital. It is about
accountability, it is about transparency and I believe it
will be a hallmark of this government that we will seek
to ensure that our work is open for the Victorian people
to scrutinise. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. The Greens
welcome any move to strengthen and improve our
mental health system. There is no doubt that we, as a
society, have come a very long way in how we view the
issue of mental health, and I am sure that we all agree
that there is much more to be done. The Greens are
committed to ensuring that those who experience
mental illness are able to access timely, high-quality
mental health services and that they should be able to
live free from stigma and discrimination.
I want to speak briefly and more broadly about why the
issue of mental health is important to the electorate of
Prahran. Last year the restructuring of mental health
funding, which took a more clinical approach to the
funding of mental health services, meant that a number
of quality, community-based mental health services had
to close due to funding restrictions or cuts, one of these
being the Prahran Mission’s purpose-built drop-in
centre on Chapel Street. These services are critical for
people experiencing mental illness, allowing them to
remain connected to their community and providing
them with an entry point to specialist services should
they require them. The national disability insurance
scheme model of individual support packages is
welcome for people with severe permanent mental
illness, but there are those who do not qualify for those
packages, and community-based mental health services
are absolutely essential to ensure that the most
vulnerable members of our community do not fall
through the cracks.
I was fortunate enough to be invited to Prahran
Mission’s Easter lunch not so long ago. Not only was
there great food and great company; it was also a timely
demonstration of the power of community-based
services to bring people together and improve lives.
The government has made a commitment of $400 000
to Prahran Mission, and it is absolutely essential that
this money go to reopening the mission’s purpose-built
drop-in centre.
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I go specifically now to the bill in question, which has
four main purposes: to legislate the requirement for the
department to publish a mental health services annual
report; to enable Forensicare to publicly publish its
statement of priorities; to make changes regarding the
transfer of forensic patients back to prison after
receiving compulsory mental health care outside prison
facilities; and to make a series of minor changes.
I will speak first on the transparency provisions. The
Greens strongly welcome the increased transparency
and accountability provisions in this bill provided
through the commitment to publish a state of Victoria’s
mental health services annual report and Forensicare’s
statement of priorities. Transparency and accountability
are two themes that the Greens are pushing strongly in
this Parliament, and we welcome these provisions in the
bill. The Greens do have some concerns, and I will
address them. We are concerned about what is missing
from this bill in regard to electroconvulsive treatment
(ECT) for children. We are very interested in whether
the government intends that the mental health services
annual report will include information about the
number of children receiving electroconvulsive
treatment and the impact of the treatment.
The Mental Health Act 2014 was a great improvement
on the previous act, as it focused on a human rights
approach to mental health treatment, provided for a
mental health complaints commissioner and made a
number of other improvements. However, some
substantial concerns were raised by legal services,
human rights agencies and the mental health sector
about the legislation when it was presented to the
Parliament. The Greens are disappointed that in this
review and updating of the Mental Health Act the
government has not taken the opportunity to rule out
electroconvulsive treatment for children or commit to a
review of the practice. The World Health Organisation
document entitled WHO Resource Book on Mental
Health, Human Rights and Legislation — Stop
Exclusion, Dare to Care states:
There are no indications for the use of ECT on minors, and
hence this should be prohibited through legislation.

In a submission to the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee in relation to the Mental Health Bill 2014,
the Victorian Equal Opportunity and Human Rights
Commission expressed concern about the use of
electroconvulsive treatment on children under 18 years.
The Greens recognise that there are some safeguards in
place in this legislation to help protect children;
however, we remain very concerned about the risks.
In 2014, Labor in opposition tried to amend the Mental
Health Bill to legislate that the chief psychiatrist report
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on the number of children receiving electroconvulsive
treatment between 2014 and 2016, provide details of
any discomfort or side effects of the electroconvulsive
treatment experienced by any young person and make
recommendations as appropriate. It also urged that this
report be tabled in Parliament. The amendment was not
accepted by the government at the time. This raises the
question: what is the government’s intention in relation
to reporting on children receiving electroconvulsive
treatment? Given that it is not specified in the
legislation or outlined in the minister’s second-reading
speech, is it the government’s intention that this
reporting now be included in the mental health services
annual reports, and if not, why not?
The Greens ask that the government be consistent and
be true to its word given in the previous Parliament,
that it commit to conducting a two-year review of the
use of electroconvulsive treatment for children and to
making that report public so that it is transparent as to
what the impact of electroconvulsive treatment might
be on the developing brains of children. The Greens
spokesperson for health, Colleen Hartland, a member
for Western Metropolitan Region in the other place,
will put a number of questions to the government and
go into further details on these concerns. That said, the
Greens will support this bill.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I am happy to
rise to speak on the Mental Health Amendment Bill
2015. As I mentioned in my inaugural speech, mental
health is an area of deep interest for me, and I think a
lot more work is required in this area. I am pleased that
we have a very dedicated and proactive Minister for
Mental Health. It is probably the right thing for me to
say, but in this case it is also absolutely correct, and I
am pleased that the minister was in the chamber to kick
off this debate. I welcome the government’s
commitment to pursuing these important and fairly
varied amendments before us today. Some of them are
around minor language and typographical errors, which
nonetheless need a little bit more clarity and direction;
some are more detailed changes. They show an
acceptance that the area of policy and legislation in
mental health, as in other areas, is ever-evolving and
that we must keep up with those changes.
The bill also has some new provisions, and they are
going to be the focus of my remarks on today. In
particular I refer to a commitment to table in Parliament
a state of Victoria’s mental health services annual
report. We have the opportunity through that provision
and the entire bill to correct past errors and to provide
more clarity in legislation for such an important area
going forward. As I said, this amendment basically
provides an account of Victoria’s mental health system.
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It opens up the books on the state of Victoria’s mental
health system through the provision of that annual
report to the Parliament.
The government’s proposal for a 10-year mental health
plan is one that I have previously welcomed and
commended. I am pleased about the minister’s clarity
and vision on this particular part. The minister’s
second-reading speech states:
A key focus for the reform agenda —

that this 10-year mental health plan will usher in —
will be to consolidate and expand the progress already made
to implement recovery-oriented practice by public mental
health service providers.
Recovery-oriented practice lies at the heart of contemporary
mental health service delivery. The aim of this approach is to
support people living with mental illness to build and
maintain a meaningful and satisfying life and personal
identity, regardless of whether or not they have ongoing
symptoms of mental illness.

It is an incredibly powerful and different way of
looking at mental health. As we all know, mental health
issues are extremely pervasive. Millions of Australians
experience mental health issues, and, as we have
discussed, many of us also know people who have
experienced mental health issues and who continue to
do so. There is no easy answer to this problem; there
never is. Governments are only one part of the
equation, but they are an important part of the equation,
and they can definitely do a fair bit.
When doing the work of looking after community
mental health issues we need to make sure that we have
in mind the community and individuals. It is not about
us and them. It is not about us doing something to the
other — us treating ill people. It is a community effort,
because for many Victorians and Australians mental
issues are not a life sentence; they can be sporadic
issues in life and they are experienced at different
points. Members of the community suffering mental
illness should be fully engaged and treated as adults
who can make choices about their own health care.
I like the approach the minister talks about. The
principle of choice is key and central, and engaging
consumers of mental health services and carers in a
dialogue and partnership is what it is all about. It is not
about us doing something to them — those sick people
over there. In terms of the government’s 10-year
strategy, that has already started in the department and
is present in everything we do. We do it responsibly,
with rigorous consultation with key people and key
parts of the community. The policy document we put
forward before the last election states:
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We believe a long-term vision for mental health care in
Victoria is needed — one that shows a real commitment to
improving mental health services and results for people. It
will be developed in consultation with consumers, carers,
mental health workers and service providers.

As part of that, there was a commitment, as I mentioned
earlier, to enact legislation to provide for an annual
report to the Parliament about the state of Victoria’s
mental health services. Specifically, clause 17 of the
bill headed ‘Functions of the secretary’ addresses this
element and inserts new paragraph (k) in section 118 of
the act. The new paragraph states:
to prepare and submit to the Minister an annual report in
accordance with subsection (2) …

New subsection (2) refers to the report itself. It states:
As soon as practicable after the end of each financial year but
no later than the following 31 October, the Secretary must
submit to the Minister an annual report containing —
(a) a review of the services provided by mental health
service providers during the financial year; and
(b) any other information requested in writing by the
Minister.

The minister then must ensure that the report is tabled
in both houses of Parliament.
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health has a different face in different communities. It is
not always about the institutions and the hospitals. For
example, there is a high percentage of people in
Monash — 13.3 per cent — reporting significant levels
of psychological distress. The state average is 11.4 per
cent, but in Monash it is 13.3 per cent. Thankfully in
Glen Eira it is 9.3 per cent which is below the state
average. There is the issue of dementia, which is
growing significantly as an issue. In fact the Monash
municipality is projected to rank fourth out of
79 councils in terms of dementia sufferers.
There are other places where mental health treatments
and responses can take place. They include the local
government sector and obviously the non-government
sector, but they crucially also include the hospital
setting. In the last couple of months I revisited a couple
of psychiatric wards in areas abutting my electorate.
They are very different in terms of their look and their
outcomes. That is not because the providers of those
services are ineffective or lazy; it is because there is no
single streamlined approach. What else is lacking, and
what this annual report to Parliament will provide, is
that there is no real benchmark for what we had
yesterday and what we will have tomorrow. I would
like to see those services improve in my community
and generally around Victoria through a very public
benchmarking process.

The report itself, as we have heard from the minister,
would include such things as treatment numbers,
readmission rates, waiting times, length of stays, survey
results and funding levels. It would also include
qualitative and quantitative data, which is vital. This is
an incredibly important report. Mental health services
can lack the ability to read the service delivery
outcomes and can lack clarity because we do not have
the essentially big old mental health institutions of the
past. Mental health services are provided in disparate
and very different ways. A collection point for the
outcomes of those services is very important. When
people think about mental health, they often think about
the tertiary and secondary sector and acute healthcare,
but it is really a lot of other things. Millions of
Australians are impacted on by mental health and never
see the inside of a psychiatric ward. These issues are
not just around hospital settings. I am sure the service
delivery in the report will cover other settings as well.

Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I am pleased to rise today
to speak on the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. I
emphasise at the start that The Nationals will not
oppose this bill. I strongly support the comments made
earlier by the member for Gippsland East, who
obviously spoke from the heart and brought a truly rural
and regional perspective to this house, showing what it
means for rural and regional people to live with a
mental health illness, the sort of statistics involved in
that and how we manage that on a day-to-day basis.

Previously, as a part-time councillor at the Monash City
Council, I had the pleasure of being involved in putting
together the health and wellbeing partnership plan.
Every council is required to put together a public health
plan. There were some interesting statistics in relation
to my community, which comes partly under the
Monash City Council and partly under Glen Eira City
Council, that I will refer to to demonstrate how mental

Clearly the delivery of mental health services in rural
and regional areas is an exceptional challenge. We do
not have the resources or the access to resources that
are available to people in metropolitan areas. When
there are resources, often the one or two key people in
the community who are delivering mental health
support are well integrated into the community. They
play at the same sporting clubs, you see them in the

I commend the minister and the party on coming to
government with this agenda of having a transparent
account of the mental health services provided to
Victorians. It is another election commitment that this
government will keep, and I am very keen to be
involved, as I have said in previous statements, with the
work ahead coming from this bill.
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supermarket and you work with them. Therefore with
limited resources available, the support provided to
people in rural and regional areas is often obstructed
because people have concerns about privacy and
confidentiality, which deters them from accessing the
services that are available.
Recently an enormous amount of work has been done
to challenge the stigma of mental health, specifically in
rural and regional Victoria. There are very successful
programs, such as R U OK? Day, which has behind it
the simple idea that you put yourself out there and ask
people if they are okay. Often that simple question will
elicit a response or make people feel that somebody
cares about them. There are also extensive mental
health support lines and resources online, including
Lifeline; MensLine, the men’s health line; and
beyondblue. They have done an enormous amount of
work in helping to remove the stigma around mental
health. Now we are seeing people better equipped and
more confident to speak out and share their stories of
mental health issues and how they made it through to
the other side and to really lead the community through
this challenging experience. These programs are great
examples of practical changes that have made a huge
difference. They provide assistance to people living in
rural and regional areas. With these programs we can
make sure that people have the best possible mental
health and general health outcomes, which all of us
want for people in our electorates.
As appears in Hansard, in his second-reading speech
the Minister for Mental Health stated that the Andrews
Labor government ‘is committed to achieving better
results for people living with mental illness’. I have
some concerns that I would like to raise today. While a
lot of the focus of the amending bill is on nomenclature
and definition changes, including of ‘practitioner’, it
also places an additional burden on mental health
service providers in requiring the production of an
annual report. As someone with experience in
administration in the health sector, I have seen similar
expectations established by the government of the day.
I note that often there is short-sightedness and a lack of
direction around what sort of data will need to be
captured, how that data will be captured, where that
data goes, who reviews it and how feedback will be
given to the service providers to make sure that they
can improve what they do in a functional way and
deliver better health outcomes for their consumers. I am
pleased that the second-reading speech makes reference
to consumer-based treatment and care. Obviously the
backbone of most health care these days is that people
make informed decisions about the care they will have
and the treatment they will engage in to support their
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recovery and progress through general health care or
mental health care.
I want to spend a little bit of time on the mental health
services annual report process. It will be a report on the
performance of service providers in the mental health
sector in the previous 12 months and against progress in
their 10-year mental health plan. There is no detail on
whether those in the mental health sector have been
consulted on this reporting, whether they will be
consulted about it or, as I said earlier, how the
information will be used to make a real difference and
improve mental health outcomes for our people.
There is also no indication at all of how mental health
service providers will be supported to produce these
administrative reports. If people in an organisation are
spending more time doing administration work, there is
less money to spend on resources and those delivering
those front-line services — that is, the people who are
actually providing the treatment and delivering better
health outcomes. I am concerned that there will not be a
balance and we will see a shift to more administration
and reporting than actually caring for the people who
need it most.
Another concern is that it looks as if there will be
another review and that more administration will be
required. I want to see a practical policy that will make
a difference to people’s lives. In my region we do not
have psychiatric units. The people in allied health
services and hospitals as well as our paramedics are the
key people providing that primary line of support to
people with acute mental health challenges. We need to
focus particularly on hospitals such as Hamilton Base
Hospital and Wimmera Health Care Group. They have
staff who are working extraordinarily hard to provide
front-line support for mental health patients, but they
are really limited in some of the infrastructure. I would
like to put forward a couple of suggestions for practical
changes which would make a real difference to those
staff members who are working so hard.
The current ambulance protocols are extremely
challenging. I do not understand why there is a 12-hour
window for ambulance services to transfer category 1
psychiatric or mental health patients. A patient with a
medical condition has to be referred to another
organisation within 4 hours. I do not understand why
there is a level of discrimination, particularly in rural
and regional hospitals which do not have the
infrastructure needed to support the care of mental
health patients in a secure environment.
The coalition government worked very hard to deliver
improved security for patients by announcing in
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November last year a $500 000 grant for Wimmera
Health Care Group. That would have enabled it to build
a special room attached to the emergency department
for people suffering from acute mental illness,
particularly from drug-induced psychosis. We hear so
much about the ice epidemic in rural and regional areas.
When somebody affected by ice comes in during a
psychotic episode, we need to have a safe area to put
them — for their own safety and the safety of the staff
and other patients in the emergency department. It was
really disappointing for Horsham hospital that the
Labor government changed the specifications for that
funding so that that additional room attached to the
emergency department could not be built. That would
have made a real and practical difference.
If there is a window of time during which acute mental
health patients can be transferred to a specific service
such as a psychiatric ward, we need to make sure that
our rural hospitals have the support infrastructure they
need so that they can care for those people in a very
safe and secure way. As I said, this is about not just
patients who are presenting but also the staff in that
environment and the other patients. People in a
drug-induced psychosis can be exceptionally violent
and can snap out of it straightaway, which can be
embarrassing for them. Treatment in a secure, private
environment is essential for those people, particularly in
rural and regional areas.
In summary I would really like to see practical changes
from the Labor government. We need support for our
health sector and particularly our mental health sector.
We need practical changes and practical support. I do
not want to see just additional administrative burdens
imposed, because our health service providers will then
drown in additional paperwork. That would not be
functional, and most of all it would not make a positive
difference to people in our community who are
suffering from mental health issues.
Having made that point quite extensively, I reiterate
that the coalition is not opposing this bill, but I am
seeking and await further details on what the
requirements for the annual report will be, what data
will be collected, how that data will be utilised and fed
back to the health services and how those in the sector
will be consulted and informed about what data is
required.
Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — I am delighted to
join the debate on the Mental Health Amendment Bill
2015. As has previously been discussed, the bill
establishes the requirement to produce a 10-year mental
health plan for Victoria, as well as the presentation to
the Parliament of an annual report on mental health. We
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have come a long way in relation to mental health. I
had the great privilege of spending more than a decade
working with David White, who was a member of the
other place and a minister in the Cain and Kirner
governments.
David held many portfolios in his time, but in
discussions with him he said that his greatest
achievement was to be able to work as the Minister for
Health. He found it the most fascinating and interesting
policy area, and he was particularly interested in mental
health. I think that was because of what he saw when he
went out to look at the mental health facilities in the
mid-1980s. He told me stories about going to
Willsmere, which was a facility for psychogeriatric
patients. In the grounds of Willsmere they had peacocks
walking around. The reason for that was that the
peacocks would screech, and that would cover up the
screams of the psychogeriatric patients in that facility.
The way the patients were treated was just appalling.
They lived in putrid, filthy conditions.
Kew Cottages was another major mental health facility.
It was built on a hill because in the 19th century the
contemporary belief was that people who suffered from
mental illness would emit fumes. The idea was to put
the mental health facility up on a hill so the fumes
would be less likely to infect the good people of Kew. It
is just crazy. David told me that once he went into a
facility and saw a man standing at the door looking out.
David said, ‘Hello, how are you? What do you want?’.
The man said, ‘I want to go home’. It was a fairly
reasonable request. David asked the manager how long
the man had been there and the manager said 40 years.
That man had been locked up for 40 years.
For David the focus was on deinstitutionalisation —
getting people out of these facilities. He once told me a
funny story about encouraging a mental health action
group to actively campaign for more funding around
budget time. The mental health action group started
agitating and saying that David White was the worst
health minister mental health had ever seen. The
Premier of the day, John Cain, responded by providing
a huge increase in mental health funding, and the
mental health action group continued to say that David
White was the worst health minister mental health had
ever seen.
That is the historical context, but we have come a long
way since then. It is important to have this conversation
around mental health, which has really been lacking to
date, and to disseminate more information. I listened
with great interest to the comments of the member for
Lowan and her concerns about the impact data
collection will have on communities. My response is
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that we need to understand the nature of the problem in
order to work out a solution. There is no doubt people
in regional Victoria face significant disadvantages.
Looking, for instance, at male suicide, we see that there
is the ready availability of firearms in regional Victoria
as opposed to metropolitan Melbourne, the fact that
support networks may not be available and the fact that
people do not have the anonymity of people living in a
city. Those factors have a significant impact on
communities. I say to the member for Lowan that it is
important to try to get as much information as possible
in order to tailor appropriate responses.
It is also important that we talk about men’s health as
part of this. When I was at the Melbourne Business
School doing my master of business administration the
statistic was thrown at us that 75 per cent of men think
they are in the top 10 per cent on any measure. In other
words, most men think they are the best. It is interesting
to note that women do not think that way. Maybe when
men reach their 40s or 50s it dawns on them that
perhaps they are not the best — ‘Maybe I was never the
best cricketer or the best footballer’.
Mr Burgess — You’re not.
Mr PEARSON — I was certainly not. That
realisation may trigger mental health problems. The
flipside is that men are more likely to chance their arm
and become successful entrepreneurs, while women
will often hold back and be more reserved. You have to
wonder whether those sorts of gender differences can
lead to women suffering, for example, higher levels of
depression because they feel they are being left behind.
The important thing is to disseminate information. If we
make sure the information is out there, people can
understand what services are available and what is
happening in their community.
I think all members who have spoken in this debate
have talked about people they have known who have
suffered from mental illness. I once had a professional
association with a senior public servant who was
fantastic in his prime, but who by the time I met him
was suffering from depression and anxiety and had
become an alcoholic. He was a shell of the person he
had been, and it was tragic to see a person with so much
potential and so much to offer suffering so greatly
because of mental illness.
A mental health plan and an annual report will give us a
chance to work out which way we want to go and to
regularly check up on and track our performance. It is
an iterative performance — it is about trial and error,
trying to get it right, trying to work through things to
get a sense of what the best way forward is.
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The member for Prahran raised a couple of questions. I
am discovering that the members for Prahran and
Melbourne often come into the house, make
contributions, tell both major parties they are wrong
and the Greens are right and then leave. They do not
often spend a lot of time in the chamber. But the
member for Prahran asked a couple of questions about
safeguards for — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PEARSON — That is a very good question.
The member for Prahran asked a couple of questions
about safeguards for children receiving
electroconvulsive therapy (ECT). As I understand it, the
independent Mental Health Tribunal must approve any
ECT to be performed on a child in Victoria. The
tribunal cannot approve ECT if a young person has
capacity and refuses to consent to ECT. If a young
person receiving treatment on a voluntary basis does
not have capacity to give informed consent to ECT, the
tribunal can only approve ECT if it is satisfied that a
parent or guardian has consented and there is no less
restrictive way for the young person to be treated. If a
young compulsory patient does not have capacity to
give informed consent to ECT, the authorised
psychiatrist must satisfy the tribunal that there is no less
restrictive way for the patient to be treated. It is
unfortunate that the member for Prahran is not in the
house to hear my contribution, but hopefully he will
read it in Hansard and it will give him some confidence
on this issue — that is important.
We recognise now that mental health issues are
different to other medical problems. A friend of mine, a
psychiatrist, finds that he does a lot of his work over the
telephone. People who suffer from depression or
another mental illness will often not turn up to an
appointment, perhaps because they cannot get out of
bed, do not want to leave the house, feel ashamed or
embarrassed or are just having a bad day. This friend of
mine found that encouraging people to call and
providing telephone triage services was a good way of
trying to treat mental illness.
Over the last 25 years we have been looking at stopping
institutionalisation and providing support networks
around people. This is also about recognising that
mental illness is different to other forms of illness and
shaping and creating a public policy solution to address
that. The Minister for Mental Health should be
congratulated for what he has done in terms of bringing
this legislation forward. It is a really important step. We
have come a long way, but we have a long way to go.
The right way is to make sure that we have a plan, that
we have a vision and that we have a regular annual
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report on this so that we can track performance. It is
going to be a report that is presented to both houses of
Parliament so people can see the policies and test and
modify them. It is about having honest conversations.
For those reasons, I commend the bill to the house.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — In
contributing to the debate on the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015, which the opposition does not
oppose, I would like to note for the record that on my
way to work this morning I passed over a footpath
stencil in Station Street, Sandringham, not far from the
station, and I took a photo of it. There were the words,
‘YOU belong in this world’. Expanding on that
message, it also said, ‘Tag your friends
#101DaysOfYOU’. It was a tag that was supported by
the Bayside City Council.
Regrettably there are not enough people who gain
access to the support services available. Georgie
Harman, the CEO of beyondblue, indicated that in the
realm of suicide by men there are too few opportunities
for people to intervene where people may be
contemplating taking their own lives. Over the course
of the weekend I was told that the president of a local
sporting organisation had recently taken his life, and on
Sunday I was informed of a young lady in her 30s who
had taken her life. The grief and the unanswered
questions in the minds of those people who are left
behind — as well as the sense of loss, the tragedy and
the loss of life opportunity — are matters that we are
left to reflect upon.
It is important that in the case of mental health there is
good access to treatment and that the people who need
support services are able to access high-quality and
responsive care when they need it. It is important that
there are choices available about what range of support
might best meet the circumstances of individual cases. I
am mindful in yesteryear of patients being discharged
from psychiatric units in hospitals long before they
were ready. One parent was distressed that her child
was not able to get a spoon to her mouth, so heavily
drugged was she; nor, for that matter, was she able to
get a cigarette to her mouth. In that condition she had
been discharged into day care outside the more formal
care of a psychiatric unit.
Another goal is to prevent mental illness where
possible, providing help early and working with
individuals and their families to meet their own goals.
Oftentimes I have had occasion to refer to a speech
made from the government benches by a former
member for Warrnambool, John McGrath. I count it as
one of finest speeches I have heard in this chamber,
when he was speaking about the struggle with
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depression and ill health on the part of two of his
children. He quoted Dr Silvano Arieti, a New York
psychiatrist, I believe, who said that no war, no famine
and no disease had exacted so great a toll on human life
or caused such great suffering as the suffering caused to
families through the illness of schizophrenia. That is a
broad paraphrase of his quote. Within this chamber
there was absolute silence, absolute stillness, as
Mr McGrath gave his speech. Subsequent to that
speech, which was made in 1993 or 1994, one of his
children took their own life.
The bill has two matters that the opposition is focusing
upon. One is the provision for the government to table
in Parliament the state of Victoria’s mental health
annual services report, which is an annual report that
will report on the performance of the mental health
sector in the past 12 months and report progress against
a 10-year mental health plan. There have been some
questions constructively put by the shadow minister in
relation to those matters.
The second issue that was of interest for wider
comment was the changes to the treatment of prisoners
with a developing mental illness. I note that at present a
court can make a custodial supervision order that
commits a person to custody at an appropriate place,
which in some cases may be a prison where there is no
appropriate mental health service available, although
this is rare. If a person is detained in prison and requires
urgent mental health treatment, they must be transferred
to a mental health service if specialised treatment is not
provided in prison. The act currently enables such a
transfer; however, there is no mechanism for returning
the person to prison when they no longer need
treatment.
As members we all know a number of people who have
a range of mental health needs, and it is important that
every opportunity be afforded those people to access
good medical advice and, when they are well, good
opportunities to participate in the wider life of the
community. I have raised concerns on a number of
occasions at both state and federal level with
responsible personnel as to the importance of there
being good pathways, so that if someone is working but
through illness is no longer able to remain in the
workforce there be a flexible arrangement at Centrelink
level so that there are not the same impediments to
qualify for unemployment benefits and there are easier
avenues to re-enter the workforce. As a community we
have a lot more work to do to ensure that when people
are well enough to work they have good avenues
through which to deploy their skills, talents and time so
that they have a reason to get up each day and
contribute to the life of the community.
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The area is a very important one. It can at times be a
very taxing area, but it is critical that there are good
outcomes that can benefit not only the individuals
concerned but also their families and the local
community. I am mindful also of the purest grief I have
ever seen as a member of Parliament, when a young
lady narrated to me the circumstances when she came
home one night and saw her mother, who had hanged
herself from the stairwell. Some 15 years after that
event had occurred it was still very vivid to her.
As a community and as a society we have an obligation
to have good pathways forward to enable people to
access treatment when they are able to and also to work
forward the imponderable questions as to those who are
not inclined to seek treatment. In speaking with one
mental health expert, it was suggested that one of the
questions that needs to be asked directly of people in
order to evaluate their mental health wellbeing is,
‘Have you thought of taking your own life?’, so that
men in particular are challenged to respond to a direct
question and so that that in turn might provide a better
pathway forward.
The opposition does not oppose the bill, but I indicate
there is work that needs to be undertaken on a daily
basis — through the wider processes of the national
disability insurance scheme and also as communities
and families — to enable individuals who confront
depression or anxiety or who confront substance abuse
to work through the challenges and issues that they
have before them and for them to engage within the life
of our community.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am also
pleased to join and make a contribution to the debate on
the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015, which
amends the Mental Health Act 2014 in a number of
different areas.
Before I commence talking about the bill, I heard a
number of members today reflect on the scourge across
this country that is suicide. This is nowhere more
pertinent than in regional areas, where the suicide rate
has increased significantly. I will mention two very
important events regarding suicide that have occurred
in my electorate recently.
One was organised by the Suicide Prevention
Awareness Network (SPAN) to raise awareness
throughout central Victoria. The SPAN Suicide
Awareness Walk held three weeks ago was the fifth
suicide awareness walk. This is now an annual event
that is attended by many community members and
community leaders. More importantly, this year the
Black Dog Ride riders joined the walk. They made a lot
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of noise but also created quite a scene in the streets of
Bendigo as they supported the walkers in the suicide
awareness walk. One of the things that happens at that
awareness walk is that a beautiful net is put up at the
majestic Dai Gum San precinct, where members of the
community who have lost family members to suicide
can put a butterfly on the net. It is a very moving
ceremony, and sadly each year it seems more and more
butterflies are put on that net.
The other event that has been held across my electorate
is a program called HALT, which stands for Hope
Assistance Local Tradies. This program was started by
a couple of guys, one of whom is Jeremy Forbes. Just
last year they had tradies upon tradies turn out for the
second annual Save Your Bacon breakfast in
Castlemaine, where more than 80 people registered for
that event put on by HALT.
HALT strives to promote awareness of mental health in
the trades community. This turnout was supported by
the local hardware store. In the first year it was quite
new and everyone was very excited. In the second year
it was extremely well attended. In fact, as was reported
in the Bendigo Advertiser, Jeremy mentioned:
But this year we have smashed it — we had about twice as
many as last year.

HALT was designed to raise awareness about anxiety,
depression and wellbeing in the trades community. It
was formed last year in response to the impact of
suicides in the shire of Mount Alexander. This is a
fantastic initiative and one that, in partnership with
Community Health in Bendigo, we hope to see rolled
out not just across Bendigo and Castlemaine but further
into other regions and potentially become a national
event.
The Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015 provides for
the production of an annual report to Parliament. This is
one aspect that I want to focus on because it is very
important. It was a key election commitment by Labor
to produce a 10-year mental health plan for Victoria
and a Victorian mental health services annual report.
Our 10-year mental health plan is intended to set the
strategic directions for the development of mental
health services over the next decade. The member for
Euroa raised a question about stakeholder engagement,
I can assure the member that key stakeholders are now
working with the Department of Health and Human
Services to develop this plan.
The annual report will complement this 10-year plan,
and it will be tabled in both houses of Parliament. The
annual report is essential in providing information
about the provision to the Victorian public of public
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mental health services each financial year, ensuring
transparency in this area of government. Importantly
both qualitative and quantitative data will be available
in the report. There will also be reporting on the
progress of the 10-year mental health plan. This will be
ongoing and will include maintaining an important
ongoing dialogue with the community and engaging its
members in the government’s vision for continuous
improvement in mental health services.
In terms of transparency and accountability, the annual
report is absolutely necessary, particularly in my
electorate. Sadly my previous calls to the former
Liberal Minister for Mental Health to provide detailed
information to the community, including management
plans, risk assessments and future actions at the
Alexander Bayne Centre at Bendigo Health, were met
with total disregard. The underwhelming but not
unexpected response from the former Liberal Minister
for Mental Health to my request for a review of the
safety, welfare and security of mental health patients at
the Alexander Bayne Centre was very disappointing, to
say the least.
I also refer to the Ombudsman’s damning finding last
year and the Community Visitors report that Bendigo
Health was failing to keep proper records of alleged
patient abuse in its care. There was further concern
expressed in the Ombudsman’s report about inadequate
staff training, failure to maintain records, failure to
provide incident reports, failure to provide treatment
plans for mental health patients and also a reluctance to
allow community visitors into the centre.
I have spoken in this house on many occasions about
the needs of regional mental health patients. I have also
spoken of the previous government’s failure to address
the growing concerns about access to services in
regional areas, long waiting times in emergency
departments, the lack of mental health beds in regional
areas, and the need for community-based follow-up
services.
We should never forget that the previous government
cut over $800 million from the health budget in its first
term, and this was evident in the crisis left in the mental
health system. Cutting the 24-hour mental health advice
line in 2011 was the first indication the former
government was not prioritising the needs of regional
mental health patients. This service was taking about
9500 calls per year, and one-third of those were coming
from regional Victoria. Sadly, the former Minister for
Mental Health failed to realise that essential services
are core government businesses in regional areas.
Withdrawing such vital services from regional
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Victorians was the beginning of the end for the Liberal
government.
Mental illness can occur at any stage of a person’s life,
and access in regional areas to services providing short
and long-term treatments is vital. We will get on with
our 10-year mental health plan to ensure that all mental
health patients and their families and carers are part of
the solution to fixing the mess the Liberals left behind,
and we will have an annual report to ensure that there is
transparency and accountability.
In relation to the Mental Health Act 2014, I recall that
there was considerable controversy around the initial
delivery of the bill. However, the legislation eventually
passed both houses, and it was of pivotal importance in
the new arrangements for giving patients and carers a
say. It gave patients and carers a voice and in some
respects attempted to reduce the stigma surrounding
mental illness.
In terms of carers, section 17 of the Mental Health Act
requires that a carer must be notified if an inpatient’s
right to communicate has been restricted by an
authorised psychiatrist. In every other notice provision
is made for carers. They must be notified but only
where the particular decision or action will directly
affect the carer and the care relationship.
The role of carers is valued and important and
particularly challenging for those who are carers for
someone with a mental illness. My sister currently cares
for her son, who is now aged in his late 30s and was
diagnosed with a mental illness some five or six years
ago. I know the challenges she faces on a daily basis,
particularly in caring for his two young children since
the breakdown of his marriage, which occurred as a
result of his mental illness. The patient-carer
relationship is absolutely crucial to the ongoing
wellbeing of the mental health patient. Carers
themselves need special attention and support and,
more importantly, recognition of the invaluable and in
many cases unpaid work they do. Carers need
information and access to information to carry out their
important roles, and that is why these amendments to
the Mental Health Act are required. I look forward to
the passage of this bill through the Parliament.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — I am thankful for the
opportunity to speak on the Mental Health Amendment
Bill 2015. This is an area affecting our local
communities that is absolutely critical for any
government to deal with. It is particularly disappointing
to have heard the member for Bendigo West make this
a political issue when clearly members of the coalition
have made this an issue about people and their families
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dealing with mental health, not one that is about
politics. There are some issues in this community that
need to be dealt with in a bipartisan way, and if there is
such an issue, it is mental health. It was therefore
extremely disappointing to hear the member for
Bendigo West putting down a former government. The
member may well disagree with the way we approach
mental health, but such an important issue needs a far
better and fairer approach than the member displayed.
Further, this issue is of absolutely critical importance to
building strong communities and looking after people
with mental health issues as well as their families. I
would say that most people in this house have dealt
with mental health either directly or indirectly, through
either family members or friends. I personally lost a
very dear friend to suicide a number of years ago, and I
have family members and relatives, both close and
more distant, who have had to deal with mental health
issues. I have also visited our mental health care
providers on a number of occasions and seen the
challenges they deal with on a daily basis.
This is an area we have to deal with far too often in our
communities. It is an issue which affects both genders
and all ages. In the Bass electorate, particularly in the
areas stretching from Pakenham down to Wonthaggi,
mental health issues include youth suicide and men
committing suicide. In fact the most common topics or
issues I deal with in my office and out on the streets are
mental health issues, with people talking about anxiety
and family matters, and the challenges they face on a
day-to-day basis. It is therefore absolutely vital that we
address this issue. We may have taken some steps but
we have only touched the surface. This issue is so
important that we need to address it on a daily basis and
come up with the best way of treating members of our
communities who are dealing with mental health issues.
I would like to focus on the reporting requirements that
go with this bill. It is pleasing to see that the
government will develop a 10-year mental health plan
for Victoria. The government has also committed to
tabling a state of Victoria’s mental health services
annual report. The government says it is intended that
the annual report will include information about the
provision of public mental health services during the
preceding financial year, including key quantitative and
qualitative data — and the combination of those two is
very important. The report will also provide details on
progress under the 10-year plan and maintain a strong
and ongoing dialogue with the Parliament and the
community. It is essential that it is a transparent
process, and that we continue to consult and engage
with members of Parliament, who are responsible for
representing their electorate and in particular a number
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of constituents who come into their offices with this
issue. The bill also states that the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services will prepare
and submit the annual report to the minister, who will
then ensure the report is tabled in both houses of
Parliament.
It is intended that the first annual report will be tabled
after completion of the 2015–16 financial year. We
look forward to that, but a couple of matters need to be
addressed in relation to that report. At this stage there
are no details about the contents of the report, and
obviously that is something that needs to be worked
through. It is important that we get the details of the
report right so that we know exactly the conclusion the
report is trying to make. It is a very important matter,
and it is vital to recognise that you cannot manage what
you cannot measure. We must first get the measuring
right. We can then address and manage the problem.
There are no time frames for consultation, and we need
that sorted out. The government says it will consult, and
I look forward to the consultation process. It is also
important that we engage stakeholders — the people in
the community and the service providers who are the
experts in this field. We in Parliament can represent
people, but we need to consult the people who are
working on a day-to-day basis with and have specific
qualifications to deal with this issue so that we get this
report right.
The demographic and geographical data in the report
are absolutely critical, so that we know where exactly
the gaps in service delivery are. We need to know
exactly what ages and genders are not being addressed,
why they are not being addressed and in what areas
they are not being addressed on a geographical basis.
We need to know what areas of country Victoria, city
Victoria and everywhere in between are not being
covered, what is being covered particularly well and
what lessons we can learn. We need to know where the
spikes are in mental health and whether they are
increasing or decreasing. If we are making
achievements in the area of service delivery, we need to
know exactly where and why. Again, you cannot
manage what you cannot measure. It is very important
that we collect that data, that the data is accurate and
that we work through and manage the report so we can
continue to improve mental health services for the state
of Victoria.
While I have the opportunity, I pay tribute to the two
service providers that the electorate of Bass has access
to — that is, Latrobe Regional Health in Traralgon and
Casey Hospital. However, there are many other service
providers working in this field that need our continued
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support. One in particular is Barrier Breakers, which is
after continuation of its funding of $100 000 a year.
That is a matter for another day, but I will be raising it
in this house. Groups like that are absolutely vital in
providing the link between people and families with
mental illness and service providers. The opposition
will not be opposing this bill. I would like to see it pass
through both houses — and let us get moving on this
issue of mental health.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — I want not only to
commend the minister for putting forward this
legislation and highlighting the importance of mental
health but also acknowledge the respectful way in
which members today have spoken about this issue. We
all take it very seriously and want to do what we can to
improve the circumstances around it. Having the
opportunity to speak in this place on the very important
issue of mental health is indicative of how importantly
this government takes this issue.
Mental health affects all of us; it may not be something
we individually experience, but it will affect someone
we know, possibly someone we love. We can
experience it around us in the street, as we go past and
see people with mental health issues. We can see it in
some of the hospitals we may visit. We can see it at
home with our family. We can see it out and about with
our friends. Looking at this legislation I am very
pleased that we are, as a government, taking this issue
very seriously and working towards developing and
changing legislation that not only increases the profile
of mental illness but that also works towards changing
the conversation around mental illness in our
community and addresses issues that are important in
the system.
An indicator of how committed we are as a government
and of how committed the minister is to improving
mental health outcomes is the commitment to create not
only a mental health annual report but also a 10-year
mental health plan for Victoria, of which this annual
report will be a part. Committing to a 10-year plan is far
reaching and goes beyond the scope of election cycles,
which is exactly what this community needs. We have
all heard from our constituents, I am sure, about how
tired and exasperated they are with short-term solutions
to long-term problems. It is only through developing
things like this 10-year plan that we can get some real
outcomes and have far-reaching impacts into how
people live their lives, especially concerning mental
health. We need not only to know the services that are
available to those in our community but also to
understand how they are working, how they are
responding to demand, what their success stories are
and what challenges they face.
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I understand that the Department of Health and Human
Services is working very hard to collaborate with key
stakeholders to achieve the best possible outcomes for
our service providers and those experiencing mental
health issues. I hope this puts to rest the concerns
expressed by the member for Lowan with regard to
consultation. As I am sure she has seen through many
of the things this government has already done, this is a
consultative government. We are a government that
wants to talk to people and wants to work together to
move forward to get the best possible outcomes we can.
The plan will be particularly interesting to many of my
local mental health service providers, such as Neami
National, which is located in my electorate and is a
fantastic service, providing invaluable assistance to
people in my community. Neami does not look at just
one section of a person’s life but takes a holistic
approach which looks at physical as well as mental
health. It looks at housing security. It looks at what an
individual’s goal is, what their dreams are and what
they hope to achieve. Neami works with the person, not
for them. This is a fantastic service which has benefited
many people in the community, including some I know
and love.
Neami’s involvement in the local community is
fantastic. A beautiful mosaic chair was built and
decorated by Neami clients to celebrate the joyful soul
of a famous local identity, Geoff the Crossing Man.
Geoff has been mentioned a few times in this chamber.
He is a colourful local identity and is well worth our
consideration. Geoff has benefitted greatly from the
support Neami has offered to him, and the whole
community has benefitted from the beauty of Geoff’s
personality, his good humour and friendliness, which
people experience not only when they go past his
crossing before and after school but also as they drive
past this fabulous chair which is now a local landmark
and portrays him and his stop sign.
Our mental health service providers do some very
important work, and a 10-year plan which incorporates
their needs and concerns and helps them forward plan
to deliver the best possible outcomes for people is a
good thing. I am pleased that we are continuing to
move towards recovery-oriented practice in the delivery
of mental health policy, including removing the
definition of treatment as something ‘done to the
person’ and instead envisaging that treatment is
something the patient will participate in. This is exactly
the kind of model that services such as Neami promote.
This, in my view, is a positive way to move forward.
Of course it is not only dedicated mental health services
that offer exceptional services and assistance. The
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men’s shed movement is integral in not only helping
men to manage some of the mental health issues they
confront but also offering an opportunity for some
mental health problems to be avoided, such as
depression. Through building communities, such as the
microcommunity of a men’s shed, we can help alleviate
some of the mental health issues that people confront.
As the good member for Essendon indicated earlier,
isolation and loneliness are very real problems for
many men as they get older, and the assistance that is
offered to them through the men’s shed movement is
invaluable. It is through planning and futureproofing as
much as we can that we can work harder and better
together towards achieving improved mental health
outcomes.
I am also interested in the changes this bill will make to
how prisoners receive treatment and are managed. It is
interesting to note that major mental illnesses such as
schizophrenia and depression are three to five times
higher among prisoners than those in the general
population. It is also quite confronting to learn that
around 20 per cent of female prisoners have reported
having prior psychiatric admissions. Simplifying the
procedure of how prisoners can be returned to prison
once they have received treatment can only be a good,
positive outcome.
As many of us know, much of the use of illicit drugs is
a form of self-medication, where individuals take their
health needs into their own hands. Having long-term
plans where we create appropriate services will not
only help people but will also have the effect of
reducing the incidence of people being sent to prison in
the first place.
Mental health is a difficult illness. It can isolate people
from their family, friends and community. It can
commit people to poverty, to unemployment and to
homelessness. It is especially difficult when we see this
illness in children. I understand that the Mental Health
Act 2014 enables an authorised psychiatrist to make a
further application to the Mental Health Tribunal for
electroconvulsive treatment, otherwise known as ECT,
for an adult patient during an existing course of ECT.
The purpose is to facilitate continuity in treatment. The
act is silent, however, on whether a psychiatrist can
make a similar further application for a patient under
the age of 18.
While I, as a mother of young children, would hate to
see my girls needing this treatment — in fact I would
hate to see any child needing this treatment — I
welcome the removal of doubt and the promotion of
consistent practice. I welcome the amendment
clarifying that a psychiatrist may make a further
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application to the tribunal for ECT for a person under
18 years of age, either during or after the performance
of a course of ECT. This proposal does not make any
material change to the arrangements for a young person
to receive ECT, and I am glad to note that ECT for
young people is extremely rare and is subject to strict
oversight and monitoring controls under the act.
We need to keep talking about mental illness. We need
to remove the stigma from this illness and recognise it
for what it is — that is, a serious health issue that needs
a comprehensive plan to address all the issues
associated with it. I am glad we are talking about this
issue today and that mental health is receiving the
attention it deserves. For far too long we, as a
community, have pretended that it is not an illness. We
have pretended it is not a problem and have tried to
lock it away — as the good member for Essendon said
about Willsmere. Willsmere is a spooky building, or it
was. I also went around Willsmere in the 1980s and
found it to be a very confronting place.
I am glad we are now talking about the very real issues
of mental health. It is a health issue; it is not something
that we should hide or banish, mock or pretend does not
exist. It is a serious problem that affects people — it
affects all of us in some way in our day-to-day lives.
The fact that we as a Parliament want to keep talking
about it and to be proactive in doing something about it
is a great thing. The fact that we have a minister who is
dedicated to it is something I am very proud of. I am
happy that we are moving forward on something that is
such a devastating thing in people’s lives and that we
are doing something useful. I commend the bill to the
house.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015. The Nationals in coalition are
not opposing this bill. The purpose of the bill is to make
miscellaneous amendments to the Mental Health Act
2014 and the Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness
to be Tried) Act 1997. We probably need to know a
little more detail than that, because it is a very
broadbrush statement.
The bill makes provision for the government to table in
the Parliament a state of Victoria’s mental health
services report. This will be an annual report on the
performance of the mental health sector over the
preceding 12 months and a report on its progress
against a 10-year mental health plan. There is little
detail in the bill about how the information will be
presented in that report. This is simply overarching
legislation to establish that framework. There are also
no time frames for some of the consultation in the
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report. Again it is a very overarching piece of
legislation.

develop some outreach services to more remote rural
communities.

We should reflect on the fact that in 2014 a major
rewrite of the Mental Health Act introduced significant
reform which attracted some great contributions to the
debate in this house. The legislation ensured that people
with mental illness have the most up-to-date mental
health treatment and support, and access to the
high-quality services they need. Families are able to
participate in decisions about the choices of care. But
we have to look at prevention, and I will talk about the
scourge of mental illness a little later in my
contribution.

Plans are well under way for a prevention and recovery
care unit, a PARC, adding to the broad spectrum of
services we need to treat mental illness and to try to
make someone’s first experience their last experience
wherever possible. Prevention and recovery care
enables people to step up and step down from acute
services or from the community. It also enables those
who do not have the support mechanisms needed to
recover in the community to stay for a period in the unit
between the community and the acute facility.

I will now look at some statistics about mental health to
provide a context for just how important it is. Mental
illness is rather common, with 20 per cent of
Australians aged 16 to 85 experiencing mental illness in
any one year. The most common mental illness is
depression. I pay tribute to beyondblue and other
organisations for their work in this area and in anxiety
and substance use disorder, three types of mental illness
that often occur in combination. Of the 20 per cent of
Australians who have mental illness in one year,
11.5 per cent have one disorder and 8.5 per cent have
two or more disorders. Almost half — 45 per cent — of
Australians will experience mental illness in their
lifetime.
There are some clusters in this data. The onset of
mental illness occurs typically around mid-to-late
adolescence in Australian youth — that is, 18 to
24 years of age. This group has the highest prevalence
of mental illness of any group, and I think we are all
well aware of that. Every year one in four of our
younger Australians experiences mental illness. These
are concerning statistics.
I pay tribute to the services that are available in my
electorate, including the inpatient and outpatient
services at Mildura Base Hospital. These services are
very busy, and their staff are very capable. We also
have services in the community provided by Sunraysia
Community Health Services and Mallee Family Care
Mental Health Support, which services the
Murray-Mallee region. After a lot of hard work over the
last few years we have been lucky enough to attract a
headspace centre to Mildura. Given the youth mental
health statistics I quoted, the addition of headspace to a
remote place like Mildura is an invaluable service, and I
thank the federal government for establishing it in
Mildura. It opened its doors only recently, and it will
have some challenges. Hopefully we will be able to
develop a hub-and-spoke structure around headspace to

Of course the scourge of ice affects many of our
younger people. The long-term effects of ice are a new
threat, and from our experience we know of the
long-term effects of other plague drugs that have gone
through our community in the past. We have lingering
methadone programs for heroin users and ongoing
issues with some of the fallout from cannabis abuse. If
it is like all the other plague drugs we have dealt with,
the longer term effects of ice will be with us for some
time. Data is vital, and reporting is a key way to come
up with the data which gives you the facts of the matter
that allows for better treatment over time.
This bill fine-tunes our Mental Health Act. Another
aspect the bill specifically addresses is how to manage
people who, for some reason or other, are in prison or it
is appropriate for them to be transferred to a prison. It
constructs a process for someone who is in prison and
has to leave prison to receive mental health care. It
streamlines a provision for them to be returned to
prison or, if they have been temporarily placed in prison
because it is the most appropriate place for them, to
receive care and return to prison. The bill will tidy up
what happens in that situation. As I understand from
my reading of the notes, if someone has been
imprisoned and requires mental health treatment, it is
not easy to get them back to prison; in fact it requires a
court order.
I wind up my contribution by saying again that this bill
fine-tunes the Mental Health Act and provides welcome
reforms in a number of areas. I wish the bill a speedy
passage.
Mr LIM (Clarinda) — I rise today to speak on the
Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. The bill amends
the Mental Health Act 2014 to provide for a tabling of a
mental health services annual report to Parliament, to
enable the transfer and return of forensic prisoners to a
designated mental health service to obtain compulsory
treatment and to address a number of issues identified
following the implementation of the act in July 2014.
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It would be remiss of me not to mention that I come
from a country where, like in many other poor Asian
countries, these kinds of issues are treated in a
miserable way and where people are not recognised as
having mental health issues but rather are labelled as
crazy and are locked up in institutions. They are
banished with no recognition of their condition, no
treatment and no due consideration for their welfare as
human beings. In fact their human rights are violated,
and they are left to rot. This is largely because of scarce
resources. The poor standard of health care, let alone
mental health care, in that part of the world is not to be
spoken of.
Here in this country and in the state of Victoria I can
only say it is with pride that we are talking about a bill
that will give effect to this government’s election
commitment to implement a 10-year mental health plan
for Victoria and an annual report on the state of
Victoria’s mental health services. I am very happy to
note that the opposition is supporting the bill. That is an
encouraging sign from the other side of the chamber.
The 10-year mental health plan is being developed by
the Department of Health and Human Services in
collaboration with key stakeholders to set the strategic
directions for mental health service development in
Victoria in the coming decade. As the plan proceeds,
the annual report will complement the plan by
providing information about mental health service
delivery, which will be revealed in both quantitative
and qualitative data, including service usage data and
consumer surveys results.
The Victorian government recognises the wealth of
existing information in the public domain, and that the
information was developed for specific purposes. As a
result, it is difficult for the public to navigate and
understand. Our service system as such is not user
friendly and could fail in its effectiveness as a whole.
Therefore it is the government’s intention to draw on a
range of information sources to prepare an annual
report that gives the community a picture of how our
mental health service is provided and coordinated in
Victoria. The annual report will serve as the ongoing
dialogue with the community about the government’s
vision to continuously improve the public mental health
service system.
The bill also amends existing legislation to ensure that
the Minister for Mental Health is responsible for
making sure that the state of Victoria’s mental health
services annual report is tabled in both houses of
Parliament. It also requires the Secretary of the
Department of Health and Human Services to prepare
and submit a state of Victoria’s mental health services
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annual report to the Minister for Mental Health. The bill
also amends the Crimes (Mental Impairment and
Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997 in order to clarify
responsibility for providing a report to a court that is
considering making a supervision order under that act.
The Crimes (Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be
Tried) Act 1997 enables a court to impose custodial
supervision orders for people who are unfit to stand trial
or who are found not guilty of an offence due to mental
impairment. A person detained in prison subject to a
custodial supervision order made by a court and
requiring compulsory mental illness treatment must be
transferred from prison where compulsory treatment is
not provided to a designated mental health service.
The bill also amends the Mental Health Act 1986 to
enable forensic prisoners to be returned to prison when
compulsory treatment is no longer required. This fixes
the gap in the current legislative scheme. Section 306 of
the Mental Health Act provides that the Secretary of the
Department of Justice and Regulation can transfer
forensic prisoners to hospital for compulsory treatment.
However, there is no legal mechanism to enable
forensic prisoners to be returned to prison when
compulsory treatment is no longer required. If they are
to return to prison, an application to the relevant court
to change the place of custody is the only option. This
process is slow in responding to the needs of
individuals. The amendments do not affect forensic
patients detained in a designated mental health service
by the custodial supervision order of a court. It is noted
that persons may only be detained in prison subject to
custodial supervision orders where there is no
practicable alternative. As a result, the number of
people to be transferred will be small.
These changes will lead to significant improvement in
Victoria’s mental health system as well as the lives of
people involved with mental health illness. I commend
the bill to the house in every possible way.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015. In doing so I acknowledge the
contributions of other members in discussing their
experiences of mental ill health and how that has
affected their lives or the lives of those people they
know. It is a privilege to speak about the longer term
vision for this important policy area we are looking at
today.
I want to give a brief outline of how this bill amends the
Mental Health Act 2014. It aims to deliver on an
election commitment of the Andrews Labor
government to provide a 10-year mental health plan for
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Victoria. In that plan will be 10 annual reviews of
where that policy is going. I have reflected previously
on this type of long-term vision and long-term planning
in respect of other bills, and it is important in our
system of government where we have four-year
election cycles that we look longer term and that certain
policies are not subject to the ebbs and flows of various
competing politics. That longer term vision is
important, and I note the contributions from members
opposite about the bipartisan approach to this bill and
its passage through the house, hopefully in a speedy
manner.
The bill also enables the transfer and return of forensic
prisoners to a designated mental health service to obtain
compulsory treatment and addresses other technical and
operational issues. However, I will focus today on the
broader policy standpoint of annual reporting and the
10-year mental health plan. I was reflecting in the
preparation of this contribution on some of the
statistics, and I turned to the beyondblue website for
reference, particularly around depression and anxiety. It
really tells a harrowing story of what we are
confronting from a policy standpoint and what people
go through in their lives. I would like to share that with
the house.
According to the beyondblue website, around 45 per
cent of people, or nearly one in two, will experience a
mental health condition. That is a significant statistic
and a significant pressure on our communities. It can
happen at different stages of people’s lives, from when
we are in our youth all the way through to when we
have children, through to later life and maybe after
losing a loved one. It can hit us at any time.
Depression is the leading cause of disability worldwide.
That is also a significant statistic. Around 3 million
people each year are living with depression or anxiety,
and as we know, you can have a combination of
depression and anxiety. That is a significant challenge
from a policy standpoint, and tragically we lose six
Australians each day to suicide. That is a heavy burden
that is more significant than our national road toll, and
we have seen some of the wonderful campaigning that
has been done by the Transport Accident Commission
to address challenges in that area. We are now at the
position where we have to respond to that tragic
problem of losing people at various stages of their lives
who could have continued to make a wonderful
contribution to their communities.
I received a shock recently in relation to a former
schoolmate. I had not had contact with this person for
some time, but I knew of this individual through mutual
friends. Tragically after having been married for only
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two months, this person passed away by means of
suicide. I found myself sitting there thinking, ‘What
could we have done? How did it get to that point?’. In
some of the comments on social media there were
reflections along the lines of, ‘We didn’t know this is
what this person was going through’. It is a telling sign
that mental ill health is not an overt issue for people.
That probably adds to the challenges and the stigma
attached to this problem.
It is hard to read and to understand the complexities of
the issues that people face. It is important to understand
that through that 10-year planning, that longer term
planning, we acknowledge that we have so much more
work to do. We have not got it right. It is about not just
the resourcing but how we link together with
community service providers and how we face those
challenges going forward. That is a key thing.
We should also acknowledge that there is some good
work being done, particularly in breaking down that
stigma in relation to mental ill health. In October we
have the wonderful Mental Health Week, which runs
from the 4th through to the 10th, coinciding with World
Mental Health Day on 10 October, which is now
celebrating 30 years. The work that has been done over
that time to address the stigma attached to mental ill
health is wonderful. There is also R U OK? Day, which
is a simple reaching out and asking someone if they are
okay or if they are going through some challenges.
These are great initiatives. There is also the antibullying
initiative, which we reflected on in the house back in
February or March.
All of these initiatives are great at breaking down
stigma, but naturally we have a long way to go. I
recently attended a local community event for the
Southern Football Netball League season launch. It was
important to have beyondblue at that event to talk about
community sport and how community services can
work in that space to try to address mental health
challenges.
Mental health issues are sometimes a central challenge
for someone who also has secondary issues, or a person
may have a problem that triggers a mental health issue.
Some people face challenges around unemployment,
whether they have been unemployed in the long term or
have recently lost their job, and those challenges can
affect their family’s ability to make ends meet. There
are various triggers for mental ill health. Newly arrived
migrants and refugees may face significant challenges
settling into a community, or they may have previously
faced harrowing events. How do we work with people
on an individual or a case-by-case basis to address their
concerns? That is a very big challenge, and obviously it
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is not a case of one size fits all. It is important to try to
work with service providers to address the specific
needs of individuals.
I also want to reflect on the impact of mental ill health
on our young people. Too often, shockingly, we lose
young people in their teens. I find that really hard to
comprehend. I remember the first time I heard of a
situation like that. I was 14, and I heard of a gentleman
taking his life. I remember thinking then, and every
now and then I still think, ‘Where would he be in his
life now if that had not occurred?’. That is a real
tragedy. So many young people experience challenges
in relation to mental health throughout their life. If we
look at the statistics, we see that in Australia suicide is
one of the biggest killers of young people and accounts
for the deaths of more young people than car accidents.
That is a harrowing thing to consider. We have to try to
break down the stigma associated with mental health
challenges.
As a teenager I went to Berwick College, a secondary
school in the south-eastern suburbs. That school now
has a high proportion of adolescents lost to suicide.
After learning of that, the federal member for Holt,
Anthony Byrne, undertook a community forum, and
hundreds of people attended. They wanted to hear from
others, and they wanted to put forward the idea that we
have to address this challenge from a different
perspective. We need to do more than just talk about it.
We need to look more broadly, at the longer term and at
how we can address this problem in the community.
Some of the work of that community put the issue of
suicide on the agenda and led to the creation of the
group Coming Together to Prevent Youth Suicide,
which operates in the south-eastern suburbs. Those
initiatives are very important.
In summing up I want to reflect on how this bill has
come about. In 2008 the Brumby government
commissioned a review of the Mental Health Act 1986
that looked at addressing the longer term issues, which
has been carried through. We hope to carry forward that
bipartisan work into the future.
I want to put on the record the importance of headspace
facilities in the community, which address the
challenges faced by young people aged 12 through to
25. A branch of headspace has opened up in Bentleigh,
which is just up the road from the Mordialloc
electorate. Headspace facilities have been very
successful. They pay for themselves through the
support they provide to the community. We need to
look at funding more facilities like that one. I commend
the bill to the house.
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Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I also rise to
speak on the Mental Health Amendment Bill 2015. I
support the amendments to the Mental Health Act 2014
that this bill proposes. The bill provides for an annual
report to Parliament on mental health. This was an
election promise of the Labor Party coming into the
2014 state election. I am proud to see that very early in
its term the government is honouring this election
commitment. It is very important in this area, where
there are so many issues in relation to the ability of
people to speak up for themselves and have their voices
heard, to have an annual review of services provided by
mental health service providers presented to Parliament.
It will provide some oversight and accountability as to
what is happening in this area, and hopefully it will
continue to maintain awareness of this crucial part of
the health system and all the terrible things that people
go through as a result of mental illness, whether it be in
relation to employment, inclusion in society or how
people interact with others. Hopefully this annual report
will highlight these issues and lead people towards
more empathy and a better understanding of the issues.
Hopefully it will also increase the level of debate in
terms of what we as a society should do in this area,
whether it be more funding and programs or how we
attempt to prevent mental health issues arising.
A year or two ago I had the experience of riding around
with paramedics in an ambulance on a Friday night. Of
the four patients who were transported by that
ambulance to the Northern Hospital, two were fairly
young men who had had episodes of mental illness.
They were transported to the Northern Hospital, where
there is a mental health facility. In one case the patient
had to be restrained, and in the other the patient went to
hospital on a voluntary basis. This showed me the
terrible things people go through when they suffer from
mental illness. We hope that having an annual report to
Parliament will highlight that and also help people to
have more understanding of these illnesses and how
they affect the lives of sufferers as well as their families
and society.
This bill fixes a number of technical issues in the 2014
bill. It is always important to review legislation to
ensure that it is working in the way it was intended.
You cannot always foresee all circumstances and
situations, so it is important to review legislation and
then amend it where it needs amending to make sure
that things are clarified and the legislation is doing what
it is supposed to do. An example of this is that at the
moment prisoners who have committed crimes but due
to their mental impairment are unable to be found guilty
of the offences that they have committed are taken into
custody and an order is made for mental health
treatment.
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After the order is issued the person is transported to a
mental health facility, but there is no mechanism to
return them to prison after the compulsory treatment,
other than going to the court to apply for the transfer.
This technical amendment allows for a compulsory
treatment order in order to transfer a prisoner to a
hospital facility and after the treatment has been
undertaken there is the ability to then transfer the
prisoner back to the prison.
Some people might ask what that means? Does the
amendment reduce protections for people who have a
mental illness in that they can go from a mental health
institution and then into the prison system without any
legal oversight as to whether or not that should happen?
This provision is not about reducing the rights of
forensic prisoners; it is more about ensuring that they
can obtain the compulsory treatment they need. If they
are in the prison system, they will get the treatment they
need immediately through a compulsory treatment
order rather than having to wait and not get the services
and special treatment they may need.
To ensure that the Mental Health Act 2014 has clarity,
the bill also looks at other technical issues. For
example, there is the requirement in the Children’s
Court in cases where there is talk about the Department
of Health and Human Services having to provide
psychiatric reports when in fact no services are
provided of a mental health nature. Another technical
issue is to change the legislation so that it is not the
responsibility of the Secretary of the Department of
Human Services to provide the report. It is about the
department obtaining a copy of the report rather than
being responsible for the development of that report.
When the original legislation was introduced in the last
Parliament. There was a lot of debate and discussion
around electroconvulsive treatment for children,
including whether or not it is something that should
happen at all, and if it is to occur, what sort of
restrictions should be around it. This amendment to the
Mental Health Act looks at ensuring that the legislation
is clarified to make sure that there is an ability to make
orders for children, but it is overseen by a tribunal and
there are all the necessary protections that go along with
that. Again it is what happens now, but we are making
sure that there is clarity around that issue so that it can
be done in a proper way.
Another Labor commitment is the 10-year mental
health plan that will set the strategic direction for the
development of mental health services in Victoria. It
continues on from the current legislation, where it talks
about the person with the mental health issue being the
person who is front and centre of any program, service
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and treatment received in the mental health system,
which is important. These amendments also address
some technical issues by making sure the individual
who is receiving the treatment is front and centre in
terms of the services provided.
The bill is also important for carers of those with a
mental health illness. I am a former member of the
Family and Community Development Committee. The
committee undertook an inquiry into workforce
participation by people with a mental illness and looked
at other social inclusion issues. Parents are the main
carers of children who suffer from a mental illness.
There were some problems with the act in terms of the
rights of carers — for example, knowing when the
person they were caring for was required to go to a
tribunal. Under the amendments in this bill those things
have also been sorted out and fixed up.
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — I will make a very
brief contribution to the debate on the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015. The bill before the house today
makes provision for the government to table in
Parliament a state of Victoria’s mental health services
annual report, which I believe was a commitment of the
Labor Party at the last election.
One of the main amendments in the bill relates to
situations where prisoners are treated for mental health
issues. Previously when a prison did not have the
capacity to do this the prisoner was transferred to a
facility where they would be able to get treatment but
there was no mechanism to get the prisoner back to jail
without having to apply for a court order. In that
instance the bill simply allows for the prisoner to be
transferred back to prison after their treatment has been
completed. That is a very sensible amendment, and
with that I am more than happy to commend the bill to
the house,
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SPENCE
(Yuroke).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The question is:
That the house now adjourns.
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Colac Woodturners and Woodcrafters Guild
Mr MULDER (Polwarth) — The matter I raise is
for the attention of the Minister for Education and
concerns the long-term tenure of the Colac
Woodturners and Woodcrafters Guild on the site of the
former Colac high school in Colac. A purpose-built
woodwork room was part of the original high school
and was established as a separate building on the site.
After the closure of the school approximately four years
ago and in consultation with the then Department of
Education, I was able to gain permission for the Colac
woodcrafters guild to temporarily use the room, where
it remains today. I thank the education department for
the way it worked with the guild, enabling it to move
into this building.
The move to a purpose-built woodwork room has
revitalised this club, and a number of positive changes
have occurred. The club has increased the amount of
equipment it owns, which allows it to teach across a
broader range of projects. Use of the club has increased
eightfold since the move, and in 2013–14 it recorded
1500 uses of the club facility by its members and the
community. During its tenure the club has invested club
funds in installing a security system and carried out
much-needed maintenance on the building. The club
also continues to play an important role in the
community, having assisted with projects such as
building cupboards and shelves for local kindergartens,
creating sculptures for the botanic gardens, repairing
honour boards for the Anglican Church and many other
such projects. It also involves other organisations such
as the men’s shed in its activities, and many of the club
members are retired older men who derive great benefit
from the social involvement and support network, both
of which encourage their wellbeing.
The club runs a junior program which is open to 13 to
18-year-olds, attracting about a dozen teenagers over
the past two and a half years, two of whom have gone
on to take up apprenticeships. This initiative has arisen
directly as a result of the move to the high school site,
as there was no opportunity to do this at the club’s old
premises. One of the club’s newer initiatives is a
biannual Colac-Otway wood design exhibition, which
will run for the fourth time this year and attracts more
than 800 people over two days. The exhibition attracts
work from highly skilled amateur woodcrafters and
semiprofessionals as well as involvement by year 12
woodcrafting students from local schools.
The woodcrafters guild is keen to establish a permanent
home where its members can continue their craft and
build skills in the community. To this end I ask the
minister to peruse the document I have sent to him
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outlining in detail a request from the Colac
Woodturners and Woodcrafters Guild to remain at the
Colac high school site. The document also includes a
site plan indicating the section of land which it would
require to be excised from the site to allow this to take
place. I further ask that the minister take this request
into consideration in further discussions with his
department and Colac Otway Shire Council in relation
to the future use of the Colac high school site.
I recently attended the guild’s dinner. Its members are
very passionate about the work they do and their
involvement in the Colac community. One has only to
look at their exhibition to understand how gifted and
skilled they are in terms of wood-turning. We do not
want to see these skills lost, particularly to younger
people who are now getting involved with the
woodcrafters guild.

Healthy Mothers, Healthy Babies program
Mr EDBROOKE (Frankston) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Health, and my
request is for the provision, as a matter of urgency, of
further assistance to Frankston’s most vulnerable
mothers. I am aware of the good work being
undertaken by the Healthy Mothers, Health Babies
program, which is offered in hospitals that serve
vulnerable communities across the state. The program
started in 2008 and is designed to provide support to
vulnerable woman during pregnancy. The program
assists women who are living in insecure housing or in
poverty, Indigenous women, women with substance
abuse issues and women experiencing family violence,
as well as refugees and women from culturally and
linguistically diverse backgrounds.
The purpose of the program is to reduce risky
behaviour during pregnancy and improve the health
outcomes of both mother and child. I understand the
program has been very successful in achieving this aim.
Women participating in the program also reported a
number of healthy behaviours, including improved
nutrition, cessation or reduction of smoking, minimised
use of illicit substances and alcohol, improved physical
activity and improved confidence and parenting skills.
I call on the minister to extend the program to include
Frankston, where it is much needed. Frankston has high
rates of teenage pregnancy; high numbers of unborn
children reported to child protection; a high number of
low birth weight babies and a low percentage of babies
fully breastfed at three months. I am convinced the
Frankston community and Frankston mothers would
greatly benefit from the program.
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Ovens Valley schools
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek is that the minister
visit the Ovens Valley to help him better understand the
educational needs in our community. The Ovens Valley
is rich in community spirit, and its residents are
proactive in their teamwork and forward thinking.
There are many fine towns in the valley, among them
Yarrawonga and Wangaratta. The coalition government
last year announced $7.6 million for the Yarrawonga
College P–12 to build better facilities — and it
desperately needs better facilities. I am proud that we
delivered on that commitment, and as I speak the
principal and the school council are working diligently
to use that money wisely. As the Andrews government
has stated that it wants its legacy to be Victoria being
seen to be the education state, I urge the minister to visit
and see firsthand the difference such capital
expenditure could make. Principal Kim Stewart and
school council president Carolyn O’Dwyer would be
delighted to host the minister.
The regional city of Wangaratta is a 40-minute drive
from Yarrawonga and an absolute pleasure to represent.
Wangaratta High School has seen significant changes
over the years. The closure of the technical school and
its amalgamation with the high school saw the
beginning of the development of a one-stop shop for
public high school education in Wangaratta. The
previous Labor government funded stage 1, the
coalition government funded stage 2 and I encourage
the minister to meet with the principal, Heather Sarau,
and the school council president, Fiona MacPhee, to
help put the final piece of the puzzle in place.
While the minister is in Wangaratta, I encourage him to
visit Appin Park Primary School, a school I admire
greatly. The people there are fiercely competitive for
new students and quality teachers. The school has a
can-do leadership base in its principal and school
council. I encourage the minister to spend 30 minutes
with me at Appin Park Primary School. Principal
Wendy Larcombe and the vice-president of the school
council, Kel Vincent, will be pleased to host him, and
he will be impressed with what he sees. There are many
more schools in the Ovens Valley but I know the
minister’s time will be short. I encourage him to come
to the Ovens Valley to take a tour of these three schools
in particular.
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Kids Paradise Child Care Centre, Carrum
Downs
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Families and Children.
The action I seek is for the minister to join me on a visit
to the Kids Paradise Child Care Centre, an early
childhood education and care provider in Carrum
Downs which recently received a rating of ‘exceeding’
in the national quality standard. The national quality
standard sets a benchmark for early childhood
education and care in Australia, and it is a testament to
the dedication and hard work of the staff at the Kids
Paradise Child Care Centre that they received the
highest rating awarded.
We on this side of the chamber recognise not only that
access to child care provides support for Victorian
families but also that access to high-quality early years
care and education is central to giving every Victorian
child the best start in life. Early childhood is a crucial
stage of life in a child’s physical, intellectual, emotional
and social development. Growth of mental and physical
abilities progresses at an astounding rate, and a very
high proportion of learning takes place during those
early years. Experts suggest that up to 90 per cent of a
child’s brain development occurs in the first five years
of their life. It is a time when children particularly need
high-quality personal care and learning experiences.
By providing valuable educational and social
experiences, high-quality child care can have a positive
influence on a child’s development and school
readiness and will improve access to and equity in
education in a child’s school years. Early childhood
education represents the first step in lifelong learning.
Care and education in these early years are therefore
important for a child’s development and learning and as
preparation for a child’s later school years. It is
absolutely critical that young children from all
backgrounds have access to high-quality child care and
early education. That is why I am pleased to have in my
electorate of Carrum such a high standard of providers,
including the Kids Paradise Child Care Centre,
providing Carrum children with the best possible start
in life.
I know that Kara Hogan and the team at the Kids
Paradise Child Care Centre in Carrum Downs would
warmly welcome the minister on a visit to their centre
in Carrum Downs. I look forward to the minister being
able to congratulate the Kids Paradise Child Care
Centre on having received a rating of ‘exceeding’ for
the excellent care provided for the children and families
in Carrum Downs.
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Railway station infrastructure
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — The matter I
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport. I extend an invitation to her to visit the
Sandringham electorate and view firsthand some of the
congestion issues that are confronting the electorate
through the interface between private transport and the
railway stations at Highett, Cheltenham and Mentone
on the Frankston line, the Sandringham station on the
Sandringham line, and the Hampton railway station,
which is in the adjoining electorate.
With Melbourne’s population having grown by more
than 1 million people or so over the past 15 years,
significant impacts are unfolding on urban
infrastructure, with some adverse aspects. One matter
relates to the increased volume of traffic on
Melbourne’s roads and another is the increasing
number of cars parked around railway stations. Over
the past four years there have been significant
improvements in the operation of trains on the
Sandringham line and the interface with urban traffic.
The New Street railway gates, which had been closed
by a former Labor government in a previous electoral
period, were reopened, and that was greatly welcomed
by the local community.
There is an issue also in relation to the build-up of
parking around railway stations. With some visionary
planning there is scope to encourage the establishment
of pathways and cycle paths and also cycling to local
railway stations so that there is an opportunity to
minimise the capital costs of building new car parks,
although that is certainly a consideration given that
there is a strong call for car parks to be built around the
railway stations as well. While recognising that there is
a shortfall in funding, the development of station car
park areas or bike parking areas would offset the need
for the spread of cars parking on local streets around
railway stations. There is tremendous opportunity for a
visionary government and a forward-thinking
opposition to build better infrastructure that might
accommodate the needs of commuters and mitigate
against traffic build-up proximate to railway stations
through the implementation of an assertive policy that
would have many people cycling to local railway
stations in a safe manner.

Greater Bendigo home and community care
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing. Given that the City of Greater
Bendigo is preparing to make a final decision regarding
the future delivery of its home and community care
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(HACC) services at the 6 May council meeting, will the
minister undertake to ensure that the state government
maintains its current level of funding for HACC
services by the City of Greater Bendigo? On
11 February the City of Greater Bendigo made a
provisional decision to withdraw from the delivery of
HACC services by 20 September of this year and
proceeded to consult with staff, clients, volunteers and
the community. That consultation process ended on
2 April. The extensive participation of councils in
providing HACC services is a uniquely Victorian
feature.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The member for Bendigo West should rephrase her
request to seek action as opposed to asking for the
maintenance of funding. What action is the member
seeking from the minister?
Ms EDWARDS — I am asking the minister to
ensure that the state government maintains its current
level of funding for HACC services.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order! I
will allow that in this instance.
Ms EDWARDS — Thank you. I hope so, because
the department assisted me with this matter.
The City of Greater Bendigo has been delivering these
services to the community for more than 50 years, so
participation in community-based services has been
regarded as core business for Victorian councils for
many decades. To claim now that it is not core business
is a major change in the way council engages with its
residents. With the federal national disability insurance
scheme due to be rolled out in three to five years, this
poses a major challenge to both the state and local
governments to manage these changes to minimise the
impact on clients and their families. It would seem to be
a very reactive and premature decision for the Bendigo
council to be making decisions at this point in time
when the consequences of the federal changes are still
very unclear. There is no way to tell what the new
federal model will look like, and council should remain
in this space to ensure that the needs of some of the
most vulnerable residents are met.
HACC is a vital service for many aged and disabled
people in the Bendigo community. This was evident in
the outpouring of sentiment and concern when council
announced it would potentially no longer deliver the
services. Many residents have contacted me to express
their very real concern as to how they will manage
should they no longer receive HACC services. Not only
that, but there is concern about and great uncertainty for
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the 165 workers and their families about their future.
There is particular concern about finding similar work
within Bendigo. Many of these staff are highly trained
and skilled and most importantly have intimate
knowledge of their clients’ needs.
Tomorrow night the City of Greater Bendigo will hand
down its draft budget for community consultation. I
hope that within its budget is provision for the
continuation of HACC services to the Bendigo
community.

South Yarra railway station
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Public Transport. The action I
seek from the minister is to upgrade the South Yarra
railway station. South Yarra station is one of
Melbourne’s busiest and most overcrowded stations,
with commuters having only one crowded entrance to
access the station, train services that are full on arrival
at South Yarra and a dangerous unmarked pedestrian
crossing at busy Yarra Street. South Yarra station
already struggles to cope with 8000 daily commuters.
With South Yarra’s population forecast to grow by
more than 10 000 people in the next 15 years, half of
them coming from the Forrest Hill precinct next door,
things are only going to get worse.
It is appropriate to have high-density living in areas
such as Forrest Hill, but there must be investment in
services to meet population growth. Not only has this
investment not occurred under successive state
governments but twice now under both Liberal and
Labor the planning minister has at the stroke of a pen
changed the planning rules to approve towers far
beyond what the local planning scheme allowed for.
This year the government has announced two major rail
projects — Melbourne Metro and Dandenong — worth
billions of dollars that will provide new stations, yet the
overcrowded South Yarra station has been ignored and
in the case of Melbourne Metro bypassed altogether.
The South Yarra railway station urgently needs
improved access to help ease the squeeze. It needs a
second entrance at the northern end to service the
growing number of commuters from Forest Hill, an
interchange with the Melbourne Metro rail project to
ensure that there are enough services to meet growing
demand, increased connectivity to the rest of the rail
network, a secure bike storage cage so cyclists no
longer have to chain their bikes to railings on the
footpath and safer pedestrian crossings.
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Police radio system
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — The issue I raise is a
matter for the Minister for Police, and the action I seek
is that the minister visit my electorate and meet with
local police to discuss the upgrade of the police radio
system across regional Victoria. Police in my
community do a fantastic job. They play a very
important role in keeping our community safe and
responding in times of crisis, and I was pleased to have
been invited by Inspector Ryan Irwin to participate in
the local safety committee. Local police have been
working hard in my community to address family
violence, and I am pleased to see that the latest crime
data shows a reduction in the number of family
violence-related assaults occurring in our area.
Inspector Irwin has reported that a lot of work has been
done with partner agencies to encourage the reporting
of incidents as well as to enhance the response provided
by Victoria Police. The local family violence team has
concentrated on high-risk repeat offenders in this
category, and it has generated some very positive
results that have seen many high-risk offenders
incarcerated. It is vitally important that police attending
family violence incidents and other crimes can do so
with confidence that their radio systems are secure.
This is for the safety of police as well as that of victims
of crime. It is appalling to think that anyone with the
right smart phone application or scanner, including
perpetrators of family violence and other criminals,
could be listening in to the police radio system. As the
minister knows, I have firsthand experience of how
dangerous this work can be, and I know how important
it is that police in regional Victoria know their radio
system is secure.
I am pleased this government takes the safety of our
police members seriously. This issue is particularly
important in regional Victoria as police attend calls at
remote locations. I was pleased the minister announced
$10 million to deliver the new digital system, which
will include in-car, mobile and portable radios with a
secure and encrypted network. This system will deliver
security and consistency. In times of crisis, such as
bushfires, it was shown that the old analog system
could not cope, which put lives at risk.
I would be pleased to introduce the minister to local
police and for him to hear firsthand about the work they
do to keep the electorate of Macedon safe. The
minister’s announcement that regional police radios
will be upgraded is to be commended. It is fantastic to
have a police minister with a real affinity for the work
of Victoria Police and a deep commitment to doing all
he can to improve policing in this state.
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Parkhill Primary School
Mr WATT (Burwood) — My adjournment matter
is for the Minister for Education. The action I seek is
for the minister to commit $5 million in funding for
permanent classrooms at Parkhill Primary School in my
electorate of Burwood. As the father of two young
children, I understand the value of good education. That
is why it is so disappointing that the Andrews Labor
government is planning to short-change our local
schools. In a quirk of history, despite all schools being
entitled to permanent buildings, Parkhill Primary
School currently has no permanent allocation, with all
students forced to learn in portable classrooms.
In my first term in this place the Liberal-Nationals
coalition government invested heavily in schools in my
electorate. Last year we announced that Parkhill
Primary School was to receive $5 million for
redevelopment in this term of government. On
8 December 2014 I sent a letter to the newly elected
Premier and asked the government to supply the full
$5 million for the school’s redevelopment. On
23 December 2014 — the first sitting day of the
58th Parliament — I gave notice of a motion that this
house call on the government to provide the necessary
funding of $5 million for the redevelopment of Parkhill
Primary School, in keeping with the assurances given
by the Labor Party to the parents and students of
Parkhill during the last state election.
On 10 February, having received no response, I sent a
follow-up letter to the Minister for Education
expressing concern at the blatant disregard he had
shown regarding the importance of rebuilding Parkhill
Primary School. On 4 March I finally received an email
from the Minister for Education’s office informing me
that he had received my letters regarding Parkhill. On
17 March I received a letter from the Premier stating
that his office had referred the inquiry to the office of
the Minister for Education for response.
The plight of the school was featured in an article in the
Age of Tuesday, 31 March, that raised questions about
the Labor government’s commitment to education in
Victoria. The article states:
Tim Lee, a parent on the school council, said the situation was
‘outrageous’.

It further quotes Mr Lee as having said:
As a parent with four boys currently at the school I am very
concerned with the underwhelming funding commitment
from the state government …

There is also a petition calling on the government to
properly fund the redevelopment of Parkhill Primary
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School. Unfortunately I am still waiting for a response
from the minister regarding the future of funding for
Parkhill. Given that the current minister toured the
school early last year, I know he is aware of the needs
of the school.
The community has expended considerable effort in
preparing for the rejuvenation of the school. I am proud
to have worked closely with the parents and teachers of
Parkhill. I would particularly like to thank principal
Rod McKinlay for his persistence. I look forward to
seeing a new Parkhill Primary School in the future —
one where the buildings match the aspirations of the
school community. I call on the minister to make sure
there is $5 million of funding for Parkhill Primary
School in the upcoming state budget.

Police, ambulance and clinical emergency
response units
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police. The
action I seek is that the minister, who I see is in the
house, visit the Narre Warren police station to meet
with the outstanding members of the police, ambulance
and clinical emergency response (PACER) unit. The
PACER unit acts as a secondary response unit that can
be requested by police for incidents that may require
on-site clinical assessment of a person’s mental health,
advice on mental health referral options and appropriate
transportation options. They can also assist in
de-escalating high-risk situations and in dealing with
individuals who regularly contact and request
assistance from emergency services. The expert
assistance provided by PACER often ensures that
transportation to an emergency department by police or
ambulance is not required.
We have just had some debate on the Mental Health
Amendment Bill 2015, and I think it is really important
that the minister come to see the work of the PACER
units, because they are doing some very comprehensive
and fabulous work in this area. These units also allow
the initial police response unit to return to other
operational duties much sooner. It is a win-win
situation for the patient and the family, and for the
police force. In the past police officers who were
concerned about an individual’s mental health would
take them to an emergency department and be required
to remain there until an assessment was made. This
would often take many hours.
In an article headed ‘Fast pace against problem’, which
was published in the Dandenong Journal, First
Constable Travis Cute said he has:
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… painful memories pre-PACER of languishing for his entire
8-hour police shift in Casey Hospital emergency department’s
waiting room, just sitting with a mentally ill woman until she
was assessed by medical staff.

Clearly this was not the best use of police resources; it
is probably not even a good use of resources for the
hospital. Now PACER units ensure that the majority of
assessments are done at home with family, which
allows a better outcome for all.
Members would all agree that this should be looked at
for other areas in Victoria too. Individuals in need of
assistance are now receiving the care and support they
need much sooner, and police are able to get back on
the roads and keep our communities safe. I know that
the local community appreciates all that our brave
police officers do each and every day, but they are
really busy people. Their hard work and sacrifice
ensure that we all feel much safer in our own homes, as
we should. Everybody should feel safe in their own
home. I thank them for all they do. I hope I will have
the opportunity to welcome the minister to the
electorate to meet with the local police force. I am sure
police officers will have much to say about the
wonderful work they are doing to help so many people
in their community and provide this more effective use
of police resources.

Responses
Mr NOONAN (Minister for Police) — I am very
pleased to respond to the members for Macedon and
Narre Warren South on two very important issues of
policy. I will respond initially to the member for
Macedon, and I thank her for raising this very
important issue and sharing some very kind words as
well. I know community safety is very close to home
for the member for Macedon. I am not surprised that
already in the short time she has been a member she has
sought to involve herself in the local community safety
committee. I want to place on the record an
endorsement of the member’s comments in terms of the
paramount significance of family violence, which has
been clearly articulated by this government as the no. 1
law and order issue.
To the member for Macedon I say I look forward to
visiting her electorate at the first available opportunity
to talk about the importance of upgrading the police
radio system in country Victoria from an analog system
to a digital system. This issue was first raised directly
with the Premier and I when we attended the Police
Association’s conference late last year. In fact we heard
from the local sergeant, Eamon Leahy, from Maffra,
who told us about this ability of people with criminal
intent to download an app onto their smart phone to
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listen to police radio communications on about a
10-second delay.
As a result of that we were invited — and I was invited
personally — to travel to the Gippsland region to
experience firsthand, by sitting in a police car, what that
translated to. I was quite astounded because there was
an exchange of personal information over the radio
network that the police use. Obviously across vast
geographical areas of country Victoria that creates
some real difficulties in terms of police being able to do
their job well.
This issue was brought to a head late last year when
there was a police pursuit which moved right through
the Gippsland region. At one stage almost 9000 people
were listening in to that chase live. That cemented
Labor’s policy position in opposition to commit
$10 million to upgrade the police radio system from
analog to digital. It is a very big commitment; it is a
commitment which is about lifting safety for our
serving dedicated police men and women; it is also a
very important policy in terms of improving
community safety outcomes. Again, I thank the
member for raising that issue tonight on the
adjournment, and I look forward to visiting her in her
electorate.
To the member for Narre Warren South, I say that,
again, this is a very important policy issue, and I am
grateful to her for raising the police and clinical
emergency response units on the adjournment debate.
As the member said, it is very timely because we have
been debating amendments to the Mental Health Act.
The member would be acutely aware of the
significance of mental illness in our community and the
difficulties of the interface when people with mental
illness come into contact with police.
The member has properly outlined that there are some
real advantages in police working with our mental
health clinicians, and I note that the Minister for Mental
Health is also in the chamber — so that police and
experienced clinicians are in the same car to respond to
emergency calls when a person with a mental illness is
becoming acutely unwell. I acknowledge the member’s
interest in this issue, and I say to her that this is the sort
of initiative that is supported across the chamber. I am
well aware of that because it was something we
initiated when we were last in government by way of
trial. It was then picked up by the previous government
and it has been embraced wholeheartedly by our
government. I very much look forward to making a
visit to the member’s electorate and to speaking with
both police and the mental health clinicians, if possible,
during that visit.
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I would also make the point that this is a much more
effective way for the consumer — the person who is
acutely unwell — to receive the sort of treatment and
care that they so dearly deserve when they are at the
most acute end of their illness. I thank the member for
raising this matter.
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — I rise to respond to the member for Bendigo
West, who raised a totally reasonable adjournment
matter regarding the ill-advised position that the City of
Greater Bendigo has taken on potentially removing
itself from home and community care. The member
clearly and accurately set out the facts of the matter.
Home and community care services in Bendigo and the
wider Victorian community are fundamental to
providing quality of life to frail, isolated and elderly
Victorians, assisting them to live better quality lives and
to remain in their homes longer, giving them greater
independence and control over their lives.
This is a goal you would have thought the City of
Greater Bendigo, like most councils — in fact nearly all
councils — in Victoria would support, because that is
precisely what was agreed to in 2013 by every
Victorian municipal council and the peak body, the
Municipal Association of Victoria, and what the
Baillieu government and its successor, the Napthine
government, and this current government have
supported. It was agreed that the provision of that
service should be reflected in the national disability
insurance scheme, which will be rolled out soon and
which will pick up that proposition.
The member and many people in her electorate have
alerted me to the fact that there is some disquiet in that
community about the plan foreshadowed by the City of
Greater Bendigo to possibly walk away from that
commitment to home and community care. I am
advised that the council has 165 staff involved in the
delivery of this service, which is delivered to
2500 clients who are members of this community. You
can just imagine the distress and uncertainty the
council’s position has created.
It should be made clear that the City of Greater
Bendigo receives from the state and other services
outside its revenue base $6.1 million a year in funding
to deliver the home and community care service. The
council itself provides a $1.4 million contribution in
addition to that $6.1 million. I can assure the member
for Bendigo West and her constituents that the
$6.1 million contribution from the government is
secure. I join her in calling on the Greater Bendigo City
Council to commit to its $1.4 million and for it to
reconsider its in-principle decision, which is currently
under review, and not do anything other than continue
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to support the provision of home and community care
services in its municipal boundaries.
This is a disappointing position for the member and for
the government to be in, because we had expected the
Greater Bendigo council, like the rest of local
government, to honour the commitment that its peak
body, the Municipal Association of Victoria, delivered
in this regard. I urge the City of Greater Bendigo to take
the advice of its peak body, the Municipal Association
of Victoria, and join with the member for Bendigo
West in securing not only this funding but this service
for the benefit of some of Bendigo’s most vulnerable
and isolated citizens. I thank the member for her
contribution.
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for Frankston for his request and in
particular his commitment to parents and children in his
electorate. I am very pleased, having heard his
adjournment matter, to commit to extending funding of
the Healthy Mothers, Healthy Babies program in
Frankston. The Department of Health and Human
Services recently conducted an evaluation of this
program and identified some incredibly positive results
in terms of the health, mental health and general
wellbeing of the clients who participated in this terrific
program. Women who participated in the program
reported improved nutrition, cessation or reduction of
smoking, minimised use of alcohol/illicit substances,
improved physical activity and improved confidence
and parenting skills.
A key finding of the most recent needs analysis was
that Frankston is an area of high need in this regard. It
is ranked seventh out of the 79 local government areas
on a range of indicators, which include teen pregnancy,
number of unborn children, reports to child protection,
the percentage of low birth weight babies, and the
percentage of babies fully breastfed to three months of
age. So we do understand there is a need for investment
in that area. Given that needs analysis, this government
believes it is most appropriate that funding be extended
to Frankston. Again, I thank the member for Frankston
for his advocacy and his interest in this program. I look
forward to being part of setting it up and seeing it
running at Frankston Hospital in the coming months.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — A number of other members
have raised a range of issues with various ministers. I
will pass those issues on to those ministers.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Ryall) — Order!
The house stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.38 p.m.
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GEORGE CROUCH
On completion of his service in the Royal Australian Navy during the Second World
War, George joined the Victoria Police on 2nd July 1946.
After training he was appointed to beat duty from the Russell Street complex. At about
9.30 p.m. on Wednesday 16th April 1947, whilst working the Parliament House beat he was on
his point at the Treasury Building when he heard a gunshot in the Treasury Gardens. He
immediately ran in that direction and, as he did so, heard another shot.
On arriving at the scene, in a dark section of the gardens, about 50 metres from the
intersection of Spring and Collins Streets, he saw Henry Jenkins crouched on the grass with a
sawn-off shotgun in his hands. Some metres away, Miss Jessie Ruth Grant was lying mortally
wounded with gunshot wounds in the abdomen and legs. She was screaming out that Jenkins had
shot her.
George then called on Jenkins to put the gun down, but he refused to do so and George
took what shelter he could behind a tree. He tried to shoot Jenkins but his pistol would not fire
and as he was making an attempt to apprehend Jenkins, William Henry Vance of Buckingham
Street, Richmond ran at Jenkins from another direction. At this time Jenkins fired another shot
and George, not knowing the part Vance was playing in the occurrence, ran to the two men.
Jenkins was still in possession of the gun and Vance, who was standing close by, was
knocked over by George. The firearm, a sawn-off shotgun, loaded and cocked in the left barrel,
fell to the ground. George then saw that Jenkins was wounded in the abdomen.
Jenkins was later declared insane and committed to the Ararat Mental Hospital.
For his actions that day, George was awarded the Valour Badge for ‘Confronting an
armed offender’.
From July 1947 he served at Carlton on beat duty until May 1948 when he spent duty
with the CIB Special Patrol. In March 1949 he was appointed to the CIB and stayed in that
branch at various locations until April 1950. Between that time and July 1950 he was seconded to
the CIB branches at Canberra and Sydney.
He stayed in the CIB until his resignation on 11th March 1953.
He rejoined the force on 18th August 1958 and spent the following years at Carlton on
beat duty, Victoria Dock on wharf patrol and Russell Street on administrative and general duties.
He resigned from the Victoria Police with the rank of Sergeant on 15th October 1979.
Apart from his award of the Valour Badge, he was also entitled to the Police Long Service and
Good Conduct Medal.
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Introduction: Sub-branch President to introduce himself.
On behalf of the Returned and Services League and the Whittlesea RSL sub-branch, its
committee and members, we extend condolences and sympathy to the family of George Crouch.
We are assembled here to pay tribute to one who served with us in the defence of freedom. His
ex-service colleagues know how well he served.
PM4668 Able Seaman Radar Operator George Crouch enlisted in the Royal Australian Navy on
the 12th August 1942. After training at HMAS Cerberus part of his service was spent on shore at
the training bases Lonsdale, Rushcutter, Penguin and Melville. His sea time was served in the
Cargo Vessel Kybra, the Destroyer Napier, the Survey Sloop Moresby and Corvettes Cairns,
Wollongong and Warrego.
The Wollongong became a unit of the Eastern Fleet late in 1942 and was based in Diego Garcia
where she operated on escort patrol in the Indian Ocean. In mid-1943 she served in the
Mediterranean Sea. After returning to Australia for refit, the concluding months of hostilities
were spent in the Manus Island area. Between March and May 1945 she participated in the
capture of Okinawa.
In July 1945, the Warrego was a unit of the Task Force that supported the Australian troops
landing at Balikpapan and Borneo.
He was discharged on 18th April 1946 after serving 600 days abroad and received the following
awards:
1939–45 Star
Pacific Star
War Medal 1939-45
Australia Service Medal 1939-45
Returned from Active Service badge
We remember the fine qualities of George Crouch, now lost to us and recall the RSL traditions of
service to the veterans, their dependants, the needy and the bereaved.
They shall grow not old as we that are left grow old.
Age shall not weary them, not the years condemn.
At the going down of the sun and in the morning
We will remember them
Congregation to repeat We will remember them.
The red poppy is a symbol of sacrifice. I place this poppy in abiding memory of George Crouch.
I now invite the immediate family, ex-service men and women and anyone else who wishes to
demonstrate their love and devotion for Arthur to also lay a poppy.
On conclusion of the laying of the poppies
Please stand. We will now have a moment’s silence and during this time I ask that you focus
your hearts and minds on your fond memories of George and give thanks.
In a moment the Last Post and Rouse will be played. The Last Post is played to indicate that
George Crouch has completed his life’s work and has entered into his rest. After one minute’s
silence Rouse is played, symbolising the awakening of the soul into a new life.
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LAST POST
At the conclusion of the Last Post say
LEST WE FORGET
(One minute silence)
ROUSE
Thank you. You may now be seated.
I would now like to present the family with an Australian Ensign from a grateful nation that is
expressing its thanks to George Crouch for contributing to Australia’s efforts in the Second
World war.
Step back, turn towards the casket, bow and return to the congregation.
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Wednesday, 15 April 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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preventative health benefits this service provides to the
residents of Geelong.

By Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (561 signatures).

Newcomb bus service

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

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

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

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

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

By Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (248 signatures).

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

By Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (664 signatures).

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Cheryl O’Halloran
Ms McLEISH — I want to acknowledge the
continued effort by Cheryl O’Halloran of Yea in raising
money for the Royal Children’s Hospital Good Friday
Appeal. Cheryl has been at it for almost as long as I can
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remember, and every year she does a remarkable job.
What is also great is the support and involvement she
gets from her family and friends. This year I was
pleased to join Cheryl, her husband Rob, daughters
Lyndal and Rebecca, Lyndal’s husband Al, the Yea
Country Fire Authority, plus friends and helpers as they
shook tins and collected and counted money. All up
they raised approximately $42 000, which is a fabulous
effort. Well done Cheryl.

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

East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club
Mr STAIKOS — On Monday I had the pleasure of
hosting a Morning Melodies presentation at the East
Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club. It was a most enjoyable
morning attended by more than 200 local residents who
came to see a performance of three talented local
singers: Nita Buchanan, Lena Verne and Anita Kelly.
These artists have had long careers in opera and theatre,
both on the screen and stage. They performed classics
such as We’ll Gather Lilacs, Embraceable You and the
more contemporary Love Never Dies. The highlight for
many was the singalong to Irish Eyes Are Smiling,
Toora Loora Loora and Edelweiss.
We were joined by a number of representatives from
organisations at the morning tea, including Griefline,
Better Hearing Australia, Peninsula Community Legal
Service, Godfrey Street Community House Bentleigh
and Council of the Aged Victoria. The event also
generated great interest in joining the seniors club. This
is a fantastic seniors club, and I am proud to be its
youngest life member by a number of years! Thank you
to the people at the club who assisted my office in
organising the event, especially Nita Buchanan, Gwen
Brown, Margot James and Noel and Beryl Maguire.
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Geelong ambulance forum
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — Last Thursday
evening the member for Lara and I held a public forum
in Geelong with the Minister for Ambulance Services
to listen to community feedback on the Ambulance
Performance and Policy Consultative Committee
interim report. Over 80 people attended, with many
expressing their thanks for the opportunity to put their
ideas and views forward. It was with great interest that
we heard from a number of retired ambulance members
who offered their views drawn from their experience. It
was clear that the audience was happy with the
Andrews government commitment to work with our
paramedics and our community to end the ambulance
crisis.
The interim report identifies problems with our
ambulance system, and unless we take action it will
only get worse. The views and ideas raised by
constituents will be included in a submission to the
committee. The feedback from the forum was that the
minister’s presentation was informative and many said
that she is doing a great job. When elected Labor
promised to end the war on paramedics. We did this,
and now we are fixing the ambulance crisis. We look
forward to submitting the views and suggestions of the
Geelong constituents to the committee.

Narre Warren South electorate cricket and
bowls clubs
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — We have
had an outstanding summer of cricket, from Australia’s
historic World Cup victory to nailbiting local cricket
grand finals. As the local cricket season wrapped up in
Narre Warren South, I was thrilled to see the Berwick
Springs junior and senior cricket teams stand up and
deliver. The Berwick Springs Cricket Club won three
junior premierships alone in the under-13 grade. The
club’s fourth team in the grade also made the semifinal.
Its under-15 division 1 side took out the season decider
and the seniors A grade side defeated the North
Dandenong side for the premiership. Congratulations to
the Narre South under-17 division 1 players for their
runners-up performance as well.
Recently I had the pleasure of attending the inaugural
presentation day for the Casey division of the Peninsula
Casey bowls region at the Narre Warren Bowls Club.
Reg Johnstone, Sandra Lapham and Peter Bowman
have done an exceptional job in getting this new
division up and running so successfully. Well done to
Geoff Ampt on winning the Casey over-60s singles
after a commanding performance in the final. In the
Casey Women’s Open pairs final it was an all-Hampton
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Park Bowls Club affair, with Denise Eastick and Helen
Lambert defeating Christine Hendrie and Ellen Smith
by one point.
There is truly nothing quite like this time of year when
the days get shorter, the nights get colder and finally the
footy is back. Good luck to all my local footy clubs for
the upcoming season, especially our new under-12s
girls teams that will be playing for the first time. It is
fantastic to see so many young women getting involved
in our local game. There has been a 41 per cent jump in
female participation in footy.

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

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

CRIMES AMENDMENT (REPEAL OF
SECTION 19A) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Crimes
Amendment (Repeal of Section 19A) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Crimes Amendment (Repeal of Section
19A) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is
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compatible with human rights as set out in the charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
The purpose of the bill is to repeal section 19A of the Crimes
Act 1958 which contains an offence that discriminates against
persons living with the human immunodeficiency virus
(HIV). By repealing section 19A, the bill promotes the right
to recognition and equality before the law in section 8 of the
charter. Section 8(3) states that every person is entitled to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination and has the
right to equal and effective protection against discrimination.
Equal treatment requires that legislation should not
discriminate on the basis of certain personal attributes as set
out in the Equal Opportunity Act 2010. Those attributes
include a disability, which is defined to cover the presence in
the body of organisms that may cause disease, such as HIV.
Section 19A applies a harsher penalty for transmission of
HIV compared with other similar offences. The maximum
penalty of 25 years imprisonment is higher than for offences
involving the intentional transmission of any other disease or
causation of any other serious injury. The maximum penalty
for these offences is 20 years imprisonment. By
disproportionately punishing the transmission of HIV, the
offence stigmatises people living with HIV. It reinforces the
misunderstanding that HIV infection is a ‘death sentence’.
This mischaracterisation has a particularly negative impact on
the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex
communities.
This discrimination is not necessary to protect the health or
safety of Victorians. There are offences of general application
in the Crimes Act which capture the same conduct as
section 19A without singling out any particular group.
Following changes to the law, the Crimes Act defines an
‘injury’ to include infection with a disease. It is an offence,
punishable by a maximum of 20 years imprisonment to
intentionally cause a serious injury to another person. There
are also a range of non-criminal measures that allow the chief
health officer to manage the risk of infectious diseases in the
community.
Repealing this offence will reduce the stigma and
discrimination faced by people living with HIV, and promote
the equal protection by the law of all Victorians.
The Hon. Martin Pakula, MP
Attorney-General

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

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

I commend the bill to the house.

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

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(CORRECTION OF SENTENCING ERROR)
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Sentencing
Amendment (Correction of Sentencing Error) Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Sentencing Amendment (Correction of
Sentencing Error) Bill 2015, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The Sentencing Amendment (Correction of Sentencing Error)
Bill 2015 (the bill) will expand and clarify the powers of
sentencing courts to correct errors in sentencing orders.
Specifically, the bill will:
remove the current 14-day time limit on the application
of section 104A of the Sentencing Act 1991, which
allows for the correction of clerical errors or omissions;
and
introduce a new power to enable a sentencing court to
reopen proceedings to correct a sentence that is ‘contrary
to law’, or to impose a sentence required to be imposed
by law.
Human rights issues
The bill is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006 (‘the charter’). The bill does not
limit any part of section 25 of the charter, which concerns
rights in criminal proceedings. Consistently with
section 25(4) of the charter, the bill does not affect any right
that a person convicted of a criminal offence has to have the
sentence imposed on that conviction reviewed by a higher
court in accordance with law.
The parties to the criminal proceeding in which the penalty
was imposed will have an opportunity to be heard when the
judicial officer is deciding whether to reopen the proceeding.
This extends to making submissions about whether the
discretion to reopen should be exercised having regard to the
length of time since the imposition of (or the failure to
impose) the original penalty. Further, the application will be

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

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

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

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

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘charter’), I make this
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statement of compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation Amendment Bill 2015.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2015,
as introduced to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with
human rights as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on
the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview
The bill contains amendments to a number of pieces of
legislation relevant to the Victorian justice system. Many of
the amendments are of a minor or technical nature.
The bill includes the following amendments:
part 2 of the bill contains amendments to the
Confiscation Act 1997 to improve recognition of orders
made under corresponding legislation interstate, and to
improve the operation of the unexplained wealth
scheme;
part 3 of the bill contains amendments to the Control of
Weapons Act 1990 to remove the prohibition on selling
disposable knives designed for eating purposes to
children, and to allow for the published notice of the
declaration of a designated area for planned weapons
searches to include an internet website address link to a
map of the area designated;
part 4 of the bill contains amendments to the Emergency
Management Act 2013 to extend the regulation-making
powers in that act and to make a minor statute revision
amendment;
part 5 of the bill contains amendments to the Sex
Offenders Registration Act 2004 to allow the Victoria
Police sex offender registry to be hosted by CrimTrac;
part 6 of the bill repeals the Magistrates’ Court
Amendment (Assessment and Referral Court List) Act
2010 to support the continued operation of the
assessment and referral court list.
part 7 of the bill contains amendments to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 to further
provide for regulation-making powers and powers of the
principal registrar in relation to fees;
part 8 of the bill contains amendments to the Crimes Act
1958 to ensure that persons who take vessels for
joyriding are subject to the same provisions, for the
purposes of the law of theft, as those who take motor
vehicles or aircraft for joyriding, and to correct an error
in the drafting of a provision creating an offence for a
person to assault a person assisting an emergency
worker;
part 9 of the bill contains amendments to the Working
with Children Act 2005 to ensure two recently created
offences are captured by that act;
part 10 of the bill contains amendments to the Family
Violence Protection Amendment Act 2014 to extend the
default commencement date of certain amendments
contained within that act;
part 11 of the bill contains amendments to the Crimes
(Mental Impairment and Unfitness to be Tried) Act 1997
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to correct errors in the provisions recently inserted in the
act to provide the Children’s Court with jurisdiction
under that act;
part 12 of the bill contains amendments to the
Corrections Act 1986 to clarify arrangements for the
transport of mentally ill patients;
part 13 of the bill contains amendments to the Working
with Children Amendment (Ministers of Religion and
Other Matters) Act 2014 to correct an error in that act;
part 14 of the bill contains amendments to the Road
Legislation Amendment Act 2013 to clarify transitional
arrangements for the new demerit point scheme to be
introduced by that act;
part 15 of the bill contains further miscellaneous and
statute law revision amendments to other acts.
Human rights issues
Repeal of the Magistrates’ Court Amendment (Assessment
and Referral Court List) Act
Part 6 of the bill will repeal the Magistrates’ Court
Amendment (Assessment and Referral Court List) Act (the
ARC list act) to avoid the operation of the August 2015
sunset date of the assessment and referral court (ARC) list
provisions in the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989. The ARC list
is a specialist Magistrates Court list, which was developed as
a pilot project to meet the needs of accused persons who have
a mental illness and/or a cognitive impairment. Court-based
interventions and support programs which target the complex
needs of mentally impaired persons have been shown to be
effective in reducing the risk factors associated with
reoffending. Repealing the ARC list act will ensure that the
provisions relating to the ARC list will remain in the
Magistrates’ Court Act without being automatically repealed
in August 2015 under the sunset provisions.
The consequence of repealing the sunset provisions is that the
ARC list provisions will remain in place, and so the bill
maintains the current legal position. The statements of
compatibility for previous bills, including the ARC list act,
the Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2012 and the Courts
and Other Justice Legislation Amendment Bill 2013,
considered the compatibility of the ARC list provisions with
charter rights (in particular, the right to recognition and
equality before the law, the right not to have one’s privacy
and reputation unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with, the
right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty and the right
not to be tried or punished more than once) and concluded
that the provisions do not limit any charter rights.
Amendments to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act
Part 7 of the bill amends the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (the VCAT act) to expand
the principal registrar’s powers in relation to fees, including to
reduce, waive, postpone, remit or refund a fee and enable the
making of regulations to prescribe fees with greater
flexibility, including to provide for different fees for different
classes of party.

957

competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing.
It is not clear that the right to a fair hearing includes a right of
access to courts and tribunals or that the right restricts the
ability of courts or tribunals to set application fees. Even if the
right to a fair hearing did include these matters, part 7 of the
bill would be consistent with the right because by providing
the tribunal with greater flexibility to waive, reduce,
postpone, remit or refund a fee in appropriate circumstances
access to justice will be improved.
Amendments to the Working with Children Act
Part 9 of the bill expands the categories of offences by
making an offence against section 49C or 327 of the Crimes
Act (or an offence under a law of a jurisdiction other than
Victoria that, if it has been committed in Victoria, would have
constituted an offence against section 49C or 327) a
category B offence for the purposes of the Working with
Children Act.
This provision does not limit the rights set out in section 26 of
the charter (right not to be tried or punished more than once)
or section 27 (right not to have a penalty imposed for a
criminal offence, which is greater than that which applied at
the time of commission of the offence), because it does not
impose punishment or penalties on offenders for a criminal
offence. Preventing a person from engaging in child-related
work cannot properly be called a punishment or penalty for a
criminal offence as the purpose and effect of the working with
children provisions is to protect children from harm, not to
punish persons for a criminal offence.
The addition of these new offences ensures that the protection
of children remains paramount and is consistent with and
promotes the rights set out in section 17 of the charter
(protection of families and children).
Amendment to the Road Legislation Amendment Act
The amendment clarifies that demerit points incurred prior to
the commencement of the Road Legislation Amendment Act
can be counted for the purpose of administering the new
demerit point scheme introduced by that act is compatible
with the charter.
Counting demerit points incurred before 1 July 2015 is not
improperly retrospective because the result would not affect a
driver’s rights with effect prior to that date. In particular, the
amendment:
does not limit section 27(1) of the charter, as it would
not result in a driver being found guilty of a criminal
offence because of conduct that was not a criminal
offence when it was engaged in; the amendment does
not create any new criminal offences; and
does not limit section 27(2) of the charter because, while
it ensures that demerit points incurred prior to 1 July
2015 are counted for the purpose of administering the
strengthened demerit point system, the measures that
flow from exceeding the demerit point threshold are
administrative measures, rather than penalties.
Amendments to the Sex Offenders Registration Act

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

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

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

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

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

Amendments to the VCAT act

Amendments to the Corrections Act

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

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

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

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

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

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT VICTORIA
AMENDMENT (JOBS AND
INFRASTRUCTURE) BILL 2015
Statement of compatibility
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General) tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006, (the charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Regional
Development Victoria Amendment (Jobs and Infrastructure)
Bill 2015.
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Speech as follows incorporated into Hansard under
sessional orders:
The purpose of this bill is to establish a new Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund. This delivers our commitment in
Labor’s Back to Work plan to establish the $500 million
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
In order to do this, the bill repeals the Regional Growth Fund
Act 2011 and amends the Regional Development Victoria
Act 2002 to enable transition from the Regional Growth Fund
to the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
In establishing the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund, the bill also consolidates the legislative basis for
government support for, and investment in, rural and regional
development into a single act, the Regional Development
Victoria Act.
Currently, Regional Development Victoria and its major
funding activities are established by two pieces of enabling
legislation.
The Regional Development Victoria Act 2002 sets out the
functions and activities of Regional Development Victoria in
facilitating economic and community development in rural
and regional Victoria and a Regional Policy Advisory
Committee.
The Regional Growth Fund Act 2011 established the
Regional Growth Fund of the previous coalition government
and sets out how grant funds may be provided to regional
organisations such as local government, community groups,
businesses and industry associations to support regional
development.
This bill simplifies and consolidates regional development
legislation by amending the Regional Development Victoria
Act to incorporate enabling provisions for regional
development funding previously covered under the Regional
Growth Fund Act. The bill also provides a small number of
amendments to reflect current government policy, which I
will outline.

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

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

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

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

In my opinion, the Regional Development Victoria
Amendment (Jobs and Infrastructure) Bill 2015, as introduced
to the Legislative Assembly, is compatible with human rights
as set out in the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Human rights issues

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

The bill consolidates regional development functions which
establish Regional Development Victoria as the lead agency
for economic and community development in rural and
regional Victoria, a regional development fund and an
advisory body.
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Replacing the Regional Growth Fund with this government’s
Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, the bill contains
provisions to ensure the new fund can be used for:
providing better infrastructure, facilities or services;
strengthening the economic, social or environmental
base of communities;
creating jobs and improving career opportunities for
regional Victorians;
supporting local project development; or
any other project to support the economic or community
development of rural and regional Victoria as
determined by the minister.
The bill establishes a new Regional Development Advisory
Committee, to replace the Regional Policy Advisory
Committee, and sets out the broad functions of the committee.
These provisions provide flexibility in the way this committee
can be used to respond to opportunities and challenges as they
arise, while retaining the independent expertise-based
advisory structure that has operated effectively over the last
decade with successive regional advisory committees.
The bill incorporates general regulation-making powers
previously provided by the Regional Growth Fund Act to
enable peri-urban or interface municipal districts to be
included in regional Victoria for specific purposes, such as
disaster recovery or emergency management, and transitional
provisions to reflect the abolition of the Regional Growth
Fund and enable transition to the new Regional Jobs and
Infrastructure Fund.
As these provisions demonstrate, the nature of the bill is
enabling, to provide the structure for investment in rural and
regional development in Victoria into the future.
Program design for the new Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund has commenced and will proceed through
administrative mechanisms, including published program
guidelines, and will continue to be publically accountable, as
demonstrated through the Auditor-General’s scheduled audit
of the Regional Growth Fund.
We have committed to establish a $250 million Regional
Infrastructure Development Fund, a $200 million Regional
Jobs Fund and a $50 million Stronger Regional Communities
Plan within the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund
umbrella.
This government is keen to deliver some $220 million of
projects and programs we already have a mandate to deliver
from the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure Fund, and to have a
fund under which we can consider proposals that will deliver
sustained jobs and economic development across rural and
regional Victoria. We seek support for this enabling
legislation to ensure the Regional Jobs and Infrastructure
Fund is operating and delivering from 1 July 2015.
The government is pleased to advise the house that the current
independent Regional Economic Development and Services
Review engaging regional leaders across the state, which is
chaired by former Victorian Premier and Minister for
Regional Development, John Brumby, is considering the
policy directions and service delivery models needed to drive
jobs and growth in rural and regional Victoria.

961

Their work will help shape a renewal of Regional
Development Victoria and the future focus of the Regional
Jobs and Infrastructure Fund.
Rural and regional Victoria will also benefit from the work of
the Premier’s Jobs and Investment Panel and the
government’s $200 million Future Industries Fund to support
job creation in six high-growth industry sectors, which
include food and fibre.
These initiatives will ensure rural and regional Victoria
continues to be a core consideration in our economic
development agenda for Victoria, of which our Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund forms a central component.
We welcome support for the amendments in this bill, which
demonstrate the government’s commitment to rural and
regional Victoria and in particular, our commitment to invest
in projects, industry and communities to ensure that regional
Victorians, no matter where they live, have access to good
quality infrastructure, jobs and services.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Recommendation 2 was:

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

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

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

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

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

That comment was made by Steve Bracks in his book.
So cabinet was split on this issue. The report said cattle
grazing should be reintroduced in 10 years time. I am
sure many would still support that. What has changed
between the time when 50 per cent — or just under,
obviously — of cabinet supported the idea and now? I
put it to the house that the Greens have a bigger vote in
areas like Prahran, Richmond, Brunswick and
Melbourne and that that has put pressure on Labor.
Mr Walsh — How many seats did they win?
Mr BATTIN — They won two. I would say the
Greens have put pressure on the Labor Party to fold on
this as they want to see a ban on cattle grazing in the
high country. It is not just the seats that the Greens won.
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Without the Greens, the member for Monbulk would be
gone, as would the member for Eltham. Labor needs
the support of the Greens. They know they will not get
all the support, so the way to do it is to start bringing in
Greens policy and philosophy, and they are leaning
very much to the left to satisfy the centre of Melbourne.
Ms Sandell interjected.
Mr BATTIN — I note the member for Melbourne
is making comment from behind me, but I can tell the
house now that it is all about the centre of Melbourne.
Those in Melbourne do not understand the outcomes
and the consequences that the country cattlemen
understand. They have been on that land for more than
100 years and have lived and breathed what goes on in
the high country. There are men and women out there
who have farmed for us for years. They still farm for
us. They still farm the produce for us. I get more and
more frustrated when we go into schools these days,
when we talk about even fruit and vegetables, at how
often we hear from some of the kids that they come
from Woolworths or from Coles. We need to
understand that the people who have maintained our
land for nearly 200 years since European settlement and
before are not city-centric people but people who
understand exactly what maintaining our environment
is about.
One of the biggest things to consider when you are
looking at environmental outcomes is that on many
occasions in the last 40 000 years we have interfered
with the natural cycle of our environment. You can go
to some of these national parks now and walk away
saying, ‘It will take care of itself’, but I am sure it will
not. The weeds that have been introduced over those
years will take over. The way to maintain them is to
ensure that we have weed reduction programs in place,
and one of the great programs for doing so was
enabling cattle grazing in the high country.
One of the big issues in Victoria is fire. We had fires
that were absolutely tragic in 2009, 1983, 2006 and
2007, and many of them have been in or around my
electorate. We have had many fires, even recently, in
various areas of the high country. In the past, the men
and women working in the high country would prepare
that land by burning it. They would have the cattle there
and would create firebreaks. We are now going to put
through legislation to stop that practice. This
government wants to bring in legislation that will
increase the fire risk in Australia and particularly in
Victoria. It is looking to bring in legislation to remove
the rights of locals up in those areas to defend their own
properties. The government does not understand what is
going on.
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Ms McLeish — Read the royal commission
recommendations.
Mr BATTIN — That is exactly right; you have only
to read the royal commission recommendations. You
need read no further than the royal commission report,
which quite regularly says we must take every
opportunity we can for fire prevention and fuel
reduction. One thing we heard so much about before
the 2009 bushfires was the increase in the tonnes of fuel
on the ground per hectare in all our national parks but
particularly up through the high country. When those
fires came through, the fuel up there was at levels that
had never been seen before. The reality is we are on our
way back there, and this government has no plan for
planned burning. This government is taking away the
rights of our local country people and not listening to
the voices of those out there who have been through
fires over and over again and have seen what works and
what does not work.
A lot of the science in Australia at the moment goes
through peer review, but the sad thing is that there is
not much consideration of what happens on the ground.
There is not much consideration of input from locals,
and that is sad. In Canada and America they now have a
weighted system and take into consideration historical
measures taken by locals, who can also have input.
They take into consideration photos from the past. They
look at the history of an area and not just at the potential
going forward. They do not do a desktop study. They
do not just use a program — even a good program like
Phoenix, which can predict the pattern and path of
fires — but they also take into consideration the people
who have lived in those areas for many years and
passed on knowledge through the generations.
The farmers in the high country have passed on their
skills through generation after generation of their
families. I may stand corrected, but bushfire prevention
skills must have been passed on by five, six or more
generations, yet this government wants to stop these
skills from being passed on. When you strip away these
skills, they will never be found again. Victoria cannot
afford to lose them. It is very important that we move
forward with them.
I am a big believer in the importance of culture and
heritage. While we have fantastic arguments in relation
to bushfire prevention and environmental outcomes,
one of the things we need to have on the record is our
culture and history. Several authors have written about
the likely results of taking away our cultural heritage
values associated with grazing cattle in the high
country. In 1992 Taylor argued that ‘without tradition,
cultural artefacts become curios, static remains without
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meaning’. I quoted this simple philosophy in a
members statement. Whilst those on the other side
continue to talk about protecting our cultural heritage
and about protecting Craig’s Hut, I will stand by our
regional brothers and sisters in the high country to
protect Craig’s Hut.
This legislation takes away the rights and ability of our
country cattlemen to continue doing what they have
been doing for generations. Worse than that, it takes
away an agreement with the Gunaikurnai people. They
agree, after 40 000 years of working in that area, that it
takes away their rights and ability to gain work and to
have an opportunity to be involved in land
management. It is a good land management contract —
another contract ripped up by those opposite. It is
another contract that had good positive outcomes for
Victoria.
I look forward to hearing some of the contributions to
the debate from members on this side. There is some
very interesting information coming out, particularly
from America, and I will leave some of that open for
others to mention. The member for Gippsland East has
a fantastic contribution coming up later in the day about
some research done overseas, and I strongly support
that. I will finish by making the point that the banning
of cattle makes no sense to the mountain cattlemen. The
cattlemen have said:
For more than 30 years the cattlemen have kept promoting the
value of alpine grazing and the value of their culture and
heritage to Australia, and yet Labor has been determined to
destroy both. It is political payback, writ large.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Leave granted.

Supplementary question
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — Can the
Premier confirm that with Labor paying at least
$420 million, plus sunk costs, to scrap the biggest road
project in Australia, this money could have supplied a
brand new iPad for every single state school student in
Victoria?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr ANDREWS (Premier) — Again I thank the
honourable member for his question. I think he is in
need of an iPad. He should get himself one, and he
should find the commentary that has been made by the
east–west consortium today. These are costs incurred
because of payments made by the previous
government.
We will not be lectured to by a person who sat round
the cabinet table happy to administer the most savage
cutbacks to TAFE in the history of this state; someone
who would not know how to speak up for public
education let alone deliver for it. We will not be
lectured to by the honourable member who asked the
question. Again I just make the point that he is wrong in
his logic, he is wrong in his conduct and he is simply

Ministers statements: east–west link

Mr PALLAS — What this tells us is that for seven
months, and even for years, the opposition knowingly
and wilfully misled the Victorian people. The former
government went to the last election saying that this
road was worth $6.8 billion. The Secretary of the
Department of Treasury and Finance has stated
emphatically that this is a $10.7 billion project —
almost $4 billion more. I do not know how many iPads
that buys, I do not know how many schools that might
buy, and I do not know how much more rolling stock,
but let me tell members that it is a lot.
Let us not forget also that this project returned 45 cents
in every dollar invested. That means close to $5 billion
was about to be ripped off Victorian people. Talk about
a rip-off, talk about a sunk cost; that is why the
Victorian people sunk your mob, because you were
hopeless — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will speak
through the Chair.
Mr PALLAS — Because you fitted Victorians up,
or sought to, to an enormous one, and ultimately the
people of Victoria had the choice. We provided them
with the choice, and we have been able to demonstrate
that the cost — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
expired. The Treasurer will resume his seat.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Gippsland South electorate
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — Today I rise
to bring forward the grievances of the people of
Gippsland South. The first of course is that I am their
elected member! Bad jokes aside, it is an honour and a
privilege to stand here today and deliver my inaugural
speech as the new Nationals member for Gippsland
South. It was only just over 12 months that I uttered
similar words, but as the new Nationals member for
Eastern Victoria Region in the other place. Much has
happened in that year, but fundamentally I have not
changed as a person, so for those who sat through my
first inaugural speech, I apologise in advance because
there has been a fair bit of cutting and pasting.
Firstly, I want to thank the people who brought me
here, the people of Gippsland South. Make no mistake,

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

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

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

Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) —
With your indulgence, Deputy Speaker, before I
commence my grievance contribution, I congratulate
the new member for Gippsland South on his
contribution. I wish him and his family all the very best.
It is a bit unfair that I am going to find it a challenge to
get stuck into the opposition during this grievance
debate with a tear in my eye. So I thank the member for
adding to the complexities of the day, but I congratulate
him on his election and look forward to our exchanges
across the chamber.
I rise today to grieve for the passengers on the
Cranbourne passenger line who were totally and
absolutely misled by the failed former Liberal
government when it came to what was known as the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail upgrade, an unsolicited bid
proposal that was being considered by the former
government. It became incumbent upon the newly
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elected Andrews Labor government to get in there,
unravel the mess it had been left with this proposal and
get on with implementing a proper program of works
that delivers the services and the level crossing
removals that the passengers on the Cranbourne and
Pakenham lines need and deserve.
This is Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor. The
commuters on these rail lines were absolutely misled by
the former Liberal government when it announced in
March 2014 that this project was going ahead. That
claim was made over and over again. That government
put up big flashy billboards along the rail corridor,
telling passengers in this community that the upgrade
was happening, that 25 new trains were coming, that
four level crossing removals were coming and that high
capacity signalling along the line was coming. None of
this was true because in no way had any agreements
been reached or a project finalised by the former
government. Not only that, changes were made to the
original proposal that passengers on the Cranbourne
and Pakenham lines were not even told about.
Whether it is in public transport or in other areas across
government, this is another example of how we are
working hard to address the problems that have been
left to us by the failed former Liberal government.
When it came to this Cranbourne-Pakenham unsolicited
bid proposal, that government was quite prepared to let
the private sector go out and do the heavy lifting on the
policy work — the work that it should have been doing
as a government. Ultimately what it was prepared to put
in place was a package of works that would not have
delivered the upgrade in services that this community
needed.
Let me start with the problems with this proposal. The
former government claimed it was delivering
25 high-capacity trains for passengers along this
corridor. That was not enough trains. The former
government knew that 25 trains would not address the
congestion issues on this line. As I said earlier, this is
Melbourne’s busiest rail corridor. Twenty-five was just
not a large enough number of trains to address the
congestion issues; 37 high-capacity trains was the
number that was needed to meet future passenger
demand. To make matters worse, the former
government was prepared to have these trains built
overseas. There were no local content requirements in
place. The former government was quite prepared to
have proposals come in that would have seen jobs in
Victoria placed at risk in favour of seeing work done
overseas. That is just disgraceful.
Given the challenges to our economy, for four years the
former opposition and the Victorian community were
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pleading with the previous government to put a jobs
plan in place, but it ignored those calls. It ignored those
demands. We can now see that the former government
was quite prepared to sit back and allow work to go
overseas when we have a rail manufacturing industry
here in Victoria that could have supported the work.
The former government turned its back on the local rail
industry in favour of supporting the work going
overseas.
Another failure of the former government was to not
recognise that removing four level crossings was not
enough to address the congestion and capacity needs of
the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor. There are nine
level crossings between Dandenong and the city. The
failed former government was prepared to remove only
four of those level crossings. What that would have
meant for the community along this line was that it
would have continued to experience congestion on
local roads around level crossings. The boom gates at
some of these level crossings would have continued to
stay down for 80 minutes in every 2-hour morning peak
period. Level crossings cause congestion. They are a
safety risk, and they stop us from being able to run
more train services. Removing four level crossings just
was not enough.
A further concern with the proposal that the former
failed Liberal government was prepared to foist on
passengers on the Dandenong line was that it would
have effectively privatised this section of Melbourne’s
rail network. It would have isolated this line from the
rest of the system for the next 20 years, making an
already complex rail network even more complex and
not putting in place the solutions that were needed. If all
of this was not enough, what we did we discover as we
were picking our way through the mess that was left for
us by the former Liberal government? We found that
their claims about high-capacity signalling were just
false.
Time and again the failed former Liberal government
told the community along this corridor that
high-capacity signalling was part of this project, that
there was going to be high-capacity signalling along the
line. What it did not tell the community was that in the
week before the 2014 state election it secretly shelved
the high-capacity signalling trial it had proposed as part
of this line. The former government was quite happy to
continue to talk about it. Indeed the failed former
Treasurer did so in this house on 11 February 2015,
saying that high-capacity signalling was part of the
Cranbourne-Pakenham upgrade even though he knew
that he was part of a government that had signed an
agreement with the consortium to remove the

GRIEVANCES
Wednesday, 15 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

high-capacity signalling project that had originally been
proposed and put to the local community.
It is disgraceful treatment of passengers on this line. We
have seen time and again from this failed former
government that it was prepared to do side deals and
keep them secret from the Victorian community. It was
prepared to do whatever it took and put the Victorian
taxpayers and Victorian public transport users at risk
when it came to the former government’s dodgy
dealings in public transport. It is another example of the
challenges we face.
What do we see when we put all this together? The
budget for this project, we were told repeatedly by the
former government, was $2.5 billion. Even though it
had reduced the scope by removing the high-capacity
signalling component from the line, an independent
assessment of this proposal found that it would have
blown the budget by at least $500 million. And it was
about a year behind schedule. It was a massively
delayed project. As I said, in March last year the
government announced that this was happening. It was
coming. It put up the fancy billboards and handed out
the glossy pamphlets at train stations but did not tell
those passengers that the government had not reached
an agreement, that the budget had been blown and that
it was a massively delayed project. It was not a project
about making sure that the congestion issues, whether
road or rail, were addressed. All up, this was a project
that just did not stack up.
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the corridor, and it will relieve road congestion around
those intersections. We will be upgrading four train
stations as we remove the level crossings, and we have
also announced that we will purchasing
37 high-capacity trains, the number that the former
government was told it should have been ordering but
did not. We will be ordering 37 high-capacity trains and
these trains will be built here in Victoria.
We do not want to see taxpayer funds that are being
spent on improving public transport in Victoria not
being used to maximise every job opportunity for this
state, and that is why the tender for this proposal will
have a minimum of 50 per cent local content
requirements. Bombardier Transportation in
Dandenong proves that when you have a local contract
requirement you can get it right. The former
government failed to understand this. You can support
Victorian jobs and get a great product, and that is what
we want to do by including those local content
requirements.
We will be doing a proper high-capacity signalling trial,
as well as upgrading the conventional signalling on the
line between Caulfield and Dandenong. We will be
undertaking a trial of high-capacity signalling on the
Sandringham line. Again, this is work that the former
government was advised on. It was advised that the best
place for the high-capacity signalling trial to be rolled
out and tested was on the Sandringham line, as it is a
separate part of the network. The former government
thought it made sense to test the high-capacity
signalling on the busiest line in Melbourne. It did not
make sense. The former government ignored the
advice, and indeed it scrapped the work that had
already been done on the business case in favour of its
failed proposal for the Cranbourne-Pakenham rail
corridor.

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

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

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

The program of works that we have announced will
address the problem. Labor has been up-front with the
community about its proposals. We have told them
what we intend to do. We did not keep secrets like the
former failed Liberal Treasurer did in not telling the
community that he had secretly shelved the
high-capacity signalling trial that was proposed for the
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line. We have revealed to the Victorian community
exactly what we intend to do along the Dandenong
corridor and with the high-capacity signal testing on the
Sandringham line.
In finishing my contribution, I want to emphasise that
this government has a very strong focus when it comes
to supporting public transport in this state. We want to
make sure that we are looking at the right solution,
whether it is pursuing the Melbourne Metro rail project,
which is about unlocking congestion in the centre of
Melbourne and putting on extra services, or the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor. It is about making
sure that we have the program of works that is needed.
Our program is carefully planned. It has been done in
the appropriate way.
We have been honest in informing the Victorian
community about what we want to do along this
corridor, which stands in stark contrast to what the
failed former Liberal government was prepared to foist
on the community — a program that was badly
over-budget, massively delayed and which had had its
scope significantly reduced. Labor has rejected that
approach. We will take a very different approach in
supporting increased passenger movements on the
Cranbourne-Pakenham rail corridor by boosting the
capacity of the line by 42 per cent and creating local
jobs which support the Victorian rail industry.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Former government performance
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I commend the member
for Burwood for his contribution. I think that the late
Irene would say ‘Efcharistó’ to her former boss. I know
that we all realise how important those who support us
are. I cannot imagine what it must have been like for
him to lose someone so close that he relied on. I am
glad that the house has given him the opportunity to
speak of his love for her and her contribution to his
community.
In this grievance debate today I grieve about the
massive hit to the productive capacity of our great state
that was delivered by an indolent coalition outfit.
Members of the former government squandered the
great resources of our state by undervaluing our people
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and by failing to invest in the services and infrastructure
needed to support our great people, who are our
greatest resource.
With deference to you, Acting Speaker, I refer to your
contribution earlier in this grievance debate when you
delivered a wild rant, lecturing members on this side of
the house on productivity. I closed my eyes and thought
that it was a rant reminiscent of those of the former
member for Bass, Ken Smith. When I closed my eyes I
felt that Ken Smith was still here in this chamber.
Those of us who served with the previous member for
Bass will recall those rants, with references to reds
under the bed and communism. The rant we heard this
morning seemed to compare the trade union movement
and anyone associated with it — in fact anyone in the
labour movement — to be up there with those who are
under demonic possession.
I remind members on the other side of the house that
the period in this country when we saw the greatest
uplift in productivity was when we had a great reign
with cooperation. That was under the Hawke-Keating
government, when a Labor government looked at the
economy and brought it into the modern era. It did
things that the conservatives in coalition governments
at either a federal or state level never had the courage to
do. The leaders of that government did their work in
cooperation with business and the trade union
movement. Modern democracies show that they value
their people and work for really good economic
outcomes and an uplift to productivity by working
collaboratively. Increases in productivity are not
delivered by failing to support people and by gutting
things like TAFE.
Mr Katos — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms GREEN — I thank the member for South
Barwon for offering me a little bit more preparation
time.
When members of the previous government entered
office the unemployment rate in Victoria was one of the
lowest in the country, at 4.9 per cent. When they left
office it was 6.8 per cent and underemployment was the
worst on record. That happened in just four years. Even
Tasmania is now having massive improvements in its
unemployment and underemployment. There is an
impact on productivity when you have members of a
good quality, well-trained workforce out of jobs. What
do members of a reasonable government who are
concerned about productivity do when youth

GRIEVANCES
992

ASSEMBLY

unemployment is at more than 20 per cent? The answer
is that they do not cut funding to or gut TAFE. They do
not take away those opportunities for our young people.
That is what the indolent lot on the other side did —
and they have the temerity to lecture people on this side
of the house about productivity.
If members of a government cut the roads budget and
fail to invest in outer suburban roads, the great
productivity drivers of the economy, our tradespeople,
are locked up in traffic and losing valuable billing
hours. The result is that businesses that rely on quality
tradesmen to work in their businesses and to maintain
their equipment — to use their plumbing, electrical and
other skills — do not have those tradesmen. If they are
stuck in traffic, that is not a good thing for productivity,
but that is what we saw.
During the period in office of those opposite my
electorate was the fastest growing electorate;
postcode 3754 had the highest growth in the country.
Travel times from the electorate to the city doubled
from 1 hour to 2 hours. From my electorate to
Melbourne is a distance of not much more than that
from Warrnambool to Port Fairy, a bit over
30 kilometres, and that took 2 hours to travel.
In their final year in office those opposite realised that
they ought to do something, and they came up with a
dud of a project, the east–west link. They did not think
about a great trunk route such as Yan Yean Road that is
carrying massive capacity. Tradies are stuck on Yan
Yean Road, people are being injured and sadly there
have been fatalities on that road. I tabled in the house a
petition signed by 6000 people, and those on the other
side thought it was a joke.
Another thing that my community and I do not think
was a joke was the blow-out in ambulance response
times. Not only was there a failure to invest in our
health and our health services so that we had
ambulances banked up in our emergency departments,
but ambulance response times in every postcode in the
state blew out. In every single postcode in the state
there was a blow-out in ambulance response times,
impacting on the health of Victorians. Ambulances
were sitting on clogged and congested roads.
Ambulances were stuck in productivity-killing
congestion. Ambulances were banked up at emergency
departments because of the failure to invest in our
hospitals and services, including breaking the promise
on hospital beds made by those opposite, and others
were stuck in traffic.
I take great pride in the fact that over the next two
weeks I will be consulting my community about the
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report into ambulance services that the Minister for
Ambulance Services and the member for Macedon
have taken great care in producing. We will consult the
community, and we will listen to paramedics. We will
not demonise them. We will not demonise that great
trade union movement and that workforce for actually
speaking out. We will listen to them and say, ‘How can
we do this better? How can we return the standards to
our ambulance services and make sure that particularly
code 1 ambulances are going to reach their benchmarks
again?’.
We are also going to invest in outer suburban roads.
Part of the cleaning up of the mess was in investing in
outer suburban roads. We have dedicated funds of
$1 billion for outer suburban roads, such as Yan Yean
Road and the Hume Freeway–O’Herns Road
interchange. Opposition members were not interested in
those things at all. We have a massive capacity for jobs
and possibilities in that northern growth corridor next to
the wholesale fruit and vegetable market, but the pleas
of the business community to build that freeway
interchange fell on deaf ears on those on the other side.
The $1 billion of road development is going to
contribute to our productivity. It is the same in our
regions, where we are going to have a dedicated fund of
$1 billion to work on regional roads to help get
products to market.
We have a TAFE rescue plan that will get our young
people back into employment. It will address the more
than 20 per cent unemployment rate and the tragedy of
that generation of young people. It is a tragedy,
particularly in our regions. I cannot believe that
Nationals members can actually venture out into the
streets in their electorates when time and again, decade
after decade, the worst outcomes in school retention
and youth unemployment are in those very Nationals
heartland seats. How can they answer for their failure in
government and their contributions to making those
things worse? They cut health services; they cut health
promotion. The increases in teen pregnancy that have
happened under their watch have been because of those
cuts and because of the loss of faith of young people in
our economy and in our community. Nationals
members continued to drive around in those white cars
in government, and they turned a blind eye to those
young people. We will not do that. We have a TAFE
rescue plan that will ensure that young people have
hope again, whether it is in those regions or the outer
suburbs.
We are going to reopen the Greensborough TAFE, and
we are going to open the Lilydale TAFE. Outer
suburban areas like Lilydale and up into the Upper
Yarra have some of the highest unemployment rates
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and reliance on benefits in the country in some cases.
What did the previous government do in response to
that? It closed Lilydale TAFE. What did it do in
response to the issues faced by one of the biggest
growth corridors in the country? Did it support the
needs of the young people in this area? No, it closed the
Greensborough TAFE. It actually cut bus services that
transported students to that TAFE, and then said, ‘Oh,
students cannot get there, so we will close it’. Five
hundred bus services per week were cut to the
Greensborough postcode; you then have an increase in
congestion and an inability of young people to access
education that they need. Then the government ripped
that opportunity away altogether.
In order to have decent productive capacity and
investment in our young people, you also need to invest
in the building of schools. We saw a 50 per cent
reduction in school capital expenditure under the
previous government. There are numerous primary
schools in growth areas across Melbourne, particularly
in the north, that have more than 1000 students. It is an
absolute disgrace. You have postcodes the size of
Shepparton — like 3754 — that did not have a
secondary college built for them. The Hazel Glen
College should be fully operational now, and it would
have been, had the Labor Party still been in office over
those four years, because we listen to that community.
If those opposite were still on government benches,
they would not have. They did not commit to building
the amended P–12. They were going to build another
school which was not needed down in South Morang. It
would have gutted the enrolment of the Lakes school
nearby. Meanwhile, a community with a population the
size of Shepparton has to bus students out of the area,
sometimes up to 30 or 40 kilometres away. At the same
time, those opposite cut school bus services in addition
to the over $60 million worth of route bus service cuts
that they had imposed.
It is now a task for us in government to fix the mess
that was left. I am so relieved to be still serving in this
place and still fighting for my community and fighting
for regional Victoria, which I have parliamentary
secretary responsibility for. This state, particularly the
outer suburbs and our regions, could not have borne
another four years of the previous government. Its
members were so conceited. Just ask them: they tell
you how good they were. They lectured us about our
dreadful trade union connections whilst ignoring the
more than one in five young people in Victoria who are
unemployed and have no hope for the future. In
government we will give our young people back their
hope. We will invest in education, including TAFE, that
will support those young people. We will support the
productive capacity of our economy by investing in

993

outer suburban roads and regional roads that will allow
people to get to work and spend less time commuting
and more time with their families. We will invest in a
21st century public transport system, and I will grieve if
those opposite ever get back on these government
benches in my lifetime.

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

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

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

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

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

Ms Thomson interjected.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I would like now to reflect on some of the comments
made in the other place back in 2013 by a former
member for Eastern Victoria Region, Mr Johan
Scheffer. In his contribution to the debate on the
reintroduction of cattle grazing by the former
government, Mr Scheffer referred to Mr Philip
Ingamells of the Victorian National Parks Association,
who said this:
I have gone up with cattlemen, and to give you the best
indication, we went round everywhere. We looked at this
damage, that damage; damage to creeks, damage to peat beds,
damage to everything. Everywhere we went, the cattlemen
just said, cattle don’t do that, that wasn’t cattle, cattle
wouldn’t do that, that was horses or it was deer or it was pigs
or something else, but it was never, never cattle. Cattle don’t
go into peat beds; they kept repeatedly saying cattle don’t go
into these wet areas, they don’t go into peat beds. When we
found the dead cow in the middle of a peat bed, there was a
complete silence, and then one of them said, ‘It’s not my
cow’.
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So we can see that cattle in the high country in fact do
destroy the wetlands, and there is much evidence about
the wetlands being extremely important hydraulically.
They occur where drainage is impeded, and water
remains near the soil surface for more than one month
per year. The soils of wetlands are peats, which is
where the dead cow was found. They are highly
organic soils derived from the decay of vegetable
matter, with little or no mineral matter. Wetlands are
vital to water catchment protection, soil conservation,
and maintenance of nature conservation values. They
have been listed under the Victorian Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act. Even though wetlands are not a
preferred grazing community to cattle, they contain
numerous palatable species. Cattle will certainly enter
such wetlands to graze, as well as for drinking water,
throughout the grazing season.
Cattle have dramatic effects on these wetlands. The
peaty soils are particularly susceptible to trampling, as
are the common plants, especially sphagnum moss.
Cattle entering moss beds to drink cause breakdown of
this moss and peat, lowering of the water table and
consequent drying out. The result is fragmentation of
the heath, widening of channels and increasing run-off,
all of which cause vegetation to be stripped, leaving
silty and stony pavements.
The impact of cattle grazing on our endangered flora
and fauna is very evident. There is information out
there for anyone who would like to look at it. Currently
at least one frog and six lizard species restricted to the
Victorian alpine bioregion are considered threatened at
a national and/or state level. Grazing pressure from
cows and feral horses, development of ski resort
infrastructure, disease and climate change are
considered potentially detrimental to existing
populations. To effectively conserve these species,
thorough knowledge of their distribution and ecology is
required. Obviously collection of this information is
important. It has also come to my attention that when
the former government reintroduced cattle grazing to
national parks, it referred to the cattle as mobile fire
reduction units. Sadly this hideous description was not
reflected on by anyone on this side of the house.
When the 2009 Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission
recommendations on bushfire management and
reduction were released, I could not find anywhere a
recommendation to send in the cows. During the alpine
fires, both grazed and ungrazed areas of the park were
burnt and not burnt. Cattle clearly do not graze on the
flammable wood, bark and leaves. In addition to
prevailing weather conditions, topography, fuel loads
and fuel flammability types, research shows that
vegetation type, not whether an area has been grazed,
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determines fire occurrence in the high country,
flammability of bushfire fuels in the high country and
fire severity in the high country.
No scientific evidence has been presented to show that
mobile fire reduction units are of any benefit to the
alpine region.
Mr Staikos interjected.
Ms EDWARDS — The mobile fire reduction units,
which are otherwise known as bovines, bos taurus,
steers, cows or whatever one would prefer to call them.
Clearly we hope this matter never has to come back to
the house to be debated again. We hope the cows, or the
bos taurus, will never be allowed in the Alpine
National Park or the river red gum national parks again
and that this will be the end of the matter. The
opposition still has no idea about science. It has never
had any idea about science. It prefers to listen to myths
and to historical evidence produced by one sector of the
community. Obviously alpine grazing is off the agenda.
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) — I rise to make a
contribution to the debate on the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015.
Today is a sad day for all Victorians. Politics has
crossed the line over common sense. In words similar
to that of former Prime Minister Gough Whitlam, ‘Well
we may say God save the Queen, because nothing will
save the Victorian high country while these city-centric,
latte-sipping, lazy Labor layabouts make decisions from
Spring Street that affect the lives and welfare of
regional Victorians’. I am appalled that we are even
here debating this bill, a bill that means so little to those
from Melbourne but means the world to us in regional
Victoria.
The Andrews government wants to leave a legacy as
the education state. If that is so, I urge members
opposite to get educated and not make this decision, a
decision that is made while they snuggle up to members
of the Greens who have no moral conscience for
regional Victoria. They do not care about those who
live there. They do not care about those who run
businesses there. They do not care about those who
educate their families there. Members of Labor and the
Greens should hang their heads in shame. Today is a
dark day, a day that history will recall. It is not the day
the music died, but the day that the bushland died.
Labor proudly supports the union movement. Labor
members proudly support the people who fight for
them and care about them, but Labor members will
now walk all over the people from regional Victoria
who feed them, who grow their wine, who supply the
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grain for their bread, and the milk and fruit they enjoy.
We also provide recreational pursuits for them, and
they do not even have the decency to come, listen and
understand. If they did, they would not present this bill
to the house. This is simply an eye for an eye, a tooth
for a tooth. They may as well look at bringing back
corporal punishment. I ask them to have the decency to
come to our regions and understand the delicate balance
that exists between the community, environment,
nature, our Indigenous culture, our recent history and
how it all coexists. Their ignorance of the high country
will eventually destroy it for everyone. That destruction
may take a decade to occur or it may take longer, but it
begins today.
Our magnificent bushland, national parks and forests
will one day burn to the ground because of the
decisions government members make today, all
because of their pig-headed, city-centric ideology.
Country people are placid people. They are not union
thugs. They are not tree huggers. They are the best
managers of our environment that we have. Nobody
looks after the bush like we do, and the day the bush
burns we will hunt those members down and remind
them of their decision today to support this bill.
Members opposite do not want balance. They do not
want stability. They seek the power to make decisions
and the chance to have their way. With that
responsibility comes accountability, and we will
remember this day when the bush is gone.
Members opposite have asked us, even begged us, to
listen to the science in relation to climate change. We
simply ask them to let science complete its course, but
no, they simply turn their backs and ignore us. Their
short-sighted, bloody-minded approach will overrule
the long-term benefits for the bush, for Victoria and for
all of Australia. Surely they cannot be proud of that,
and I hope they are around to apologise. In fact they
should apologise today for this appalling bill that
appeases a few people in Richmond, Brunswick and
Prahran, but not those in country Victoria. It is a smack
in the face for all those who live in the regions. The trial
that was introduced is not complete. This decision will
undo years of research and set us back to the beginning.
What are the government’s alternative plans for fire
prevention? Its research relies on unpublished material
that is unsupported or outdated to the extent that it
would not pass a peer assessment.
I want to touch on Labor’s so-called mandate to remove
cattle from the high country. How many regional seats
did Labor win in this mandate? How many seats that
border the high country of Victoria where these trials
are conducted did it win? Zero. Donuts. Zip. In fact the
previous speakers we have had on this bill so far come
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from Ivanhoe, Essendon, Mordialloc, Macedon and
Bendigo West. I hope it gets better than that. I hope we
get someone who can relate to the high country a little
better. The man from Snowy River is part of Australian
folklore, and that story is about our culture, heritage and
persistence. On the edge of the Ovens Valley is Craig’s
Hut. Three times in the last 12 months I have been in
the area where The Man from Snowy River was filmed.
It is a wonderful story about the high country, but sadly
now Labor’s mismanagement has reached a new low.
Labor members are not just interfering with today.
They are meddling in their children’s future.
Let me tell members about planned burns or fuel
reductions. They are not the one fix-it that everybody
thinks they are, because my phone rings white hot
regarding planned burns. Winegrowers do not want
them because it affects the grapes, and tourist operators
do not want them because the smoke lingers for days.
Controlled grazing is a win-win situation. I urge upper
house Labor members to come and visit Wonnangatta
Station with me, the Dargo high plains and the upper
reaches of the Murray where the member for Benambra
resides. They should have a look at these pristine
conditions, and then look me in the eye and tell me that
they want to risk all this for a political stunt. I pledge to
Labor members today that we will drag them there
kicking and screaming when they let it burn to the
ground.
There will come a time when they have to have that
awkward conversation with their grandchildren about
how they could have made a difference, but no, they
will say their best friends in Fitzroy thought they knew
best. I ask government members to consider what is
important in their community. What makes people want
to walk to town hall? In regional Victoria we have
diminishing returns on the family farm, so we diversify
into ecotourism, farmers markets and creative thinking
just to earn a buck. Our environment is our future. They
should not risk it for political pointscoring.
Mountain cattlemen understand the high country. It is
their home. It is their country. Labor bangs on all the
time about how people need to be able to feel safe in
their own homes. The government should give the
people of the high country respect so that they can do
the same. I am quite sure they do not want a dairy
farmer from Katamatite telling them how to run the
public transport system in Melbourne. I am sure they do
not want a barista from Myrtleford telling them how to
run CBD planning. I am sure they do not want a
forester from Wangaratta telling them where to build
bike paths in the suburbs. So why are they allowing a
bean counter from metropolitan Melbourne to tell us
how to run the high country? When Mother Nature has
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her way, they will need to ask themselves whether they
could have made a real difference.
As I recently boiled a billy on the banks of the King
River at Pineapple Flat, I looked around and saw the
most pristine and amazing environment in Victoria. It is
country that I love and want to see protected for a long
time to come, but this mismanagement will undermine
that. It is an environment that needs management. It is
an environment that can be used by all Victorians, but if
this mismanagement continues, Victoria will burn one
of its greatest assets. I sincerely hope this bill is
defeated.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — Our national parks are
places of beauty and wonder. They absolutely hold their
own on the international stage. I have visited many
places around the world, including the Swiss Alps and
the peaks of Colorado, and while our national parks
cannot reach their heights, they certainly match their
beauty. We are exceptionally lucky to live in a state
where our natural environment has long been respected
and treasured by governments past. Yes, green spaces
and the natural environment are very important to those
who, like me, live in the seat of Eltham. Living on the
edge of one of Melbourne’s most beautiful green
wedges I, along with my constituents, have a strong
appreciation for the benefits green spaces give our
community and our economy. We know that how we
treat our national parks is a legacy we leave our
descendants.
Cattle are important to our economy. They provide beef
locally, but also to international markets, including
Japan, Korea and the USA. European settlement has a
long history of grazing in what we now know as our
national parks, including in the alpine region. The
grassy plains have been attractive to graziers and their
animals since the 1850s, and that tradition continued for
100 years in New South Wales before it ceased. It was
practised extensively in Victoria, with the Mountain
Cattlemens Association of Victoria reportedly saying
that as many as 100 000 Aberdeen Angus and Hereford
cattle grazed in our parks in the 1950s.
The practice of grazing in such areas ended in New
South Wales in the 1950s. This included the end of
grazing in the Kosciuszko National Park, a beautiful,
pristine national park where I have been privileged to
camp and boil my billy. Concerns about damage to the
landscape by grazing cattle and sheep was voiced as
early as the 1930s in New South Wales, and in 1945 the
first scientific study into the practice of grazing and its
effects on the landscape was held in Victoria.
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In 1957 the Australian Academy of Science
recommended that:
The aim to be achieved as soon as possible is the complete
exclusion of all grazing animals from these important
catchments — —

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

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

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

Today is tomorrow, and we are putting forward
legislation for tomorrow, the day after and well into the
future. This legislation will protect very important flora
and fauna. This legislation will help us to keep our
garden for future generations. This bill is another
example of Labor planning for the future instead of
getting bogged down in short-term, populist,
destructive attempts at solutions.
It is quite disingenuous for the opposition to talk about
members on this side of the house not respecting the
views of those who want to graze cattle in our national
parks. Disagreement does not denote disrespect.
Divisive, misrepresentative language such as this does
not create good, solid debate; nor is it conducive or
useful. I respect the work that graziers do, I respect our
cattle industry and I also respect our natural
environment. I commend this bill to the house for what
it will bring to future generations.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — It is with pleasure that I
rise to speak on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. The purpose of
this bill is pretty clear: it is to keep the cattle out of the
high country and, more specifically, to limit the
introduction and use of cattle in the alpine and river red
gum national parks. I oppose this bill, as does the
opposition. It appears the bill is not going to do as was
intended, because while it is meant to keep out the
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bos taurus species — that is, the Hereford and Angus
breeds — it does nothing to keep out the bos indicus
species — that is, the Brahman and the Santa Gertrudis
breeds. It will be interesting to see how that plays out.
We know that cattle grazing in the high country has
been an issue for quite some time. I represent the areas
in the high country, and I have spoken to mountain
cattlemen in my electorate about this issue. I feel that I
have a good enough understanding of the issue from
their point of view, and I certainly give them all the
respect that they deserve. There now seems to be a clear
political difference with regard to this topic, as opposed
to what happened during the period of the former
Bracks and Brumby governments, when the difference
seemed a bit less clear. In his memoirs, former Premier
Steve Bracks outlines the process he followed before
moving to prohibit cattle from national parks in the first
place.
The mountain cattlemen have a very long connection
with the land. They are passionate about the land; they
love it very much and they treat it with the respect it
deserves. They have practised their craft over decades,
and they learnt it from the original custodians in their
areas, who had managed these lands for some
40 000 years. The way that the original custodians
managed the land was passed down through the
generations, and the early settlers in the area learnt
some of the techniques from them. As I said, the
cattlemen have a strong sense of stewardship of the
land.
We can also look at how cattlemen have been portrayed
over the years throughout Australia and internationally.
The mountain cattleman is seen as an Australian icon.
When the Olympics took place in Sydney — one of the
biggest events to ever happen in Australia — what was
front and centre? Stockmen on horseback. The
Australian Outback Spectacular on the Gold Coast also
features stockmen on horseback and is a wonderful
example of our heritage and traditions on display for
the rest of the world to see.
I am quite disappointed that the Wonnangatta grazing
trial has been cut short one year into a three to five year
trial. We hear of evidence to be collected, but this move
clearly prohibits any evidence from being collected.
Had the trials been allowed to continue we would have
had a lot more information and we would have also had
the opportunity for the Gunaikurnai mob in that area to
be actively involved in the trials, bringing with them
some of their original techniques.
I keep hearing that the science is very clear about this. I
want to alert the house to a constituency question that I
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recently asked of the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water. I asked the minister to
advise how cattle grazing is linked to fuel reduction in a
report which she referred to and to extend her answer to
detail how many subsequent trials and reports have
addressed the impact of grazing on fuel reduction. The
minister’s response barely covered it. She said there
were over a hundred research papers and reports
published over the last 50 years, but she could not give
me any details. I found that disappointing, as I was
prepared to take on board what she was putting
forward. What she actually put forward were two recent
peer review reports. The report by Williams in 2006
may have been peer reviewed but certainly was not
published.
I want to touch on the report of the 2009 Victorian
Bushfires Royal Commission. There is a specific part of
the report dedicated to land and fuel management.
Every method of reducing fuel is important, and it
needs to be looked at carefully because there are a lot of
issues with fuel load, and a lot of the fires on Black
Saturday were certainly boosted by the very high fuel
loads.
Cattle in the high country work to keep grasses down.
As the understorey grows it creates a ladder effect, and
the higher the ladder goes, the easier it is for the fire to
increase and move up to the treetops and then through
the forest. Cattle keep the understorey down, effectively
removing the bottom rungs of the ladder and creating a
preventive measure to stop fires from ascending the
trees. I note the comment that cattle do not eat bark and
leaves. Cattle eat plenty of leaves. I am not sure who
put the facts together, but cattle have been known to eat
leaves if there is no grass, although they would usually
choose the grasses in the first instance.
I want to comment on some of the debate that has been
raised in the chamber today. There are concerns about
the damage to the alpine environments. The member
for Melbourne talked about the precious alpine
environment and the abused natural environment, and
the member for Macedon said that removing the cattle
from the environment would make it a lot more
accessible. In fact the opposite has occurred — the
more the land is locked up and human activities
removed from the area, the more inaccessible it
becomes and the greater the invasion by pests, whether
they be flora or fauna.
At the moment we know there are some quarter of a
million Samba deer in our parks, and their numbers are
escalating. They rub against trees and wallow in
watering holes. We have somewhere between 15 000 to
20 000 brumbies, feral pigs and goats. We had 60 cattle
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in the Wonnangatta Valley, but there are some
270 000 other hooved animals in our national parks.
The member for Macedon said the minister is a true
champion of the environment. I wait with bated breath
to see how she is going to manage those hooved
animals in that area.
As I mentioned, we have enormous numbers of foreign
flora, including blackberries and foxgloves. Foxgloves
can be quite damaging to people’s health if people try
to move them. The mountain cattlemen, as they drove
their cows in and out of the park, would often carry
packs and spray the blackberries and some of those
invasive species to help keep the area accessible. They
worked to keep the paths open voluntarily, so while
members opposite say that removing the cattle is going
to do wonders for our national parks and create greater
accessibility, the opposite is the case.
Many members would know that recently retired Philip
Davis, a former member for Eastern Victoria Region in
the other place, is a bushwalker. He reports that over
the years since these parks were created the number of
bushwalkers going to those areas has decreased
significantly, so the arguments about accessibility are
there to distract from what we are about. I also think
people have the notion that a national park is a pristine
environment. I suggest those inner city dwellers who
have spoken on the bill should perhaps get up to the
high country, have a look around and see the damage
created by blackberry bushes which are 3 metres high
in places. They should see some of the animals up there
that are causing a lot of the issues in national parks.
They should see what value the cattle being driven
through the high country by mountain cattlemen offers.
It is quite different.
As I said, I am quite disappointed that the trials the
former government put in place at Wonnangatta have
been cut down before we can get the evidence that was
being collected and look at its value. I find it quite
contradictory that we want the evidence but we will not
let the evidence be collected. I am disappointed with the
bill before the house. I proudly represent the high
country and the many cattlemen in that area, and I have
been very pleased to speak against this bill.
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — It is a pleasure to
speak on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting
Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015 because it reverses what was
perhaps one of the more bizarre moves of the former
government. I am mindful that that is a very big call
given the strange things it got up to in its one and only
term of government. It was only four years but it got up
to a lot. Sending cattle or, as those opposite refer to
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them, ‘mobile fire reduction units’ into the national
parks was right up there.
However, nothing could have prepared me for the
contribution of the member for Benambra, who referred
to what goes on in Ethiopia and Mongolia. He referred
to the Man from Snowy River, but the Man from Snowy
River is about horses. He ended his contribution by
declaring that this is treason. What absolute rubbish!
This bill fulfils a key election commitment of the
Andrews government. In our pre-election policy, Our
Environment, Our Future, we committed to banning
cattle grazing in the alpine and red gum national parks.
We all know that Victorians value their national parks,
and that was confirmed in a study released by the
Victorian National Parks Association (VNPA) last year.
It was a credible study, not the sort of dodgy research
that those opposite rely on, the sort of research that the
Prime Minister relied on when he declared that climate
change was absolute crap. The study found that 89 per
cent of Victorians support Victoria having a
comprehensive network of national parks and 96 per
cent recognise the importance of national parks for
conserving nature. The executive director of the
Victorian National Parks Association, Matt Ruchel,
stated:
National parks should protect Victoria’s natural and cultural
heritage for all time. They should be a community resource
for rest, recreation and respite, not real estate handed over to
the highest bidder, or opened up for cattle grazing and other
damaging uses.
…
Victorians love national parks, they are the jewels in the
crown of our natural areas.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ASSEMBLY

cattle grazing not being an effective bushfire mitigation
tool. I have not heard all the debate, but I heard the
member for Essendon talk about smoking, drinking and
TAFE, and I heard the members for Footscray and
Thomastown say that there are no independent sources
for the claim of effective bushfire mitigation.
I would like to cover a few of those comments. In doing
so I point out that we live in one of the top three most
fire-prone areas in the world and we must look at all
fire mitigation measures. I will quote some studies from
independent sources, which is what the government
wishes to hear. I will refer first to some international
ones. A study in 2011 by Idaho State University
concluded that livestock grazing should be viewed as a
viable land management tool for fuel load reduction
prescriptions. It found that grazing provides a viable
management tool for fuel load reduction prescriptions
that avoids the negative effect of extreme fire intensity
where fuel load is high.
Our minister says the science is clear. It is not. The
University of Nevada in 2009 concluded that grazing
will reduce the abundance of cheatgrass fuels. It said all
indications from this study lead to the conclusion that
the grazing of cheatgrass is a viable fuel reduction tool.
Another study, by the US department of agriculture into
the effects of long-term grazing on fuel in rangelands
found:
Our results suggest that moderate livestock grazing reduces
the risk of wildfires on sagebrush rangelands by decreasing
the amount of fine fuel available for ignition and limiting
potential fire spread by reducing fine fuel continuity,
accumulation, and height.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ASSEMBLY

1027

there is little evidence of damage. In fact cattle are
pretty hard to find down there. National parks
authorities have been looking for them for about
25 years to get them off the island, but because of the
dense, healthy forest they have been very hard to find.

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

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

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

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

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

As it stands, and it has been stated before, we are the
last state in Australia to allow cattle grazing in national
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parks. It would be prudent to ask why this is the case.
Quite simply the reason there has been a strong move
against the practice is because of the damage cattle
grazing in national parks causes to rare plants, animals
and vegetation. Furthermore, despite the claims of its
proponents, there is no evidence that cattle grazing
makes an effective contribution to fuel reduction and
fire prevention in the Alpine National Park. This is
because it is vegetation type not whether an area has
been grazed that determines fire severity. Fires are
fuelled and sustained by shrubs, branches, twigs,
eucalypt leaves and bark. Cattle graze on herbs and
grass. They do not reduce the fuels that most contribute
to large-scale fires in the alpine environment.
Interestingly when the federal Minister for the
Environment, Greg Hunt, approved the so-called trial,
he made no mention of fire reduction in his
announcement. Put simply, the practice of cattle
grazing in the Alpine National Park causes significant
environmental damage for no ascertainable benefit.
This is why we are once again acting to stop cattle
grazing in the alpine and river red gum national parks in
line with the commitment we made prior to the
election. However, in articulating this position in no
way do I wish to denigrate our state’s cattlemen and
women. I am in no doubt of their passion for the land.
But as legislators we must take note of the evidence,
and on this occasion it speaks loudly against cattle
grazing in national parks.
The Alpine National Park is a hugely important
environmental asset in this state. It is home to
approximately one-third of the state’s total rare and
threatened species and contributes some of the most
reliable and high-quality water to the state. It is my
understanding that alpine soils are extremely low in
nutrients and are easily disturbed. They are highly
susceptible to erosion, and the growth of alpine plants is
slow. As such, following severe disturbance,
regeneration is also slow. Alpine landscapes in
Australia are by and large not subject to grazing by
large native herbivores. Animals we might typically
expect to see in Australian bushland, like kangaroos
and wombats, are extremely rare in the alpine
landscape, thus alpine vegetation has not evolved with
native vertebrate grazers.
The introduction of cattle therefore is a major departure
from the native grazing regime of the landscape.
Ultimately the alpine environment lacks the resilience
to adequately recover from it. While I am sympathetic
to the passion of our cattlemen and women for the land
and for their livestock, I find it difficult to understand
why or how anyone could ignore decades of research
on this topic. The conservation of our national parks is
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extremely important. There are no second chances once
we destroy our natural assets. We should be doing all
that we can to preserve the natural landscape for
recreational uses such as camping and bushwalking.
We should be showing off these unique landscapes and
educating our children about their importance and the
importance of conservation.
I was fortunate as a teenager to go on a school camp to
the Wabonga Plateau. It truly is one of the most
beautiful places and natural landscapes I have ever
seen. I had the pleasure of hiking the terrain over a
number of days, albeit with a shoulder injury after
coming off a bike. But I know that many in this place
will have similarly pleasant memories of visits to our
national parks and the peacefulness and beauty of those
spaces. Many will understand the environmental and
recreational importance of these parks.
We on this side of the chamber would like to see the
next generation and the generations after that continue
to enjoy these landscapes. It would be a tragedy to
consign these landscapes to the past, to render their
beauty as something that is only remembered in
photographs, artwork and stories of generations past. It
is our responsibility to protect our national parks in the
best possible environmental condition for the benefit of
future generations. It is no excuse to say, ‘But we’ve
been damaging them for over 100 years, so why should
we not continue?’.
The world has changed, our understanding has
changed, our knowledge has grown and we must act
accordingly. To demonstrate this point, I will mention a
report that was prepared by academics from the CSIRO
and La Trobe University, who noted evidence of
damage to the alpine environment caused by heavy
cattle grazing in the early 1900s. In a summary of the
report it is stated that:
In many places the soils and vegetation were damaged
severely. In some places the soil mantle was stripped entirely,
and stony erosion pavements resulted.

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

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

The text goes on to assure readers that:
… mountain cattlemen and women will continue to play a
role in managing the high country, using their invaluable
skills and knowledge for the benefit of all Victorians’.
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Doesn’t it sound wonderful! That is as big a hoax as
Labor’s alleged and unsubstantiated claims about
science.
I for one do not doubt the commitment of the current
group of mountain cattlemen or indeed the coming
generations of mountain cattlemen, but we know and
our experience tells us that if skills are not practised,
they are lost. Make no mistake about it: those skills will
be lost. I suggest to the house that the demise of the
mountain cattlemen, whether it is by deliberate intent or
benign neglect, intended by the government or simply a
casual and unintended consequence of this bill, will be
the ultimate outcome of this government’s policy. Not
only will cattle be lost to the high country but the horses
and the expertise, skill and knowledge of the men and
women who ride them, those who care for the high
country and have done for generations, all of those
things will be lost.
As I mentioned, the basic tenet in the minister’s
second-reading speech is ‘cattle bad, parks good’. Very
simply, I support the second part of that proposition,
but there is no way I can support the first part. Why?
My motivations are twofold. First of all, I have had a
long association with the high country. I first walked up
the track from Harrietville almost to Mount Feathertop
back in the late 1960s as a 13-year-old, but, unlike a
former member of this house who also had an interest
in the finance portfolio, I did not get lost. That occasion
was the first of many happy days and often weeks that I
have had the great pleasure of spending in the
splendour of the Victorian Alps.
The second reason is that while the alps remain for the
most part in good environmental shape, significant
dangers abound. We need to be alert to those dangers if
we are to ensure that future generations are to enjoy the
same experiences that I and I am sure many other
members of the house have also had the privilege of
enjoying. Unfortunately the bill before the house today
is not about protecting national parks. It is not about
making sure that future generations have the
opportunity to enjoy what we have enjoyed and to share
those precious gifts. This bill is simple politics; nothing
more, nothing less. This bill panders to the views of a
few who think that the best way to manage public land
and the best way to manage national parks is to lock
them up and leave them. That simply does not work.
The truth is that if you lock them up and leave them,
then you will lose them. It is as simple as that.
Other members have referred to the great alpine fires of
2003 and 2006–07. I have a particularly strong
recollection of the fires in 2006–07 because it was my
first time in this house and for the first couple of days
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we were here the atmosphere was distinctly smoky
because some 70 fires had been burning since
1 December 2006. The fires were still burning in
February 2007 when that Parliament resumed. The
damage was immense. The legacy of the 1939 fires was
immense but it was nothing compared with the later
fires. The scars of the 1939 fires were evident 60 years
on, and the scars of the 2003 and 2006–07 fires will
also be evident for decades. If fires of this intensity
continue, and we know their intensity is growing, there
is a very real risk that the character of our high country,
the character of these alpine national parks that the
government seems keen to save will be absolutely lost.
We need to explore every opportunity to protect and
proactively manage our alpine national parks and
explore every option to protect their future. This bill
focuses solely on cattle, and, as other members have
said, not on all cattle. The bill does not address the issue
of feral animals. It does not address the issue of deer. I
think a figure of 160 000 hooved beasts was mentioned
earlier in the debate. The bill does not address the issue
of brumbies. It is conveniently silent on these matters,
and yet without foundation the government attributes to
cattle all the damage to moss banks, streams and
wetlands. This bill takes a contrary approach to that
required for proper management of national parks. It is
a bill that says the government is not prepared to
explore new options. It is happy to quash the scientific
trial before real evidence becomes available, not simply
speculation.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — I wish I could say it was a
pleasure to speak on the National Parks Amendment
(Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015, but
unfortunately it is not. Like my Nationals colleagues, I
strongly oppose this bill. Labor’s opposition to cattle
grazing is ideological; it is payback, pure and simple.
Again we see the Labor Party putting politics ahead of
policy, just as in its secret plan to dump the 5 per cent
prescribed burning target. Labor has painted the
cattlemen as reckless vandals who are farming a
pristine national park. The cattlemen are not vandals
and nor is the park a pristine environment. Legislation
is not even required for the Minister for Environment,
Climate Change and Water to remove the cattle from
the park, so why would she even bother to bring in this
bill? The minister has made the government’s position
clear: the sole purpose of this bill is to demonise the
men and women who for generations have cared for the
high country.
The member for Essendon referred to the cattlemen as
‘marginal economic rent seekers’ and described this
issue as ‘an annoyance’. What an insensitive and
arrogant thing to say. This bill is driven by Labor’s fear
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of losing its prized inner city seats to the Greens. Labor
has proven yet again that it does not understand
regional Victoria. How many examples of that do we
need? There was the north–south pipeline and now we
again have the issue of cattle grazing. This is an
argument from people who have never ever set foot in
the park and who have little understanding of regional
communities and their way of life.
We go to great lengths to protect our Indigenous culture
and the places and objects in this state that are of
importance to us as a community. Why then do we not
value the place that the cattlemen hold in Victoria’s
history? Their traditions are also part of the rich fabric
of our state. I have had the great privilege of spending a
few days with Charlie and Glenda Lovick, Bruce and
Debbie McCormack and Graeme and Wendy Stoney. I
took the time to go to the high country and have a look
at what they do and see how they understand that
country. Not one member of the Labor Party, including
the minister, has bothered to contact them to ask their
opinion on this topic. The Labor Party is introducing
legislation that fundamentally changes generations of
heritage and culture — their heritage and culture — and
yet there has been no consultation by the Labor Party
with the people whose lives this legislation affects.
No-one has visited them to take a firsthand look.
The member for Murray Plains and I rode through the
traditional run of the Stoneys and the Lovicks, which
was last grazed in the summer of 2004–05. Those
people have a firsthand knowledge of the environment.
They have generations of understanding of the climate,
the flora and the fauna. On our way to Mount Lovick
we stopped on the spur of Bluff Range. The grass there
is now some 3 feet tall and the deadwood on the snow
gums was touching the grass. It does not take a genius
to realise that if a fire came through that area it would
sweep up into the canopy of the snow gums, like it did
in the 2006–07 alpine fires, and destroy that beautiful
environment. In Charlie’s words, ‘This grass will grow,
reach maturity and die down. Next year it will do the
same until it gets such a thick matting it can no longer
grow. That changes the complete environment. It burns
really hot, and it burns really deep’.
Labor and the Greens would have us believe that the
alpine and river red gum national parks are an
untouched natural environment. I question why those
parties do not have the same opposition to other uses
within those mountainous areas. Take Mount Buller,
for example, which has 850 hectares of ski resort,
including 180 hectares of ski trails, right next to the
Alpine National Park. The centre of that village was a
highland grazing camp site before the mid-1960s. From
Bluff Range, where the Lovicks traditionally grazed
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their cattle, you can clearly see where the vast swathes
of snow gums have been cleared from Mount Buller to
make way for ski runs, but we do not hear the Labor
Party opposing skiing in the alpine areas. City people
enjoy skiing and therefore we would not want to
oppose it. Labor also conveniently ignores the impact
of hard-hooved animals, including deer and brumbies in
those national parks.

1.

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

2.

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

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

…

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

4.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

At that particular time legislation was introduced into
this house that ended the earlier amnesty given so that
people could register their dogs if those dogs had been
in Victoria when the previous legislation was put in
place. That amnesty ended on 30 September 2011. I
thank the then Attorney-General, the member for Box
Hill, who worked very closely with me to make sure
that we were able to make some changes to the Crimes
Act 1958 as well as to the Domestic Animals Act 1994.
We introduced changes to the Crimes Act so that if a
restricted breed dog attacked and seriously injured
someone, then its owner would face up to five years in
gaol, and if the dog attacked someone and that person
tragically was killed, then the owner could face up to
10 years in gaol — changes to the Crimes Act that saw
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severe penalties for people who did not control their
dogs properly.
Since the time that amnesty ended a number of people
have had their dogs seized by council by-laws officers,
some of whom have challenged the seizure of their
dogs. Under the legislation those people have the right
to challenge whether their dog is or is not a restricted
breed dog. Once that process has been gone through
people can appeal to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) about the matter, and
if they are unsuccessful at VCAT, then they can appeal
that decision to the Supreme Court. A number of people
have gone through that process.
A group of lawyers do pro-bono work for those people
because they believe that restricted breed legislation is
not the appropriate way to manage this problem. Some
hold the view that it is about the deed not the breed. I
am afraid that as a minister who was in the chair when
Ayen Chol was killed, it is very hard for me to accept
the view that we have to wait until a dog attacks and
potentially kills someone before we act. That is not
something I would ever want to be involved in in the
future, because Ayen Chol’s death was a tragic time for
her family and all those people connected with her.
We now have a situation where a number of dogs have
been on what is colloquially known as death row at
various times while they have awaited VCAT hearings
or a Supreme Court case. Literally thousands of emails
get floated during these times — about dogs named
Kerser, Milo and Bobo — so a number of dogs have
been in that particular circumstance.
The Minister for Agriculture has introduced an amnesty
or a moratorium against the destruction of those dogs
while a parliamentary inquiry is in progress about
whether this is the best way to manage the legislation
and the process that has been in place and whether that
is the way to manage restricted breeds of dogs into the
future. Again I put on the record that I am disappointed
that the minister’s office did not come back with terms
of reference and a referral to the relevant committee.
There are only a couple of clauses in the legislation, and
opposition members are not opposing it. However, we
raise one issue with the minister, which she may like to
address in her summing up or which may be addressed
during the bill’s consideration-in-detail stage in this
house or during the committee stage in the upper
house — that is, the issue of who bears the costs for
holding these dogs in a pound. At the moment I think
there is only one dog in a pound in this particular
circumstance. My view is that if a dog is seized in the
next couple of months, then it is potentially going to be
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held in a pound until September 2016, which will be a
cost borne by local government. In some ways the
legislation being introduced now will be a disincentive
for local governments to go about doing what they
should be doing with these sorts of dogs. People in
local government will think twice, including by-laws
officers who have budgets to meet. They will think
twice before going out and seizing a dog because they
will have to pay — at this stage — the cost of that dog
being in a pound until at least 30 September 2016. The
committee is going to report on 30 September 2015.
I would like some clarification from the minister on
who is going to bear those costs. I would have thought
that given this is government legislation that is
changing the rules for local government and will not
involve a significant number of dogs — most of these
dogs are being impounded in three or four of the city
council pounds in Melbourne; the cities of Brimbank,
Monash and Hume are the municipalities that probably
have to seize most of these dogs — I believe it would
be reasonable for the government to pay the cost of
these dogs being put into a pound for the duration of the
moratorium while the parliamentary committee does its
work and while any potential changes to regulation or
legislation are put in place post the report of that
committee.
As I said, the opposition will not be opposing the
legislation. I like to think I have given a reasonable
potted history of this issue. It is a very vexed issue for
anyone involved in a dog attack. It is a vexed issue for
the council and the council officers involved who are
doing their job in enforcing the laws of the land and
protecting the people in their community from these
sorts of dogs. I suggest that it would be good if the
minister in her summing up made a commitment to
reimburse councils for the cost of putting these dogs in
a pound until the parliamentary committee report is
finished and there are changes introduced when the
moratorium ends on 30 September 2016.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I rise to support the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015 for three
reasons. Firstly, the bill implements an election
commitment by this government to impose a
moratorium on the destruction of restricted breed dogs
while a parliamentary committee inquiry is undertaken
into the effectiveness of the current legislative
arrangements. The committee will report to the
Parliament by 30 September this year and the
moratorium provided under the act will apply until
September 2016 so that there is sufficient time for the
inquiry’s findings to be considered and an appropriate
response provided.
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Secondly, I support the bill because it recognises the
difference between a dog that is deemed dangerous due
to its actions and a dog that may be destroyed despite
its not being involved in dangerous actions and simply
as a result of its being determined to be a restricted
breed. Currently the legislation provides for the
destruction of a dog that is determined to be a restricted
breed as well as the destruction of a dog that is deemed
to be dangerous, and it may be that in some
circumstances both of these criteria apply. The
legislation does not affect the provisions regarding the
destruction of dogs that are deemed to be dangerous; it
relates only to those circumstances where destruction is
currently permissible based on breed determination
alone. It has been noted by the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals executive manager of
animal services, Helen Cocks, that breed-specific law
does not and has not succeeded in reducing dog
bite-related injuries, wherever in the world it has been
enacted. Ms Cocks further noted that it is the deed that
matters, not the breed.
I do not accept that a dog owner’s failure to register a
restricted breed dog should result in destruction of that
dog. There are a number of reasons why registration
does not occur. Whilst I am not saying that those
reasons are good or correct, we have to acknowledge
that that is a reality. Just as not getting third-party motor
vehicle insurance may seem to be inconceivable —
why would anybody not take out third-party
insurance? — to the financially overstretched
household, where the paperwork is incomprehensible
and the so-called minor fees are an impost, animal
registration may be the expense that is foregone.
Equally there are very strict provisions regarding the
timing of registration when moving house and it is not
inconceivable that this deadline could be missed,
especially when the breed of the dog is not certain and
owners do not know that these time frames may apply
to them with such significant consequences.
Thirdly, I support the moratorium provided for in the
bill because as the owner of an American pit bull
terrier, or a Staffie-cross, depending on who you ask, I
know that the classification of registered breed dogs as
dangerous can be flawed. I was fortunate to have a
beautiful dog as a member of my family for many
years. She was fortunate to live a happy and
much-loved life through to old age. Her name was
Hera. She was without a doubt the best dog I have had
the pleasure of adopting. She was a treasured member
of our family and we were her pack. But I do not make
these comments in regard to pit bulls or restricted breed
dogs as an advocate for ownership of those dogs per se.
I knew when Hera joined our family that she would be
a very big and very strong dog, and if I was going to
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take on the responsibility of owning her, I needed to
make sure that the rules of the house were clear and that
the house was secure, as her behaviour was predictable
within her domain but beyond that was unknown.
What I did not expect was how easy training this dog
would be. I am not a dog trainer, but Hera was the best
behaved and most easily trained dog I have ever owned.
Having a young son, I knew his friends may be
intimidated by Hera’s size so one of her first lessons
was that if someone covered their face with their hands
or squealed and waved their hands in front of their face,
this became a command to sit. She would never eat
until directed to do so, would never take food from
people or beg for food, and I can honestly say that I
never felt threatened or scared by her or by how she
acted around others. She even slept with the cat. I know
that in her later years she enjoyed a happy life. She
spent hours by my sister-in-law’s swimming pool
watching all the kids and alerting the adults if the play
in the pool got too rough or noisy. She saw it as her job
to watch over everyone.
If I would force my son to dance with me and he
squealed in protest, as young sons do, she would jump
up on me and push me away from him, but this
probably had as much to do with my dancing as it did
her protective nature. She would not hurt me; she
would just let me know that I should back away
because the most vulnerable member of her pack
needed to be checked on. In fact it was more of a
challenge to restrict her desire to be like the human
family members. If we were sitting at the kitchen table,
she would pull out a chair and sit up to join in. There
was no point putting her outside because she would just
open the door to come in. And when it came to
bedtime, lifting the doona and telling my son to go to
bed was taken as a signal that she too should hop in and
put her head on the pillow and with innocent eyes ask,
‘What’s the hold-up? Fluff the doona and read to us’.
In light of my terrific experience with Hera, my earlier
comment that I am not an advocate for ownership of
restricted breed dogs may seem strange to some. But I
believe more has to be done in the space of responsible
ownership. First and foremost a dog’s behaviour and
their potential danger to others is determined by their
owner, and as a basic first principle, premises should
always be secure so dogs cannot get out — and that
means any dogs, be they terrified terriers during
fireworks or what I consider terrifying German
shepherds, Rottweilers or Dalmatians, none of which
are restricted breed dogs. It breaks my heart to think
that any dog could be destroyed simply because of their
breed.
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Fiona McDonald, a volunteer for Melbourne-based
charity, For Dogs Sake, was recently quoted in the local
newspaper as having said:
Breed-specific legislation gives people a false sense of
security and zero contribution to public safety.
…
Well-behaved, obedience-trained family pets have been
murdered because they look like a pit bull.

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

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

Mullum Mullum Creek Trail
Mr R. SMITH (Warrandyte) — I rise with a request
for funding from the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water so that the final stage of the Mullum
Mullum Creek Trail can be completed. This funding
will see the final 1.3-kilometre gap filled in what is a
42-kilometre off-road circuit of shared paths linking a
significant part of Manningham and connecting to the
Main Yarra and EastLink trails. The final section joins
Park Road to Heads Road and includes three bridges
and a number of boardwalks, which will complement
the beautiful natural surroundings.
The coalition government strongly supported
Manningham City Council’s vision for the Mullum
Mullum Creek Linear Park and contributed funding for
the already completed stages of the project. Last year I
had the pleasure of joining the then mayor, Jim
Grivokostopoulos, in opening the section of pathway
from Tindals Road to Park Road in Donvale.
Recognising the importance of encouraging riders to
get out in the fresh air, to enjoy healthy living and to
spend time with friends and family, the coalition
committed funding to complete this project in the
lead-up to the 2014 state election.
This is one of Manningham council’s priority projects,
and while council secured a significant portion of
funding from Sport and Recreation Victoria under the
coalition government, additional funding from Parks
Victoria is needed to make its plans a reality. With just
$300 000 in funding required and with a large majority
of the work completed, it is difficult to understand why
the Andrews government would turn its back on
Manningham riders and take away the already
committed funding for the final stage of this important
cycling network.
I take this opportunity to acknowledge the passionate
advocacy of the mayor, Paul McLeish, who has
strongly lobbied for this trail network to be completed.
He has been instrumental in pushing forward the most
recent works, and I have no doubt the minister will be
hearing from him directly on this issue. This is a great
project that promotes a healthy lifestyle and a
sustainable transport option. I urge the minister to get
behind these laudable ideals, to talk to Manningham
council about the great work that has already been done
and to ensure that the final piece is put into place.
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Sunbury municipality
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I rise to ask the Minister
for Local Government for an update on a very
important issue in my constituency. Members of the
house will be aware of the proposed separation of
Sunbury and Bulla from the City of Hume, as planned
by the Liberal government and scheduled for 1 July this
year.
Since being elected I have met and spoken with many
residents and heard a wide range of views from both
sides of this argument. It is clear to me that this issue is
causing great concern and division within our
community. During the 2014 campaign this issue
prompted many questions from locals who were unsure
of what the split would mean for them and their
families. Since the election I have received much
correspondence from residents asking about the
potential increase in rates, the effect on the delivery of
services and the potential asset division between Hume
and the proposed new council. These are questions the
Liberal government was neither willing nor able to
answer.
On Friday, 27 March, I joined the Minister for Local
Government in Sunbury to announce that the
government had acted to ensure the welfare of local
residents, a number of whom work for Hume City
Council. We acted so that residents would not be
disadvantaged by the upcoming separation, previously
scheduled to occur on 1 July. The minister advised the
community that the Victorian government would
extend the order in council by 12 months. This
important decision to extend the order was made by the
government to address the ongoing and unresolved
issues pertaining to services, staff and asset
management.
The Minister for Local Government was left with no
option but to delay the split, following advice from
Hume City Council that there are still too many
unresolved issues and that the time remaining is
insufficient to fix them. To assist with the number of
issues the former government left in its wake, the
Minister for Local Government has appointed as
transition auditors Frank Vincent, QC, and John
Watson, a respected Sunbury resident with over
40 years of municipal experience. It is expected that
these newly appointed transition auditors will work
with Hume City Council to oversee the proposed split
and work alongside the community to ensure the best
possible outcome for our hardworking residents.
Today I ask the minister for an update for my
community on the work of John Watson and Frank
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Vincent, an update that I am sure will be warmly
welcomed by residents.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Acting
Speaker, it is my understanding that during an
adjournment debate members have to ask for an action
of the minister, and an update is not constituted as an
action. I believe that has been the precedent in the past.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order! I
do not uphold the point of order. The member is asking
the Minister for Local Government for an update on a
council separation issue.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Thursday, 16 April 2015
The SPEAKER (Hon. Telmo Languiller) took the
chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:
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To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
The petition of the residents of the Sandringham electorate
draws the attention of the house to the strong community
support against proposed changes to bus routes 600, 922 and
923 by Transdev Melbourne.
1.

The 600 will be the only bus to service Black Rock and
Beaumaris and it will be the only service from
Sandringham to Westfield Shopping Centre.

To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:

2.

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Assembly that Premier
Daniel Andrews has failed to commit to providing additional
police numbers and subsequently, as Victoria’s population
grows, the number of police per capita goes backwards under
Labor every day.

Many students currently catch the 922 bus to schools in
Bayside and have to catch two different buses if the
proposed changes are made.

3.

For some senior/disabled constituents the Weatherall
Road service is the only means of public transport.

Police numbers

The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Assembly of Victoria calls on the Andrews Labor
government to commit to providing additional front-line
police numbers as a matter of priority.

By Mr BURGESS (Hastings) (64 signatures).

Regional and rural road funding
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria:
This petition of the residents of the district of Lowan draws
the attention of the house to strong community support for the
urgent need to increase investment in our state rural and
regional roads in western Victoria, noting:
1.

2.

3.

4.

failure to maintain road surfaces to a safe standard
presents an unnecessary and unacceptable danger to
local families, commercial drivers and other commuters
using our rural and regional roads;

The petitioners therefore call on the Minister for Public
Transport to maintain and improve the delivery of reliable
public transport services within the Sandringham electorate.

By Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham)
(352 signatures).
Tabled.
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Sandringham be considered next day
on motion of Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Hastings be considered next day on
motion of Mr BURGESS (Hastings).
Ordered that petition presented by honourable
member for Lowan be considered next day on
motion of Ms KEALY (Lowan).

families and businesses suffer financially when roads are
not maintained to a safe standard, through physical
damage to vehicles and decreased fuel efficiency due to
fluctuating speeds to avoid potholes and other road
damage;
disappointment that the Andrews Labor government
have dismantled the $160m country roads and bridges
program, which helped to keep rates down by
supporting local government to maintain priority local
roads in their community;
the Andrews Labor government forward estimates
indicate a cut to the VicRoads repairs and maintenance
budget of $375m per year, to a mere $125m per year for
the state, which is deemed insufficient for the roadworks
required.

The petitioners therefore call on the Andrews Labor
government to provide immediate and urgent funding for
rural and regional roads in western Victoria.

By Ms KEALY (Lowan) (715 signatures).

UNIVERSITY OF DIVINITY
Report 2014
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education), by leave,
presented report.
Tabled.

DOCUMENTS
Tabled by Clerk:
Bendigo Kangan Institute — Report 2014
Box Hill Institute — Report 2014
Centre for Adult Education — Report 2014
Chisholm Institute — Report 2014
Deakin University — Report 2014
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Driver Education Centre of Australia Ltd — Report 2014
Federation University Australia — Report 2014
Gordon Institute of TAFE — Report 2014
Goulburn Ovens Institute of TAFE — Report 2014 (two
documents)
Holmesglen Institute — Report 2014
La Trobe University — Report 2014
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College’s rowing program, its rowing coaches and the
school community as a whole.
The Melbourne Girls College rowing club began
20 years ago. The girls used borrowed boats and were
unable to train on the adjacent Yarra River at that time
due to lack of access, having instead to transport their
boats to Albert Park Lake. I congratulate Melbourne
Girls College on its outstanding sporting achievements
and the example it has set for public schools in Victoria.

Melbourne University — Report 2014 (two documents)

Anzac centenary
Monash University — Report 2014
RMIT University — Report 2014
South West Institute of TAFE — Report 2014
Sunraysia Institute of TAFE — Report 2014
Swinburne University of Technology — Report 2014
Victoria University — Report 2014
William Angliss Institute of TAFE — Report 2014
Wodonga Institute of TAFE — Report 2014.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I move:
That the house, at its rising, adjourns until Tuesday, 5 May
2015.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Melbourne Girls College
Mr WYNNE (Minister for Planning) — I rise to
inform the house of two wonderful sporting
achievements Melbourne Girls College, a public school
in my electorate, recorded recently. In March the
school’s division 1 senior coxed four rowing crew won
its event in the Head of the Schoolgirls Regatta on the
Barwon River. In doing so the school became the first
all-girls public school to win the top division in what is
the largest single-gender rowing regatta in the Southern
Hemisphere. Later in March Melbourne Girls College
sent its winning crew, along with two other crews, to
the Australian Open Schools Rowing Championships in
Sydney, the first time an Australian all-girls public
school has entered this national event. The girls in the
division crew equipped themselves magnificently and
won silver in the schoolgirls coxed four event. The
crew’s achievements are a credit to Melbourne Girls

Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — With Anzac Day
commemorations being held over coming days and on
25 April itself, I wish to bring to the attention of the
Parliament a very significant event being held at the
Caulfield RSL in my electorate. Every year the
Caulfield sub-branch, along with a New Zealand
sub-branch, holds a well-attended dawn service and
focuses on community activities for all ages. This year,
being the centenary of the landing at Gallipoli on
25 April 1915, the RSL has developed an exhibition at
the rear of its premises at 4 St Georges Road,
Elsternwick. In an area of 800 square metres the
exhibition recreates the Gallipoli battlefield from 1915,
with trenches, uniforms, replications of scenes and
simulated artillery.
Hundreds of sandbags are currently being installed in
the exhibition. The ‘Back to Gallipoli’ exhibition opens
on Monday, 20 April, and will run until 26 April. I
encourage all residents in my electorate and members
of Parliament to visit the exhibition and experience
firsthand what life was like for thousands of young
soldiers in Turkey in 1915. Open from 10.00 a.m. until
10.00 p.m., the exhibition was created by a professional
movie designer who has produced sets for numerous
international films and was part of the Gallipoli series
itself. On Anzac Day we will be having a march down
Glenhuntly Road for the very first time; the street will
be closed. This will be a great event, which we
encourage all to attend.

Wyndham Vale road incident
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I rise to express my
sincere gratitude to the people who rushed to assist the
family involved in the horrific road incident in
Wyndham Vale last Wednesday. I have expressed my
condolences already to the family; however, I would
like to reiterate today my deepest sympathies for the
loss of Bol, Anger and Madit. On behalf of the
community of Wyndham, I would like to thank the
CFA volunteers from the Wyndham Vale, Werribee
and Hoppers Crossing fire brigades, members of
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Victoria Police and the ambulance service, and
members of the local community who rushed to the aid
of the family at the time of the incident. No-one wants
this to happen in their community, but the courage and
strength shown by those who came to assist in the
rescue is truly commendable. I thank the emergency
staff at the Royal Children’s Hospital, the wider
Wyndham community and the local South Sudanese
community for coming together to help the family as
they grieve and come to terms with the incident.

Somerville police station
Mr BURGESS (Hastings) — I call on the Minister
for Police to put aside petty politics and do the right
thing by my community by opening the new Somerville
police station in the way intended when it was built by
the coalition government. The minister fell for a trap for
new ministers when he made comments to the Western
Port News without bothering to check his facts. The
minister accused the shadow Minister for Police,
Edward O’Donohue, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region in the Council, and me of misleading the
community when we accused the Andrews government
of playing politics with the Somerville police station by
refusing to provide sufficient police to man the counter.
The minister was apparently unaware that the former
Chief Commissioner of Police, Ken Lay, committed to
providing police numbers to operate the police station,
including sufficient police to open the customer counter
service to the public as planned.
Not only did the police commissioner make this
commitment to the previous police minister and me
directly but he confirmed that commitment on several
occasions publicly, including in front of more than
60 people at a meeting in Parliament House. Where the
minister’s problems really emanate from, and why he
has been forced into playing these political games, is
that during last year’s election campaign the coalition
committed to another 350 police to complement the
record 1900 police, 100 transit police and
950 protective services officers it put in place during
the last four years but Labor did not commit to
providing even one additional police officer for our
state. Therefore one should ask: what has changed since
Chief Commissioner Lay undertook to properly staff
Somerville? There has been a change of government to
a Labor Party which has provided our state’s first
socialist left Premier since Joan Kirner and which is
ideologically committed to being soft on crime and
anti-law enforcement.
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Indented Head Boat Club
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — On Saturday, 21 March,
together with local councillor Lindsay Ellis, I had the
absolute pleasure of awarding certificates of
achievement to 10 children with disabilities who had
just taken part in a fishing day organised by the
Indented Head Boat Club, working in partnership with
Gateways Support Services in Geelong. Not only were
the children introduced to boating and fishing — and
they all caught fish — but time was taken to view the
local seals. The event was an initiative of the club, with
members raising all the funds to cover the costs,
including a sausage sizzle, certificates for each of the
kids and a rod and reel to take home. I wholeheartedly
congratulate the Indented Head Boat Club, its secretary
Ray Allen and all its members for a fantastic idea and
day, one the children will never forget.

Rotary Club of Drysdale
Ms NEVILLE — On Easter Saturday I was once
again privileged to open the annual Rotary Club of
Drysdale’s Easter art show, now in its 39th year.
Having been to the show many times as the local
member I can confidently say it seems to get better
every year, and it is great that local schools participate
so enthusiastically, giving students the wonderful
experience of having their art displayed publicly. I am
very proud to be a sponsor of the youth art project.
Community participation has always been the hallmark
of the event, so I congratulate all those involved in
making the Easter art show another outstanding
success, from the Springvale Neighbourhood House to
Drysdale Rotary, and particularly Kay Beresford, who
is the president; Caroline Rickard, the chair of the art
show; Jill Shallis, who is the mentor of the students;
and all the resident artists. It was a great weekend. Well
done to all.

Wimmera cancer centre
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — I was pleased recently to
attend a funding announcement of $1 million from the
federal coalition government for the Wimmera cancer
centre to be located in Horsham. This project represents
a key investment in vital health infrastructure for the
region and will make an incredible difference to people
battling cancer in our local area. Through the significant
fundraising efforts of the Wimmera Health Care Group
Foundation an additional $1 million has been allocated
towards the project. In order for the project to proceed
all that is required is for the government to allocate
$1 million. I will be listening to the upcoming budget
with interest, and I hope the people and families
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battling cancer in our region are treated with the priority
and consideration that they deserve.

Hamilton District Skills Centre
Ms KEALY — In preparation for the upcoming
state budget I call on the government to support
recurrent funding for the Hamilton District Skills
Centre, so that it can continue to deliver vital trade
training for our local youth.

Lowan electorate schools
Ms KEALY — I note the pre-election commitment
of the previous Victorian coalition government to
provide over $1 million to deliver key educational
infrastructure projects across the Lowan electorate,
including Hamilton’s Baimbridge College, Dimboola
Memorial Secondary College and Warracknabeal
Special Development School. This infrastructure is vital
to support our future generations.

Regional and rural road funding
Ms KEALY — Today I tabled a petition of
715 signatures, collected in under 20 days, calling on
the Melbourne-based Labor government to urgently
reverse its decision to cut country road funding by
hundreds of millions dollars. I urge the Andrews Labor
government to think beyond the tram tracks, to match
the commitment of the previous coalition government
and to provide sufficient funding to keep our country
road users, including families and commercial
operators, safe.
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machinery, the restaurant and function spaces, the five
donkeys, the pressed olive oil and the wines all
showcase this family’s heritage. The book also
highlights the great appreciation felt for all those who
have assisted along Sam’s journey, including my
predecessor, Liz Beattie, and former Premier John
Brumby.
Congratulations to Sebastiano, his wife Lucia, and his
children and grandchildren. I am proud to know this
inspirational man and his beautiful family. If you want
to know where to find Sam at 75, just pop out to the
estate. He will be in the blue overalls working as hard
as ever.

Water policy
Mr KATOS (South Barwon) — The decision by the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
last week to sack all 19 water boards across the state
smacks of sheer political arrogance over good
governance. The decision to sack all 19 water boards is
an unprecedented decision by the minister for water.
This is nothing more than a desperate attempt to use the
white elephant Wonthaggi desalination plant, which has
been costing the Victorian taxpayer $1.8 million a day,
with not a drop of water used to date.

Sebastiano Pitruzzello

The minister has sacked all 19 water boards as a means
to appoint subservient directors who will bow to the
demands of the Andrews Labor government. This
decision gives me great concern for the customers of
Barwon Water. Up until now Barwon Water customers
have been protected from the additional costs of the
desalination plant, and I am now concerned that this
will change with the appointment of the new board.

Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — On 11 April I had the
pleasure of attending the launch of a second biography
honouring my constituent Sebastiano Pitruzzello, also
fondly known as Sam. The first, published in 2003, tells
the remarkable story of the man, his family and his
company — the migrant, the worker, the captain of
industry and Knight Commander of the Order of the
Italian Republic.

The community will not be aware that once Barwon
Water places an order for desalinated water its
customers will then be required to start paying towards
the cost of the desalination plant. Desalinated water is
at least 10 times dearer than dam water. Not only will
Barwon Water customers have to start paying for the
cost of the desalination plant; they will also be
burdened with the exorbitant cost of desalinated water.

Sam emigrated to Australia in 1963 and worked for
General Motors for 10 years before setting up the
Pantalica Cheese Company. Located in Thomastown,
Pantalica Cheese Company continues to enjoy great
success, and as a cheese lover I recommend not only
the delicious cheese range but also the amazing
yoghurts.

Last year under the coalition government we
announced the Fairer Water Bills initiative, which
would have seen a reduction on average of $80 a year
over the next four years for Barwon Water customers.
All this work is now going to be undone by the
Andrews government. I am concerned that the
communities at risk will pay additional costs on their
water bills that will put more pressure on the cost of
living. This is on top of the additional burden the

This second book continues the story of this incredible
man, including the establishment of the Pitruzzello
Estate in Sunbury. The olive grove, the Italian
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taxpayer has already suffered as a result of the
$1.8 million a day white elephant.

Australian-Turkish memorial sculpture
Ms SULEYMAN (St Albans) — As we approach
the Anzac centenary thousands of Australians will
make their way to Gallipoli to attend the
commemorative ceremonies to be held on 25 April. I
was very proud to have attended the unveiling and
official opening of the Australian-Turkish friendship
memorial, Seeds of Friendship, on Monday, 13 April,
together with the Premier and my colleagues the
Minister for Veterans and the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade, as well as the Turkish
Ambassador to Australia, Reha Keskintepe; the Consul
General of Turkey, Mehmet Kucuksakalli; and many
other honoured guests, together with the
Australian-Turkish community.
This sculpture, Seeds of Friendship, which is located at
Kings Domain near the Shrine of Remembrance,
represents the special friendship and bond between
Turkey and Victoria and is an enduring expression of
gratitude to both nations. I pay tribute to the fallen
heroes and their great sacrifice at Gallipoli. I thank all
those who have been involved in making this sculpture
a reality. The memorial will ensure that generations far
into the future have a place to honour and remember
not only the bravery and sacrifice but also the
reconciliation, mutual respect and genuine friendship
born between Victoria and Turkey.

Hazelwood and Anglesea power stations
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) — I raise the matter of
Australia’s dirtiest power stations at Hazelwood and
Anglesea. Hazelwood is Australia’s dirtiest power
station and the third most polluting power station in the
world. There is now surplus energy in the grid,
equivalent to five Hazelwoods, so why is it still
operating? If this government is serious about climate
change and leading on renewable energy, why is not
acting now to shut down Australia’s dirtiest power
station? If this government is serious about
investigating the 2014 coal mine fire, how can it ignore
the everyday health impacts of regular operations at
Hazelwood? If the government is serious about
standing up for workers, how can it risk leaving them
stranded without a plan when Hazelwood’s owners
switch off an unprofitable and degraded asset? The
government has a choice. It can leave the workers of
the Latrobe Valley and their families without jobs when
the company locks up and leaves, or it can lead now by
replacing Hazelwood and proactively developing a
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community-led transition plan that the Greens are
calling for.
Today at 12:30 p.m. a crowd will gather on the steps of
this building to show the government that Victorians
are serious about replacing Hazelwood and Anglesea. I
am here to tell the government that it should be serious
about it too. We are here to remind the government that
in 2010 Labor had a plan to phase out Hazelwood, and
it should stick to that promise. No government can
claim to have a credible climate change policy unless it
has a plan to phase out coal-fired power. The
government must prove that it means what it says about
climate change. Coal-fired power stations must go, and
Hazelwood and Anglesea must be the first to go.

Anzac centenary
Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — As we approach the
centenary of the landing of Australian and New
Zealand troops on the shores of Gallipoli, I reflect on
the sacrifice of generations of Australian servicemen
and women who have served their country in conflicts
and peacekeeping operations across the globe.
Whenever and wherever they have been summoned,
our military personnel have served with distinction. I
extend my thanks to all who have served and to their
families. You have given so much.

Caroline Springs RSL
Ms KAIROUZ — At this time I would like to
acknowledge and congratulate the tireless work of the
committee and members of the Caroline Springs RSL
sub-branch in both supporting those who have returned
from war and honouring the memory of those who did
not. I look forward to participating in the dawn service
on 25 April.

Orthodox Easter celebrations
Ms KAIROUZ — I take this opportunity to extend
my best wishes for the Easter period to members of the
Orthodox community in Australia and particularly in
my electorate.

Coptic Christians
Ms KAIROUZ — I also make special mention of
the Coptic Christian community in Victoria and around
the world who have suffered sectarian violence and
persecution over many years. I wish them peace and
love at Easter and always.
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Torus Games
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — Some people are
just quiet achievers. They toil tirelessly for years and
years, starting from scratch, letting their work do the
talking for them. One such man is Bill McIntosh of
Torus Games, a Scot who settled in Australia 30 years
ago with little more than a dream, a wife and three kids,
and $1500. Since then Bill has established Torus
Games, which has written and published game software
for huge international companies like DreamWorks,
Leapfrog and Warner Bros. But it is for its ongoing
partnership with Disney that I mention Torus today.
Earlier this month Bill and his wife Pam travelled to the
Children’s Book Fair in Bologna to receive the ultimate
accolade — the 2015 Disney Game Developer of the
Year Award. This award is given to just one company
each year, and the quiet achievers from Bayswater have
taken on the world and won! Congratulations to Bill,
Pam and Team Torus for your diligence and
professionalism and, with my shadow ministerial hat
on, for shining the light on Victorian game
development. We are all so proud of you.

Bayswater Football Club
Ms VICTORIA — It is a very elite group of
football clubs that can proudly say they have reached
the milestone of 1000 games, and it was fantastic to see
Bayswater Football Club join that group last Saturday.
The boys wore a specially designed match jumper,
bearing the names of every one of the 634 players who
have represented the Mighty Waters in the firsts. As the
icing on the cake, our boys had a convincing 25-point
win over East Burwood. Congratulations to all the
players, staff and volunteers who have been involved in
the last 1000 games. May there be thousands more.

Music Theatre International
Ms VICTORIA — Music Theatre International, the
world’s leading library of musicals, has today
announced it will open an office in Melbourne. This is
an acknowledgement of just how well Melbourne is
positioned as one of the great music theatre centres of
the world. We congratulate Sir Cameron Mackintosh.

Anzac centenary
Mr EREN (Minister for Veterans) — In the year
honouring the centenary of Anzac, we have heard
stories of bravery and sacrifice by men and women of
this nation. Assisted with a grant from our Anzac
Centenary Fund, the Community and Public Sector
Union has conducted a research project which details

Thursday, 16 April 2015

those public sector employees from all departments,
including teachers and police — over
6000 individuals — who enlisted. The Community and
Public Sector Union Victoria World War I
commemorative project has placed on the public record
once again the names of the men and women who,
having already served the state of Victoria in
peacetime, served their nation in a time of great trial
and suffering.
One such story is that of Captain Albert Jacka, VC.
Captain Jacka was the first Australian recipient of the
Victoria Cross in the World War I. Captain Jacka’s
citation in part reads:
Lance Corporal Jacka at once most gallantly attacked them
single-handed and killed the whole party, five by rifle fire and
two with the bayonet.

Having served in peacetime, Captain Jacka also served
with distinction on the front line. It came as no surprise
to me when I was informed that a descendant of
Captain Jacka continues serving the community in the
Victorian Public Service. It is these stories and the hard
work that goes into documenting them that enable us
today to commemorate and honour the sacrifice made
by our forefathers.

Kew Festival
Mr T. SMITH (Kew) — On Sunday, 22 March, at
the invitation of the Sisters of the Carmelite Monastery,
I attended the 38th annual ecumenical gathering, which
is traditionally the final event of the Kew Festival
schedule. The sisters once again proved to be
exceptional hosts. It was heartening to see so many
Kew residents of all faiths joining together in the
monastery’s stunning grounds to enjoy good fellowship
as well as some truly exceptional passionfruit sponge
cake, which is locally known as the sisters’ signature
dish.

Balwyn Football Club
Mr T. SMITH — I was proud to join my federal
parliamentary colleague Josh Frydenberg at the 2015
season launch of the Balwyn Football Club, the Balwyn
Tigers. The Balwyn Football Club is a great community
club. President Richard Wilson, the committee, the
players, the volunteers and the supporters continue to
put in an enormous amount of work to ensure the
team’s ongoing success. I am happy to report that the
seniors got off to a great start with a four goal win over
Norwood. I wish the club all the best for the upcoming
season and in its work building towards its centenary
season in 2016.
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Chandler Highway bridge
Mr T. SMITH — I recently received a response to
an adjournment debate matter I raised regarding
Labor’s broken promised to immediately duplicate the
Chandler Highway. The brief response mentioned that
‘VicRoads is undertaking planning and early design
work’ on the project, yet the response failed to mention
a start date for the works or a completion date. I remind
the house that on 16 June 2014 the Premier said that
there were ‘detailed plans sitting on the shelf at
VicRoads’ and that the project would start immediately
upon Labor coming to government. We are now almost
four months in, and this project is nowhere near
starting.

Greythorn Road, Balwyn North
Mr T. SMITH — The Greythorn Road shopping
strip is another issue of great concern to the Kew
electorate.

Reclaim Australia
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Multicultural Affairs) —
Victoria is a proudly multicultural and multifaith state,
and Victorians lead the nation in respect for difference
and in rejection of racism. Victoria enjoys proud
bipartisan support for multiculturalism, and just as a
former Minister for Multicultural Affairs, Nick
Kotsiras, spoke out against Geert Wilders when he
sought to divide the community, this government will
speak out against the Reclaim Australia group when it
seeks to divide the Victorian community.
On 4 April Reclaim Australia rallies took place across
the nation. Reclaim Australia’s campaign is fuelled by
ignorance and misinformation. The claims that the
Victorian halal certification process funds terrorism are
dangerous and lack any credible evidence. The federal
Minister for Agriculture, Barnaby Joyce, has warned
that Australian companies, particularly meat producers,
as well as consumers will suffer if pressure to drop
halal certification continues. Sadly Reclaim Australia
has associated itself with extremists like Danny Nalliah,
who linked the Black Saturday bushfires with
Victoria’s abortion laws.
I welcome the condemnation of the Reclaim Australia
rallies by the Jewish Community Council of Victoria.
Victorian Muslims have and will continue to play a
fulfilling role in our multicultural society, and we will
stand with them. They should not be collectively
punished for the actions of a very small minority. As a
government, as a Parliament and as individuals, we
must remain vigilant in challenging any organisation
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whose purpose is to divide. Racial or religious-based
attacks will not be tolerated in Victoria.

Yom Hashoah
Mr SCOTT — Today is Yom Hashoah, and we
remember the 6 million Jews and others who were
murdered during World War II. As well as the murder
of 6 million Jews, there were others, including
Gypsies — —
The SPEAKER — Time!

Sale Specialist School
Mr D. O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) — I rise to
congratulate the Sale community, and particularly the
Sale Specialist School community, on its excellent
campaign for funding to complete a new school. The
school has seen a significant increase in enrolments
over the years and has expanded where it can, to the
point where it is now spread across three campuses.
This is naturally a headache for staff, students and
parents.
The new school parent action group has been running a
community campaign for the last two years to get a new
school built. The former coalition government, under
the leadership of my predecessor and the member for
Gippsland East, purchased a new greenfield site for the
school on the outskirts of Sale and allocated $4 million
in the 2014–15 budget for planning and stage 1 of
construction. We also committed a further $15 million
during the election campaign to ensure that the new
school would be completed. The community campaign
gathered steam post the election to ensure that the new
government finishes the project, culminating in a
petition with 5350 signatures being tabled by the
member for Gippsland East earlier this year.
The Minister for Education has now confirmed that he
will be visiting the school next week. I can assure him
he will be welcomed with open arms, but only if he is
bringing a cheque. I know the minister is well appraised
of this project and appreciates its importance. I
congratulate the minister for making the effort to come
and have a look at the school, but I hope he is coming
to make an announcement. The special needs children
of Sale and district desperately need the government’s
support. They cannot afford to have a half-finished
school building or to have their school end up spread
across four campuses. I look forward to the minister’s
visit next week, but most particularly I look forward to
the necessary funding being provided.
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Country Fire Authority Fiskville facility
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — Despite the focus
on trying to remediate contamination at the Country
Fire Authority’s (CFA) Fiskville training facility over
the past few years, recent test results show that there are
still serious health and safety issues at this site. This has
led the CFA board to act upon its obligation to provide
and maintain a working environment for employees
that is safe and without risks to health, with the
announcement of the permanent closure of Fiskville
being made on 26 March. I visited Fiskville before the
closure, as did the Minister for Emergency Services, the
CEO of the CFA and many other senior CFA
personnel. We also attended the Ballan fire station to
talk to staff from Fiskville and concerned community
members who are distressed about this decision.
While the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee and the CFA will continue to undertake
work in relation to the contamination and its effects on
people who have spent time at Fiskville, I am
concerned to see that Fiskville staff are supported
through the weeks and months ahead and that the
surrounding community is also supported to address the
social and economic impacts of the closure. This
includes ensuring that CFA career and volunteer
firefighters can continue to get the training they need
and that this can be provided in our region. I will
continue to work with the Minister for Emergency
Services, emergency management commissioner Craig
Lapsley, CFA management, Moorabool Shire Council
and ministers and government departmental staff to
ensure that those affected by the closure know they will
be fully supported over the months to come.

Towaninnie Cemetery Trust
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Congratulations to the
Towaninnie Cemetery Trust for its commemoration of
World War I soldiers interned at the cemetery. In this
year of Anzac commemoration I would like to thank
the cemetery trust, the Wycheproof Lions Club and
Cr Ellen White and her family for their efforts. The
community’s dedication is amazing. Despite the fact
there has not been an internment at the site since 1988,
this cemetery is still cared for in this remote but
beautiful corner of Victoria.

Easter trading
Mr CRISP — Mildura was alive and buzzing
during Easter, with most businesses doing a brisk trade.
However, once the visitors had left and the tallying up
was done the profits for Easter were down due to the
higher wage costs incurred with the declaration of
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Easter Sunday as a public holiday. This has caused
Mildura businesses considerable angst as they look to
the next Andrews Labor government public holiday on
grand final eve. Being a Friday, many businesses will
feel they should open, but they will trade at a loss
because the holiday will not bring extra business to the
Mildura CBD.

Country Fire Authority Red Cliffs brigade
Mr CRISP — I was delighted to visit the Red Cliffs
Country Fire Authority brigade on Good Friday as
volunteers collected from the streets, riverside camps
and anywhere else people gathered to support
Jacaranda Village, which provides aged-care services to
Red Cliffs.

Mildura City
Mr CRISP — I was saddened to hear of the
resignation of the board of Mildura City. The board has
passionately supported the Mildura city CBD, as
evidenced by the Easter Show and Shine when
21 000 people flooded the Mildura CBD. With the
board’s resignation, Mildura Rural City Council has big
shoes to fill. Without a vibrant CBD — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member’s time has
expired.

Alan Sanders
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing) — Today I would like to pay tribute to a
wonderful public housing resident and community
leader, Alan Sanders, who unfortunately passed away
in March. Alan was the winner of the 2013 Frances
Penington Award for public tenants, which recognises a
public or community housing tenant who has made an
outstanding voluntary contribution to their community.
Alan was a resident of the Carlton public housing estate
and was actively involved in supporting and
empowering other public housing residents. He
encouraged public housing tenants to participate in their
community and to have a say about issues affecting
them on their estates and in their communities. He was
a member of the Carlton Redevelopment Community
Liaison Committee, the Redevelopment Tenant
Network, the Carlton Safety Group and Carlton
Neighbourhood Watch. He worked with Victoria Police
and the Metropolitan Fire Brigade to enhance safety at
the estate, developing the safety action plan and
undertaking regular safety inspections.
Alan’s passion for enhancing life in public housing will
be missed by his fellow tenants, by the staff at the local
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Department of Health and Human Services office and
by his many friends in the Carlton community. Our
thoughts are with his family, especially his sister Lyn
Harbottle and friend Brenda Connor, in their time of
loss. Vale Alan Sanders. His life and contribution will
endure well into the future.

Healthy Together Knox
Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — On behalf of
Tyner Road Occasional Care Centre, located in
Wantirna South, I ask the Minister for Health to support
the continuation of the Healthy Together Knox program
by ensuring ongoing funding is allocated in the
upcoming state budget. This program, implemented by
the former government, has provided many Knox
businesses, community groups, educators, childcare
centres and preschool organisations with information,
training and assistance to implement programs to
benefit the Knox community. Encouraging our children
to eat healthy food and increase their physical activity is
so important, and I trust that this program will continue.

Ferntree Gully electorate youth council
Mr WAKELING — My annual youth council
forum always presents many interesting points of
discussion raised by our local student leaders. Our first
meeting for 2015 was no exception, and I thank the
student leaders from St Joseph’s College, Ferntree
Gully, Waverley Christian College, Fairhills High
School and Wantirna College, who joined me for an
interesting round table discussion.

Regency Park Primary School
Mr WAKELING — I congratulate school principal
Ms Carolyn Drinkwater and the staff and students of
Regency Park Primary School, who recently produced
a Wild, Wild West concert. It was full of fabulous
costumes and great singing. I was honoured to attend
this event as a very special guest.

St Joseph’s College, Ferntree Gully
Mr WAKELING — I congratulate St Joseph’s
College principal John Fazzino, staff and students on
their recent celebration of 50 wonderful years in
Ferntree Gully. The college has a well-deserved
reputation of providing a wonderful learning
environment for our local boys.

Knox Junior Football Club
Mr WAKELING — I was honoured recently to
have the opportunity to present jumpers to the 2015
Knox Junior Football Club team members. I wish all
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the players a great season and congratulate club
president Ash Heppell and the club committee on their
continued work in providing such a great club for our
local youth.

Brentwood Park Primary School
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — Brentwood
Park Primary School is an outstanding local school that
has recently started teaching Chinese language classes.
Students have had the opportunity to learn not only the
language but also about China’s fascinating history and
culture. As part of this program, Brentwood Park
Primary School has established a sister-school
relationship with Yangzhong experimental primary
school in China. Yangzhong’s principal, its
English-language teacher and nine students visited
Brentwood Park Primary School earlier this year. They
spent a number of days at the school and stayed with
local families. I was thrilled to hear from the school’s
new student leaders about what a fantastic time they all
had together. This is a great investment in the future of
our students and country. Such was the success of the
visit that even the Age ran an article about it. I know
that students and indeed staff would love to visit their
sister school in China. I will be asking the minister’s
advice on what may be available to assist Brentwood
Park Primary School to organise a trip to its sister
school in China.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT BILL
2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 April; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Ms STALEY (Ripon) — I am pleased to resume my
contribution on the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill
2015. Last night I talked about one of the problems
with this bill, which is that it requires councils to hold
restricted breed dogs for up to 14 months. I note that
when the legislation was last amended, in 2013, the
member for Narre Warren South made some comments
on this issue. She said that she knew that local councils
had to bear the brunt of not only costs and resourcing
but also the emotional turmoil of having to deal with
the current legislation. This was part of her contribution
in supporting the amendments made in 2013, which
reduced by 14 days the period a dog needed to be kept
by a municipality. The member quite rightly said:
One of the things we need to do as a community, as a
government and as local councils is to make sure that the
people who work in local councils get adequate resources …

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT BILL 2015
1066

ASSEMBLY

I note that the bill currently before the house does not in
any way address the issue of resourcing councils for
holding these dogs for what would be, under this
legislation, extended periods. There are rural councils in
my electorate, and they are very restricted in their
capacity to provide resources for things like this. In fact
they strongly believe that the current government does
not understand their needs, both because of policies like
this but also because the government aims to end the
country roads and bridges program and put a cap on
rates. These are things that make our rural councils
unsustainable. Putting additional costs and
requirements onto councils is not the way we should be
going. I suggest that at a bare minimum the government
needs to come up with a way to deal with the
resourcing issue for local governments.
On that point, I will talk a bit more about the problems
for local governments not just with this bill but with
pounds and dogs generally. The kinds of regulations we
now impose on local councils has resulted in at least
one of my local councils totally closing down its pound.
If a restricted dog breed is found in that municipality,
there is nowhere for that dog to be held. That just
means councils will not enforce this law and we will be
put back in a situation where we have dangerous dogs
in the community, dogs whose breeds have been shown
to be more dangerous than others just by the nature of
their physiology.
It is fine that the government wants to have an inquiry
into this issue, and that is something it has advocated
for some time, but I do not see why it needs to impose a
moratorium and put the onus back on to councils over
this period. The government could have had the inquiry
and continued to have the law operating as it was
before and kept the community safe, rather than going
down the riskier path of introducing a moratorium on
the destruction of these dogs. By definition that is a
riskier path, and I do not think that has been well
thought out. It is fine to have the inquiry and get some
more science behind it, but the path the government is
taking in putting the onus back on to councils is not the
right path.
Mr J. BULL (Sunbury) — I rise with great pleasure
to speak on the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill
2015. I do so as somebody who has owned a number of
dogs over the last 30 years, and all of those dogs
brought a great deal of love to our family and friends.
Dogs can be amazing companions. We have all heard
the expression ‘a dog is a man’s best friend’; in today’s
world that should read ‘a dog is a person’s best friend’.
One friend said that if you want a friend in politics, you
should get a dog. I am not sure I agree with that
sentiment as I have a great many friends in this place.
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The former member for Macedon is a great lover of
dogs, and we often saw her dogs roaming around the
chook house and the Parliament.
This bill addresses a very important issue for many
people within the Victorian community. I have been
approached on several occasions at community events
within my electorate by passionate and caring
Victorians who are responsible dog owners and have a
great deal of love for their family pets. One person in
particular is Brea Chapman. She is a passionate and
responsible dog owner who has been a champion of this
issue in my electorate. I first met Brea at the 2014
SunFest Festival in Sunbury and she passed on her
views on the current legal framework. At the time I
knew very little about restricted breed legislation, but
Brea filled me in on many of the problems with the
legislation and raised with me the Calgary model
currently used in Canada. I asked Brea to write to me
and provide more detail on the model and outline why
she believes the current framework in Victoria is not
working.
To quote Brea:
Although named to refer to specific breeds, in reality the
breed of a dog is irrelevant, DNA evidence is irrelevant, a
dogs temperament is irrelevant: their nature, behaviour,
obedience level, all irrelevant. Even assistance dogs have
fallen prey to this legislation. Under the current legislation;
loving family pets who have never hurt anyone, never been at
large, live with children and other pets, have been torn away
from their families and destroyed.

She goes on to say that a dog’s nature, just like its breed
and DNA, are completely irrelevant under existing
framework and that the only thing that matters under
current legislation is how the dog is shaped. We
discussed this further at length. She went on to note, in
her view, that:
Breed specific legislation has failed globally and is failing
Victoria. Our communities deserve safety and harmony and
the only way to achieve that is to target the irresponsible dog
owner and not the dog.

It is clear from Brea’s comments that she believes the
current framework is not working, and it is my view
that this bill is a sensible move. Those who have felt the
effects of our current framework around restricted
breed dogs have advocated strongly for the review and
this will address the process and aim for a balanced and
fair outcome. I am hopeful that the joint committee to
be formed under this legislation will endeavour to do
that.
The government’s intention with this bill is clear. The
purpose of the bill is to impose a moratorium on the
destruction of restricted breed dogs only in cases where
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the Domestic Animals Act 1994 provides for a dog to
be destroyed solely because of its status as a restricted
breed. We know that the government intends to put this
moratorium in place, with the commencement of the
legislation on 30 September, which will provide
sufficient time for the joint committee to report back to
Parliament. The inquiry will investigate the current
arrangements, benefits and challenges of legislative
provisions for restricted breed dogs in Victoria, with a
final report by 30 September this year.
Without question, safety for our community, our friends
and our loved ones is paramount, and we should never
compromise on community safety. However, this
legislation is around getting a balance, and I note the
contributions from both sides of the house. It is worth
giving more consideration to the costs incurred by the
local government authorities in relation to this issue.
The moratorium will not protect restricted breed dogs
from destruction where other destruction powers are
provided, such as when a dog has attacked, when a dog
has attacked livestock or when a dog needs to be
destroyed on health grounds or for health reasons.
The inquiry into current arrangements, benefits and
challenges of legislative provisions for restricted breed
dogs in Victoria will be conducted by the committee,
and the committee will endeavour to draw on research
findings and contributions from stakeholders such as
the RSPCA, the Australian Veterinary Association and
other dog owning groups and dog experts currently in
the field, and that is what we need in this space. We
need the experts to have a look at the issue and, as I
have indicated, that is confirmed by the accurate
contributions from both sides of the house. The inquiry,
as noted, will seek to comment and to take submissions
widely, while listening to experts in our community. To
quote the Minister for Agriculture:
There are dangerous dogs still in the community and other
dogs being put down that are known to be safe.

The arbitrary confiscation and destruction of dogs can
leave individuals distraught and can result, as we know,
in lengthy legal battles. Councils are then required to
take up the fight, costing families and ratepayers
thousands of dollars. This bill ensures that no dog will
be destroyed due solely to its restricted breed status
until the important work of the committee is complete
and the review released. Legislation will then be
determined based on the findings of the committee. It is
important we get this right and that it is done in a fair
and just manner. I found the contribution to the debate
on this bill from the member for Yuroke last night very
touching. I know of her passion for dogs, and I share
that passion.
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Community safety is critical, and this government will
never put families at risk of attack. But we recognise
that calling a dog dangerous does not necessarily make
it so. We need a system in place that identifies
aggressive and dangerous dogs that are a real risk and
keeps much-loved family pets at home where they
belong. The inquiry will look at the current framework
and arrangements under the existing legislation. I am
certainly looking forward to the findings of the
committee. I am sure that all members would agree
there is a great deal of work to be done in this area. I
also look forward to discussing it with my community,
in particular Brea, who is incredibly passionate about
this issue. I will be making contact with her to discuss
the findings of the committee, and I will endeavour to
have her write to me again in greater detail. With that I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) — I rise to speak on the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015. Taking this
bill at face value, it places a one-year moratorium on
the destruction of restricted breed dogs whilst a
parliamentary inquiry into restricted breed legislation
takes place. In previous debates regarding this
matter — on previous bills and motions — the Greens
have supported a review of how we can best prevent
dog attacks. It is on that basis that we will be supporting
this bill.
Our particular concern has centred on the ability of
local government to implement legislation. There have
been a number of Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal (VCAT) and court cases regarding the
implementation of legislation — some, I note, at great
cost to councils. One I think cost Monash City Council
around $200 000. Many of these issues stem from the
interpretation of the standards for identifying restricted
dog breeds. The Greens raised concerns about these
standards in debate around both the Domestic Animals
Amendment (Dangerous Dogs) Bill 2010 and the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2013.
Ms Pennicuik, a member for Southern Metropolitan
Region in the Council and the animal welfare
spokesperson for the Greens, said in regard to the 2010
bill:
One of the main purposes of the bill is to provide that the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal … may review
declarations of restricted breed dogs.
The bill also abolishes review panels. I am not quite sure why
the review panels need to be abolished or whether they are
not serving their purpose effectively. I have not heard any
evidence of that. I am not quite sure why this measure is
being taken in the bill and also I am not quite sure that VCAT
will provide an expeditious or satisfactory process for people
appearing before it, because very often it does not.
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We are now seeing these concerns played out in many
VCAT appeals and court cases at the expense of
councils. It is the preference of the Greens that we have
a wideranging inquiry that looks at not just specific
breed legislation but the whole regime that is in place to
prevent dangerous dog attacks. These attacks result in
around 1500 hospital admissions and 5000 hospital
presentations per year, and we know the primary
victims of these attacks are children.
I prefaced my comments by saying the Greens will take
the bill on face value, but we cannot ignore the fact that
this bill is being brought forward in an environment
where a number of organisations, such as the RSPCA
and the Australian Veterinary Association, and other
individuals and campaigners are opposed to any form
of breed-specific legislation. I put it on the record that
the Greens do support breed-specific legislation, as we
have in the past, as a way of preventing dog attacks.
If we look at the coroner’s report into the tragic death of
a young child, Ayen Chol, recommendations from
which were implemented in the Domestic Animals
Amendment Bill 2013, it makes a compelling case for
breed-specific legislation. I will read out some passages
from this report. It quotes Dr Jane Dunnett, one of the
expert witnesses, as stating:
Traditionally pit bulls were bred to be aggressive; they were
bred to be intimidating; they were used as status symbols for
want of a better term; they were used extensively and they
still are for dogfighting, so the characteristics that those
people would like are large, powerful dogs, strong jaws and a
tendency to become aggressive very quickly and to become
consistently aggressive and not back down.

The report goes on to state:
Her evidence as to temperament was that whilst she was wary
of all dogs she treated, she was particularly wary of pit bull
terriers because the dogs are exceptionally powerful. They
will also become aggressive rapidly and without warning and
that is a common characteristic of the breed.

A common argument against breed-specific legislation
is that it is the deed, not the breed, but we know that
quite often the deed is the injury or death of a child.
That is really what we need to be focusing on when we
are looking at these laws. Children are the primary
victims of dog attacks and are at far greater risk from
them. Any laws, regulations or other initiatives that
come out of this review need to be centred on how we
can best protect children from dog attacks. That is how
the Greens will respond to any changes that come out
of this review. Rather than watering down the current
regime, we will be asking how we can best protect
children in the community from dog attacks. The
Greens will be supporting the bill.
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Mr PEARSON (Essendon) — As has been
previously outlined, the bill before us amends the
Domestic Animals Act 1994 in order to impose a
moratorium on the destruction of restricted breed dogs
(RBDs) in certain circumstances and for the purposes
of the proposed inquiry into the current arrangements,
benefits and challenges of legislative provisions for
RBDs in Victoria by a joint investigatory committee of
the Parliament under section 33(1) of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003.
As I have said on previous occasions, it is important
that legislation reflects the environment that we are
living in. The thing I have learnt about public policy
over the journey is that there is no silver bullet;
invariably it is an iterative process of trial and error and
refinement in order to get it right. I note that in the
contribution of the Leader of The Nationals yesterday
he mentioned that the Domestic Animals Act 1994 is
one of the most heavily amended pieces of legislation
on the statute book. That reflects the fact that we are
living in a changing environment, so there has been the
desire and interest to make those reforms.
The previous Greens speaker, who has left the chamber,
mentioned the importance of protecting children. As a
parent of young children, I know this is something
parents feel particularly anxious about. I remember a
few years ago — at that stage I only had three children,
and now I have five — I took the three kids to the park,
and we came back via a right of way. A neighbour was
working in their backyard with their back gate open. A
dog came rushing out and went to attack my eldest
child. In that instance the dog was not a restricted breed
dog, but it was a fairly exuberant animal. The fault was
with the owner, who should have had the dog properly
restrained but did not.
When members are looking at this sort of legislation,
we need to consider also the role that owners play and
to try to encourage responsible pet ownership. In my
inaugural speech I talked about the most effective
public policies and said that they are those that
empower individuals to make the right choices.
Empowering the individual to make sure that they
behave properly, responsibly and appropriately is the
most effective tool of public policy. I cited then the
great work that was commissioned by the Cain
government in the establishment of the Transport
Accident Commission as a way of trying to make sure
that people behave appropriately.
Since I was elected as the member for Essendon, I have
also had the privilege of getting to know and learn a
little bit more about some of the great animal advocates
in our community. One of the earlier events I went to
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was a candlelight vigil at the Lost Dogs Home
organised by Kae Norman from Rescued With Love. It
was held to express the concern of animal welfare
activists about the high rate of euthanasia that was
being undertaken at the Lost Dogs Home.
The vigil was held in the seat of Melbourne, and I was
the only state parliamentarian present; the minister in
the other place was unable to make it. It became
apparent that there was a widespread feeling among
those present that animals be treated properly and well.
The people present were from an extraordinarily broad
cross-section. There were single people who lived on
their own and relied on their companion animal, there
were older people, and there was a very large GLBTI
contingent present as well. I found quite instructive the
fact that there is a lot of concern out in the community
about the way that animals are treated.
In preparing to speak on this bill today I spoke with
Kae Norman from Rescued With Love, just to seek her
views on some of these issues. Her view and that of
Rescued With Love is that any animal that is aggressive
and attacks humans has no place in society. Their
concern about breed-specific legislation is whether it is
an effective tool in reducing the number of dog attacks
in the community. Over the past 25 years breed-specific
legislation has been rolled out progressively across
many jurisdictions around the world but now some of
those jurisdictions are revisiting that legislation. They
are starting to consider whether the legislation works as
an effective tool of public policy.
The view of Kae and Rescued With Love is that we
must consider how we know that a pit bull is worse
than a Rottweiler or a Doberman or a German
shepherd. Over the course of time all have been
aggressive animals that have been used for a purpose.
When I was growing up in the 1970s a German
shepherd was a very frightening dog. By the time the
television series Magnum P.I. came out in the early
1980s it was probably more the Doberman that was the
most frightening dog. It is almost as if in every decade
we become fixated upon a particular breed and it
becomes the poster child, for want of a better term, of
aggressive animals.
Another interesting thing is that there is no DNA test
that can be performed to determine whether a dog is a
pit bull. It is not as if someone can say, ‘Right. That is
clearly a pit bull. We can determine beyond any
reasonable doubt that that is a pit bull. Therefore it
breaches the legislation and it must be destroyed’.
There is an inherent risk that dogs are being killed on
their looks alone, even if they are not a proscribed
breed. That is why it is important to have the

1069

moratorium provided for by the bill. We need a
parliamentary committee to do its work through an
inquiry. We need to go out into the community and talk
to people like members of Rescued With Love, who
have a lot of experience and have a great interest in and
are passionate defenders of animal welfare. We need to
talk to local councils, because invariably local councils
are at the coalface and are dealing with this matter. We
need to talk to the practitioners in the field.
In developing the legislation that will be presented to
the Parliament we need to make sure that it reflects the
times we live in. Many of us have young children, and
we need to make sure that the legislation protects all
young children. As I said earlier, nothing frightens you
more as a parent when you are out and about with your
young children than when you see a dog off the leash
and running around. You just do not know. Some of
those animals might be perfectly fine. They might be
just exuberant and bounding, running around and
having a great time, which is good, but you just do not
know. As a parent, you find it really frightening.
I note the comments made yesterday by the Leader of
The Nationals about the sorts of wounds that can be
inflicted in dog attacks and the impact they have on
young children. I think the Leader of The Nationals
referred to the fact that he had visited the Royal
Children’s Hospital and had spoken with doctors about
the sorts of wounds that dog attacks cause. They lead to
very nasty wounds, which is a grave concern for
children.
As part of this work we also need to consider
encouraging responsible dog ownership. People need to
be held accountable for their conduct and behaviour.
They need to be encouraged to behave appropriately
and responsibly. In the broader context we need to
consider also what penalties are in place for people who
purchase a breed and turn that breed into a fighting
machine for some other purpose, because that is clearly
a problem. That should be where public policy focuses
its efforts. It should address that matter rather than
having people say, ‘This dog doesn’t look like it’s a
nice dog. We can’t be sure that it fits the DNA profile
of a restricted breed; therefore we’ll just consider
euthanising the animal’. We need to be very careful in
our consideration of this.
A great thing about legislation is that we as legislators
have the power and responsibility to tinker and work
with and refine legislation. Good public policy is
iterative. It is a product of the work of many hands and
minds, of people working together constructively,
proactively and collaboratively to make sure that we get
the best public policy outcome. We need to recognise
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the fact that further changes will need to be made.
There is nothing wrong with that. It is easy to say, ‘It’s
perfect. Let’s never touch it again’. We need to
recognise the fact that legislation must move with the
times and that this is an endless process that we need to
go through to make sure that we end up with the best
public policy outcome that reflects the broad needs and
aspirations of the community. I commend the bill to the
house.
Ms KEALY (Lowan) — It is an honour to stand in
the house today to speak on the Domestic Animals
Amendment Bill 2015 on behalf of The Nationals. We
will not be opposing the passage of this bill.
I will briefly outline the bill. The government is
proposing to put in place a moratorium on the
destruction of registered breed dogs while an inquiry
into the current arrangements and the benefits and
challenges of the legislative provisions for restricted
breed dogs in Victoria is conducted by a joint
investigative committee. The purpose of the bill is to
impose a moratorium on the destruction of registered
breed dogs only in cases where the Domestic Animals
Act 1994 provides for a dog to be destroyed solely
because of its status as a restricted breed dog. By way
of overview, a restricted breed dog is an American pit
bull terrier, a perro de presa Canario, a dogo Argentino,
a Japanese tosa or a fila Brasileiro. Given my
pronunciation, I probably should not have listed the
breeds!
If we talk about the overall purpose of the principal act,
it is really about protecting people, particularly
children. I recall that when I was quite young my
younger brother, Sam, and I were over at a neighbours’
house. They had an aggressive dog, and I distinctly
recall being terrified and trying to run away. My brother
would have only been about three at the time. The fear
of having that dog come at us is memorable. It actually
bit my brother’s leg, because I was older and quicker
than him. It was quite terrifying. When you look at the
terms of the act and what the legislation is set up to do,
we see that it is designed to ensure that we protect our
people and our children from dog attacks.
We have seen horrific stories in the news of people who
have lost parts of their faces, and we have seen stories
about attacks on other dogs where the dogs have lost
their lives. We have dogs in our community that we
need to manage in some way. It is a sensitive topic
because we all love dogs. I have had a wonderful dog,
Charlie. He was adopted when I was up in Darwin. He
was a rescue dog who had clearly been abused. Charlie
was fantastic for us, and there is certainly a place for
animal adoption, but we never want to see animals
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attacking our children. Whatever we can do to protect
our people, I think we need to do.
Currently it is an offence to breed a restricted breed
dog, whether that is deliberately or by recklessly
allowing the breeding. It does not matter whether both
dogs are restricted breeds. Authorised officers from
local councils have the power to declare that a dog is a
restricted breed at this point in time. If we look to the
guidelines that are given to local councils on how they
should manage any restricted breed dogs they discover,
we see that they cannot currently register those dogs
and the dogs must be destroyed.
Implementation of this moratorium would leave
councils in a difficult position because they cannot
register these dogs and they will not be able to destroy
them. If any restricted breed dogs are found in the
coming months, they are going to have to be kept in a
pound or rescue home for up to 18 months until the
joint investigative committee delivers its findings.
When we consider these animals and pets, that is not a
good outcome for those animals. Secondly, we have the
cost burden that will be put on local government in
having to manage that.
I do not think there has been any information —
perhaps the minister will provide further information —
about how the government will support councils, but
what is going to happen in this in-between period when
this moratorium is in place and the councils cannot do
anything to manage these animals? If you cannot
register them and you cannot destroy them, they are just
going to be kept in pounds and left to rot, which is a
cause for great concern. Of course there is also a
disincentive out there for councils to actively seek out
these restricted breed dogs.
Often you see councils make an effort to try to
implement any requirements imposed upon them and
ensure that there are no restricted breed dogs in order to
protect our children in particular. However, there is not
going to be any reason for them to do that if they are
sjust going to be lumped with the cost burden of
managing animals for an extended period of time until
the findings of this inquiry are delivered, and possibly
beyond that depending on what action is taken with the
legislation at that point in time.
When we look at what has happened with the Andrews
government though we see that this is consistent with
its utter contempt for local government when it comes
to providing sufficient costs to help it operate, do
business and uphold legislation. This is just another
cost burden. We have seen the $160 million cut to the
country roads and bridges program. This funding
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program was fantastic in delivering money for local
roads to councils so they could keep up with any road
maintenance that was required. They could use local
staff, so this created local jobs. This is just another cut
that is not helping local government. Particularly in my
area, local government is really struggling to remain
viable. There have been findings that a lot of the
councils in my area are not viable. This is really going
to hurt councils in my area most of all.
We have also seen the Andrews government cut the
$100 million Putting Locals First Fund and
$100 million has been cut from the Local Government
Infrastructure Fund. This is putting great cost burdens
on council. The government is not managing to support
our local councils. This is another example of way the
government snot looking outside of the current
requirements and what local government can deliver.
When we look at local government and how it is
supported in rural areas, I think it is important that we
invest in this area. We should look at retaining local
jobs and keeping local economies going.
I do not think members on the other side of the chamber
really understand what that is all about. I think they
should get out there and start talking to people, then
they might understand a bit more. I made the effort to
speak to a local group, Horsham Paws, which does a
fantastic job. It is a community-based association that
works in partnership with Horsham Rural City Council.
It is a volunteer organisation consisting of a committee
of 10 people. It has a good membership base, and it
does not get any funding from the government.
It relies just on membership fees. It has fantastic
fundraising activities. It also runs a shop, which is great
because it raises all the money itself. It has a very
strong adoption program for animals and a very strong
foster care program as well. Groups like this are
looking to care for the animals out there that are
neglected, that are given up for adoption and that are, as
in the case of the dog I adopted, abused and given up to
be euthanased. They do a fantastic job locally. We hear
amazing stories so many times from families who have
gone down the path of adopting a pet rather than buying
one from a pet shop, and it is something I can certainly
recommend firsthand.
Horsham Paws does an enormous amount of
community work, and it is impressive that these
volunteer organisations are working in the community,
following their passion and saving the government
money by delivering a great program and fantastic pets
for families. I commend the work of the people at
Horsham Paws, and I look forward to catching up with
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them soon and having a look through their pound
facilities.
The bill just goes to show the short-sightedness of this
Melbourne-based Labor government in understanding
how it develops its bills and the implications for our
people and local government. It is of real concern to
me, to all the councils and to my constituents how we
manage the funding cuts and the great imposition on
local people and local governments. I do not know how
it will impact on volunteer organisations, and I am
concerned that there may be an additional burden when
organisations such as Horsham Paws may have to pick
up that burden of managing restricted breed dogs
because they cannot be destroyed now. A restricted
breed dog might take the place of another dog, bearing
in mind the restricted numbers of dogs that the
organisation can handle in its kennels. Will it mean that
another dog that is not aggressive and not a restricted
breed dog will not have a place found for it and may
have to be put down instead?
I do not think there has been enough information nor
funding to support the proper implementation of the
bill. The Nationals will not oppose the bill; however, I
emphasise our concern in terms of the cost burden the
bill will impose on our local government areas.
Ms WARD (Eltham) — One of the first things I
would like to address when speaking in support of the
bill is that those opposite seem to feel that we on this
side of the house live in bit of a bubble, that we do not
get out and talk to people. I find that quite astonishing
because that is quite a large part of what we do. One of
the interesting aspects of my campaigning last year was
the number of dog owners I spoke to, especially those
dog owners who are extremely supportive of our
antipuppy farms policy. They were very happy to talk
to me about how much they love their dogs and how
much they want dogs in general looked after. It is pretty
arrogant to assume that we go around not talking to
people. How else would we get voted in if we did not
talk to people? In fact it is a fundamental part of what
we do. The Labor Party consists of many great
communicators. We like to talk to people. We are the
party of the people and we care about people, and that
is why we are here.
I also find it interesting to talk about funding cuts. Let
us talk about the funding cuts to education and to
health.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order! I
draw the member back to the bill.
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Ms WARD — Thank you, Acting Speaker, I was
about to get there. The bill talks about dogs and the
need for us to look into whether or not we need to
arbitrarily decide that a dog should be put down solely
because of its breed. We have heard some lovely stories
in this house, including one from the member for
Yuroke, regarding dogs and their different personalities
and how much we love and care for them regardless of
the breed of dog. I have a dog whose head comes up to
my hip. He is a big black dog, and when he goes to see
people he wants to greet them — especially when he
sees other dogs — and he crouches down and stares at
them intently. He scares people. He is a big, black,
sooky Labrador. We know that a Labrador is not a
banned breed — it is a beautiful breed and he is a
beautiful dog. He is very good. He is keeping up with
me on the Premier’s Active April challenge, which is
fantastic. I hope everybody is participating in this
challenge, but I will turn back to the bill.
On face value alone people can be scared of my very
gorgeous, harmless, sooky dog, when all he wants is to
be loved and to have a pat. I know that there are many
breeds of dogs across the board who are exactly like my
dog but who can, on the face of it, appear to be scary.
They are not actually scary; they are just big puppies
who want to be loved. We need to think about this in a
more considered way. We should get out there and
learn more about these dogs and work out whether or
not the legislation we have is the right legislation and
whether we need to change it and decide just to put a
dog down solely because of who the dog’s parents
are — nothing about the dog or the behaviour of the
dog but solely because of who that dog’s parents are! In
my mind that is not good policy, nor is it good law.
Dogs, just like people, should be taken for who they are
and judged on the characteristics they exhibit, not
judged for what they look like or who their parents are.
Therefore I am very glad we are talking about the bill
today and being constructive. It is another example of
the government being thoughtful and going about
things in a considered way.
I have also heard comments about the challenges to
local councils on this matter and the challenges to
fantastic organisations like Animal Aid in Coldstream,
where I obtained my dog. My dog is a rescue dog. He
came to us when he was five months old, and Animal
Aid in Coldstream is a fantastic resource that really
cares about its dogs and cats. I am sure there is not one
person there who would like to see an animal put down,
again, solely because of who the animal’s parents are.
In relation to the challenges councils may face in
holding dogs for a short period of time, it will only be
until September this year, when the government will
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bring down a decision on where it will go next. I do not
think this is going to be too onerous for councils at all,
especially considering that most of us — that is, me and
I suspect every dog owner in this place — register and
look after our dogs and make sure that our dogs are
fenced in. Occasionally dogs do get out but not often,
and we try to avoid it because our councils charge us a
hell of a lot of money to pick up the dogs. I suspect the
number of dogs who will be in this position across our
state will be very small, so the impost on our councils
will be very slight. Taking cheap political shots based
on how much this is going to cost councils is pretty
useless because this is about dogs. This is about
protecting animals. This is about looking after
vulnerable animals who may or may not be a problem,
and we should not be condemning those dogs to die
solely because of who they are.
Only a small part of the Domestic Animals Act 1994 is
going to change — that is, sections 84P(a) and 84(b) —
and we have seen that this not a contentious bill. It is
not a bill that is going to change a lot of things, but it is
a bill that has the potential to protect dogs. This does
not mean that a dog who is seriously injured or who has
been maimed or who is extremely unwell cannot be
euthanased. There is an understanding here of what
dogs may need. There is an understanding of and
respect for the needs of dogs in terms of whether we
need to help them end their lives, but hopefully this bill
will stop dogs from being put down for no good reason.
The bill will not affect any dog that is currently legally
registered, so it is a good bill. It is another example of
this government creating good legislation that clears
things up and makes things better for everybody. I
commend it to the house.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — The member for Eltham
clearly is living in a different year than I am living in.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PAYNTER — It is funny that members laugh
about that, because the member said the dogs would
need to be held until September this year. The bill refers
to September 2016 and not September 2015, so I do not
know exactly what period the member for Eltham is
referring to. It is not September this year but September
2016, so the references to councils needing to hold dogs
for extended periods and incur costs are correct. That is
not the main theme of my contribution; I just felt it
necessary to pick up the member for Eltham and make
sure she knows what year she is living in. I hope she is
now clear, as are the members of the government. I
wonder what era they are living in.
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The opposition will not be opposing this bill. There are
some problems with the principal act as it stands at the
moment and the parliamentary inquiry into the
restricted breed dogs provisions is a good thing. The
bill will require councils to hold restricted breed dogs
for an extended period — I repeat, until 2016. There
seems to be a consensus between local councils and
animal welfare groups that the current framework is not
working particularly well. In fact they have stated that it
is unworkable.
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ABSENCE OF PREMIER
The SPEAKER — I understand the Premier will be
absent from today’s question time. I understand the
Deputy Premier will be taking questions on behalf of
the Premier.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link

There are problems for local councils when a restricted
breed dog is held, and there have been a number of
court cases costing tens of thousands of dollars. In 2013
the Shire of Cardinia spent over $80 000 contesting one
of its cases in court. Local councils are forced to pay
between $17 and $30 a day to impound dogs while they
remain on death row. Hundreds of dogs are being
destroyed, apparently with quite little effect on the
number of dog attacks that are occurring in our
community. In Cardinia shire alone dog attacks went
from 12 in 2010 to 28 in 2013, so dog attacks do not
appear to have been minimised or reduced as a result of
the restricted breeds legislation.
My primary concern, as always, is for public and
community safety. That is the biggest issue here. The
RSPCA’s position is that dogs should not be declared
dangerous purely on breed. I disagree. The community
expects to be protected from dogs, serious dog attacks
and the damage serious dog attacks cause. The
Domestic Animals Act 1994 does that. Let us be clear
that there is no place in our community for the type of
dog that is listed as a restricted breed. Dogs such as the
American pit bull are bred for a single purpose — that
is, to fight. There is no place in our community nor in
the state of Victoria for American pit bulls, and this
legislation says that. There is simply no place in our
community for dogs that are bred to fight, and I
question the type of person who would acquire or seek
to acquire a dog on the restricted breed list. Why would
a person seek to own an American pit bull? Would it be
to engage in illegal activity, dogfights, acts of
intimidation or acts of violence? What type of person
would seek to own an American pit bull?
My concern is that if the moratorium is put in place, the
cost to local councils of holding and caring for these
dogs until the parliamentary — —
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Angus) — Order!
The time has come for business to be interrupted for
question time.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. I refer to the Treasurer’s claim yesterday
that the previous government paid $339 million to the
east–west link consortium, and I ask: will the Treasurer
inform the house where in the 2014–15 budget update,
published on 23 December 2014, does it show any
payments by the previous government to the east–west
link consortium, or will he admit that the claim made
yesterday was just another Labor lie?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. The water boy has been
brought off the interchange bench. What we know is
that in their obscene haste to reach contractual close, in
their obscene effort to effectively fit the people of
Victoria up with liability, what those opposite were able
to do was consign Victorians to a situation where
financial drawdown — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The house will come to
order! I remind members that the Chair will not tolerate
unparliamentary language from either side.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer has been on his feet for some time now. He is
clearly debating the question. I ask you to bring him
back to answering the question: on what page is this
supposed payment recorded?
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will come
back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — What happened here was a
debt — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I warn the members for
Hawthorn and Warrandyte!
Mr PALLAS — What happened here was that a
debt facility had effectively been drawn down by the
consortium. That means that any effort by the current
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government to disentangle Victorians from the
ridiculous amount of money that those opposite fitted
Victorians up for — up to $450 million went out the
door but more money came back. As we have said,
$110 million came back to Victoria.
If ever we needed a lecture from those opposite about
the value of this undertaking, we would be shocked to
realise that they entered into a contract without
justification, a contract that they kept secret from
Victorians. And you want to know what page? The
page is one that effectively says there are contingent
liabilities to the state, which we covered and which
Labor’s financial statement spelt out quite clearly. But
the contingent liabilities were not realised until the state
entered into an agreement and saved Victorians from
the $1.2 billion that you signed us up to. We saved
Victorians from that.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will speak
through the Chair!
Mr PALLAS — What is more, we saved Victorians
from the $4 billion blowout that the Department of
Treasury and Finance has made clear. So you want to
know about a sunk cost? A sunk cost is anybody who
invests in your career. You are sunk!
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — The house will come to order.
Members of the opposition and the government,
including the Treasurer, will speak through the Chair.
The Treasurer has concluded.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Noting the
Treasurer’s answer, if he is to be believed, will he now
rule out any payments or other benefits being provided
by the Andrews government to any part of the
east–west link consortium that exceeds one dollar —
yes or no?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — When you take
questions from the member for Malvern, there is no
doubt that he does not suffer from any internal
qualifications or uncertainty about his actions, but the
absolute certainty is that Victorians would have lost
more money on this 45 cent-in-return proposition that
the previous government tried to sign Victorians up to.
Let me be clear: our arrangements with the consortium
are clear and emphatic. So far as our arrangements with
the consortium are concerned, $339 million is the total
liability that will be paid. Indeed might I go further and
say that the $339 million is not money that the state of
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Victoria has paid over to the consortium. It is money
that was drawn down because — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat. I warn the Treasurer. I accept the
Treasurer’s excitement — it is Thursday — however
his time had well concluded. When I call on the
Treasurer to sit down, the Treasurer will sit down.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — The
Andrews Labor government is getting on with the
transport projects that Victorians voted for. One of
those is the Melbourne Metro rail project — the project
that will bring our sluggish and crowded transport
system into the new era, building two 9-kilometre rail
tunnels underneath the city to unlock the whole rail
network and carry thousands of extra passengers every
day.
This morning the Premier and the Minister for Public
Transport announced the preferred alignment and depth
of the two rail tunnels that will run through the
Melbourne CBD. We established the Melbourne Metro
Rail Authority in February.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer
you to sessional order 7 which says that ministers
statements should be new information. This plan was
first announced in 2008.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — The authority’s detailed
planning and technical work shows that building the
two tunnels underneath Swanston Street is the best
route for passengers and for taxpayers. Swanston Street
is the most convenient location for commuters and the
most cost effective for construction. A Russell Street
alignment would not let passengers transfer directly
between stations, and an Elizabeth Street route would
be a costly engineering nightmare.
The tunnels will be built at a depth of 10 metres and not
12 storeys underground, which would be both
impractical for commuters and not as safe in an
emergency. Reduced depth also means construction can
go ahead more efficiently, and the authority will
investigate ways to reduce the disruption to the CBD.
Now that we have identified the route, the authority can
investigate the site in greater detail and consult with
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traders. The Melbourne Metro rail project will create
3500 jobs — —

I am happy to table the Daily Hansard for the benefit of
the Treasurer, and I seek leave — —

Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
sessional order 7. The acting Premier, who I think
probably needs to improve his acting — —

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

The SPEAKER — Order! The member will make
the point of order.
Mr Watt — Clearly this is not new. I remember the
acting Premier and others talking about — —
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will resume his seat. There is no point of
order.
Mr MERLINO — The project includes five new
underground stations: Arden, Parkville, CBD North,
CBD South and Domain. The government is getting on
with the Melbourne Metro rail project, a project that
Victorians need and that they voted for.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Given the Premier’s claim yesterday,
when he said, ‘Those opposite when in government
paid out $339 million’ to the east–west link consortium,
I ask: why did the Treasurer admit yesterday that his
budget has contingencies to accommodate Labor
paying out $339 million to the consortium — money
the Premier claims has already been paid? Is his
government incompetent or dishonest or both?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question, and I have to say he has come
back. We thought he had laryngitis yesterday, but today
he is back asking as inane a question as you could
imagine.
The Premier made reference, in effect, to the debt
facility that those opposite allowed to be brought into
effect. Once that debt facility was created, a liability
ultimately upon a termination of those arrangements
created a liability for Victoria. You would imagine that
at some point there would be a measure of introspection
about whether or not the actions of those opposite were
appropriate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
question referred to a quote from the Premier :

Mr PALLAS — In terms of paying out, let us be
clear: the people of Victoria paid out on you. That is
why you are where you are today, and that is why you
deserve to be where you are today. Today the Leader of
the Opposition was asked if he regretted signing the
contracts allowing the financial instruments to be
created. He was asked did he regret — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! And I warn him. The
Chair is unable to hear the Treasurer’s response and is
therefore unable to make judgements should there be
points of order. I call on the Treasurer and the house to
come to order.
Mr PALLAS — Thanks very much, Speaker, and I
apologise. Members of the opposition had an
opportunity to reflect upon their decisions and to
apologise to the Victorian people for the liability, for
the debt instrument, they created that was — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will
resume his seat and government members will come to
order. That includes the member for Bentleigh.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, now that
we can hear the Treasurer, it is clear that he is debating
the question. I ask you to bring him back to answering
the question about the inconsistencies between his
position and the Premier’s statement to this house
yesterday.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer will be
heard in silence on the point of order.
Mr PALLAS — On the point of order, Speaker,
The question went to where the drawdown actually
occurred; when the money was actually paid out. That
was the question. To answer that question it would be
impossible not to reflect upon the events that those
opposite subjected the Victorian people to.

Those opposite, when in government, paid out $339 million.

Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer is entitled
to set the context. However, I call on him to come back
to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — The only payout that occurred was
out of the debt facility drawn down by members of the
east–west consortium — money that went out the door.
This government managed to bring back $110 million
of money the opposition kissed goodbye to. It kissed
goodbye to it, but we brought it back.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given the
Treasurer’s admission that $339 million will be paid
from contingencies to recklessly scrap the east–west
link, will he now confirm that this $339 million
currently sitting in the Victorian Treasury will now not
be available for schools, hospitals and new trains for
our rapidly growing state?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Sometimes it amazes
me that those opposite actually think they know
anything about business and about accounting. Let us
start with the basics. There was a business case on this
project. That business case was going to cost
Victorians, by the former government’s own admission,
55 cents in every dollar.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, the
supplementary question was very specific about funds
currently in contingencies. The Treasurer is debating
the question, and I ask you to bring him back to
answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order at this point.
Mr PALLAS — If we are having a discussion
around how much this road has cost, I suppose we also
need to realise how much this road would have cost.
We have actually saved Victorians a very substantial
amount of money. It is called making an investment in
the things that matter, reflecting the will of the
Victorian people — 45 cents in the dollar. Let us not
talk about the $4 billion blowout that the Department of
Treasury and Finance yesterday confirmed was lost to
Victorians.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: Melbourne Metro rail
project
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — I am
delighted to rise to provide the latest achievements of
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the Andrews Labor government when it comes to the
Melbourne Metro rail project. This is a project that
Victorians voted for and Victorians need. I was
delighted to be with the Premier this morning to
announce the Swanston Street alignment as the
preferred route and announce that we will be following
a shallow-tunnel construction methodology to do the
construction work.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms ALLAN — Yes, a shallow-tunnel construction
methodology. We are well and truly getting on with it.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, I refer to
sessional order 7, and noting that one of the first things
you do when you go to acting lessons is to learn how to
repeat things, this sessional order states that a ministers
statement must provide new information. We heard
about this from the first speaker, therefore this is not
new.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
Ms ALLAN — We are well and truly getting on
with the Melbourne Metro rail project. It is a far
superior project to the half-baked, back-of-the-envelope
thought bubble that was created by those opposite, the
failed former Liberal government. The Lord Mayor of
Melbourne, Robert Doyle, described this thought
bubble as a 100-year catastrophe for the city. Why was
this project a catastrophe? It was because the Liberals’
failed metro rail proposal did not include building any
new CBD stations; it did not provide for a station at
Parkville, connecting Parkville, that important hospital
and university precinct, to the rest of the city; and it was
supported by no-one other than those opposite as they
desperately tried to cover up their failure to take any
action on the most important rail infrastructure project
this city needs, the Melbourne Metro rail project, which
is Infrastructure Australia’s no. 1 rated project for
Victoria.
There has been some concern about when this project
will be delivered. Maybe those opposite did not realise
that we have already announced that the expression of
interest will be out next year. We have already
indicated that major construction will be undertaken in
2018.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, sessional
order 7 is very clear about new projects and initiatives.
The minister has just told us that the government has
already announced this, therefore this ministers
statement is clearly not within the sessional orders if it
is something that has already been announced. I ask
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that the minister be asked to sit down and stop going on
with this drivel.
Ms ALLAN — On the point of order, Speaker, no
matter how plaintive the member for Burwood may be,
sessional order 7 does not preclude ministers from
being able to provide the new information within the
context of action that has already been taken by the
government. It is quite difficult to be able to describe
the latest achievements on the Melbourne Metro rail
project without providing a little bit of context. The
member may not like it and those opposite may not like
it, but sessional order 7 does not preclude that from
happening.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the House
is right: sessional order 7 does not preclude the minister
from setting context. However, there is a matter of
balance in terms of setting the context and using this
opportunity to do anything but to make a statement in
relation to new programs, new initiatives or new
achievements. The minister will continue, but I do
caution ministers to keep well in mind sessional
order 7.
Ms ALLAN — The Andrews Labor government
took the Melbourne Metro rail plan to the election, and
Victorians backed it in.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. In relation to yesterday’s announcement
that the government is scrapping the east–west link,
when will the Treasurer fully release the non-binding
heads of agreement?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — There is a measure of
overcompensation going on here. Methinks he doth
protest too much. It is a sign of a guilty conscience. It is
consuming him, and it is consuming the futures of all of
you.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! Before calling on the
member for Warrandyte, I warn the Treasurer to speak
through the Chair.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is clearly debating the question. I ask that he
come back to answering it. Theatrical classes, while
government members want to show us what they have
learnt, are not really appropriate.
The SPEAKER — Order! There is no point of
order.
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Mr PALLAS — Those of us on this side of the
house recognise that there was a decision by the
Victorian people. That decision brought a responsibility
to provide greater accountability and transparency. We
released the contracts, we released the business case
and we released the advice of Treasury about the cost
of this project. The member for Malvern makes the
member for Rowville look like an economic genius.
I can assure members that when contractual
arrangements are finalised, we will make all
documentation relevant to those contracts available to
the public, because the public has a right to know
exactly what the former government has done within
the full and appropriate course of dealing with the
contractual arrangements — dealing with the dodgy
arrangements that it fitted Victorians up with. We will
do it in a way that protects Victoria’s interests, not the
party political interests of those opposite. We are not
going to throw money into a black hole similar to the
political abyss the coalition created for itself. We are
going to do the right thing by Victorians. There will be
transparency, and there will be accountability. Our
intention — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PALLAS — If members opposite are looking
for a time line, I am more than happy to provide one.
Our intention is to complete these negotiations within
three months.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given that the
Treasurer has not released the non-binding heads of
agreement, which apparently is not even final, will the
Treasurer now release details of the total amount spent
by this government on lawyers, consultants, spin
doctors and accountants to produce this non-binding
heads of agreement to walk away from a contract the
Premier claimed was not even worth the paper it was
written on?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — Apparently I have been
asked about the sunk costs of our negotiations.
Certainly what we can tell those opposite, what we can
tell the people of Victoria, is that whatever expenditure
we went to in order to protect Victoria’s interest pales
into insignificance against the liability you signed
Victorians up to without a mandate and without any
effort to justify to Victorians — —
Mr M. O’Brien — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Treasurer is clearly debating the question. We just need
to know how much it cost to walk away from a contract
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the Premier said was not worth the paper it was written
on.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer to come
back to answering the question.
Mr PALLAS — These matters will be clear. They
will be clear in due course once we have completed the
process. But let me be clear. If we are talking about
sunk costs, let us be clear that a sunk cost, for the
Leader of the Opposition, is one of unrealisable value,
so land is not a sunk cost.

Ministers statements: east–west link
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I am pleased to advise
the house of an outstanding achievement of this
government, the Andrews Labor government. We have
come to a resolution of the east–west link issue, and in
doing so we have restored the integrity of the Victorian
government. We have also secured the future of
rationally entered into and transparently accounted for
infrastructure projects that will secure the future of our
state. This agreement shows what can be achieved
when government, business and of course the
community deal with each other in good faith.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker,
specifically with regard to sessional order 7, which says
that the ministers — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I do know what sessional
order 7 says. I want the member for Burwood to make
the point of order.
Mr Watt — It is particularly around the word
‘new’. I heard this fictional story a number of times
yesterday. I understand that ministers have taken acting
lessons, but they do not have to keep giving me the
same fictional story. That was yesterday and therefore
not new, so therefore not in order — —
The SPEAKER — Order! I am afraid the member
for Burwood will have to resume his seat. There is no
point of order.
Mr PALLAS — Good faith is a virtue that has been
lacking from those opposite in government and in the
way they have practised Victorian politics in the last
few years. People are coming out of the woodwork to
applaud the return of integrity and accountability.
I have the great pleasure to advise the house that
Standard & Poor’s has confirmed that the AAA rating
of Victoria’s budget remains unaffected, and it also
recognises that no compensation will be paid as part of
these arrangements. That is the ratings agency’s view,
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not that of those opposite. This is in part because no
compensation was in fact payable, only the costs
recklessly rushed out the door by the member for
Malvern in his desperate effort to secure his political
hide.
The Spanish embassy has come out and said it is very
pleased. The French embassy has come out and
indicated that this is good news for Victoria, and it is.
The only bad news for Victoria is the dodgy
arrangements those opposite fitted Victoria up with.
Infrastructure Partnerships Australia, the Master
Builders Association and the Insurance Australia Group
all support it.
The SPEAKER — Order! The use of props is
unparliamentary. I warn the members for Euroa,
Gippsland South, Morwell and Nepean, and I ask the
Serjeant-at-Arms to remove the props forthwith.

East–west link
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — My question is to
the Treasurer. Given that the Treasurer will pay
$339 million to the east–west link consortium not to
build a much-needed piece of new infrastructure, can he
confirm that there is no compensation available for
Victorian companies like Eastern Plant Hire and
William Adams CAT, who have spent millions of
dollars gearing up for the east–west link project?
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. It is a tired old question —
and a tired old stunt too — from the opposition in
circumstances where, if opposition members wanted to
learn how to do a stunt, they did not take enough notice
of us in opposition, I can assure them.
Let me be clear, it is good to see that the member for
Malvern now accepts that the liability around these
arrangements is $339 million and not, as the Leader of
the Opposition has said, $800 million to $900 million
or whatever ludicrous figure comes out of opposition
members’ mouths. It has been a tour de force of
hyperbole and inflated numbers in a desperate effort to
try to make a case that has no commending value.
For members opposite: we have an arrangement of
$339 million drawn down from a debt facility they let
go out the way. But there is a substantial part to this
question, and I will answer it. It is about the impact that
these arrangements have upon subcontractors, upon all
subcontractors, and the arrangements — —
Mr Guy interjected.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition will come to order!
Mr PALLAS — Any liabilities attaching to Project
Co must be made good before the final contractual
arrangements are entered into. All liabilities to
subcontractors must be met by the east–west
consortium. We stand entirely in support of processes
where Project Co, in meeting its $339 million liability,
also meets its liabilities to its subcontractors.
Supplementary question
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — Given that today’s
Australian Bureau of Statistics data shows
unemployment in Victoria has risen again, what does
the Treasurer have to say to truck owners like Marcello
Di Domenico, who contracts to Eastern Plant Hire, who
will lose work and may have to move interstate as a
result of his government’s reckless and political
decision to scrap the east–west link?
Honourable members interjecting.
Questions and statements interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
Member for South Barwon
The SPEAKER — Order! Under standing
order 124, I ask the honourable member for South
Barwon, the Opposition Whip, to withdraw from the
chamber for an hour. I warn the members for Kew,
Forest Hill and Ringwood.
Honourable member for South Barwon withdrew
from chamber.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE and
MINISTERS STATEMENTS
East–west link
Supplementary question
Questions and statements resumed.
Mr PALLAS (Treasurer) — I thank the member for
Malvern for his question. The member made reference
to unemployment rising again, and he has great
experience in this space. He would know that
unemployment rose during the tenure of those opposite
from 4.9 per cent to 6.8 per cent. When we came to
government unemployment was 6.8 per cent. Where is
it today? Recent Australian Bureau of Statistics data
shows that it is at 6.2 per cent — appreciably lower
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than it was under those opposite. That is because on this
side of the chamber we actually care about
unemployment. We make efforts in a tangible way,
such as our Back to Work legislation, so we can
demonstrate that we have taken real steps to create
employment.
The SPEAKER — Order! The Treasurer’s time has
expired.

Ministers statements: Healthy Together
Victoria
Ms HENNESSY (Minister for Health) — I rise to
advise the house of initiatives that the Victorian
government has taken regarding the commonwealth
government’s threat to cut funding to a very important
health program called Healthy Together Victoria. It is
an important community-based program that is tackling
chronic disease in the most disadvantaged communities
in our state. The Victorian government has made
representations to the commonwealth government. I
have recently met with the commonwealth Minister for
Health to implore the federal government not to cut this
important program.
Members would be aware that last year the federal
government cruelly cut $52 million out of the national
partnership agreement on preventative health. That was
done without any consultation and took the community
completely by surprise. With the rise of preventable
diseases, particularly diabetes and cardiovascular
disease, preventive health programs have never been
more important. It is important to understand that the
consequences of cutting this program will be felt and
will cut programs in the local government areas of
Bendigo, Cardinia, Dandenong, Geelong, Hume, Knox,
Latrobe, Mildura, Whittlesea, Wodonga, Wyndham and
Central Goldfields, all of which currently run important
preventive health programs funded under the pool of
funding that is under threat.
Last year, in the dying days of the failed former Liberal
government, the then Minister for Health called in those
councils, bragged to them and proclaimed that he had
found the money from the federal government. If that
pot of money did exist, it is a mirage. I call upon the
federal government to fund this important program, and
I call upon the state Liberals to act in the interests of
Victoria and also urge the federal government to fund
this important program.

Ministers performance training
Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — My question is to
the acting Premier. Can the acting Premier inform the
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house why the government has shunned the Melbourne
artistic community and hired a Sydney-based artist to
train its ministers how to perform?
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! The acting Premier will
resume his seat. I uphold the point of order. I ask the
acting Premier to come back to answering the question.
Honourable members interjecting.

The SPEAKER — Order! Government members
and opposition members will come to order. The
Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the
House will allow the acting Premier to answer the
question.

The SPEAKER — Order! The acting Premier has
concluded his answer. Government members will come
to order. The Treasurer and the Leader of the House
will allow the member for Bayswater to ask a
supplementary question in silence.

Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for her question. But in a week in which
some really significant infrastructure projects are being
debated, significant issues in the life of our state, issues
that go to the economic vandalism of those opposite,
that go to the good governance — —

Supplementary question

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, it is clear
that the acting Premier is debating the question. I ask
you to bring him back to answering it.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the acting Premier
to come back to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — As everyone in this chamber
would know, as those in the gallery would know and as
those upstairs would know, this is a completely
frivolous, juvenile question from an opposition — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr R. Smith — On a point of order, Speaker, it is
not up to the acting Premier to decide what questions
the opposition asks him.
The SPEAKER — Order! The acting Premier, to
continue.
Mr MERLINO — Everyone knows, particularly in
this week of such importance to the economic future of
our state, about the completely frivolous nature of that
question. It reflects so poorly on members opposite,
who still have not come to terms with the decision of
the Victorian people last November.
Mr Walsh — On a point of order, Speaker, the
acting Premier may think that $90 000 on acting
lessons is frivolous, but people believe $90 000 is a lot
of money for a failed result.
Mr MERLINO — On the point of order, Speaker,
as opposed to a $10.7 billion dud project — —

Ms VICTORIA (Bayswater) — I am sorry that the
arts are not important to the acting Premier. As a
supplementary question, will the acting Premier now
introduce local content and local sourcing rules to
ensure that any future artistic coaching for ministers
will come from Melbourne-based artists?
Mr MERLINO (Minister for Education) — I thank
the member for her supplementary question. If we are
going to talk about local content, I suggest we talk
about rail stock. I suspect we should talk about major
infrastructure projects. I suspect we should talk about
steel. This is a joke. It reflects poorly on the member,
and it — —
Mrs Fyffe — On a point of order, Speaker, the
Deputy Premier seems to have so much trouble in
answering this question that perhaps he would be
forgiven for saying to the Premier, ‘Where the bloody
hell are you?’.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I can hear the Minister
for Planning so clearly on a Thursday. I am beginning
to be sympathetic towards former Speakers the member
for Evelyn and Ken Smith, arguably a very popular
Speaker.
Mr MERLINO — This is a juvenile way for the
opposition to end the week. If those opposite want to
talk about local content, there is the case in point.
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the
overacting Premier seems to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! The member for
Burwood will resume his seat.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The SPEAKER — Order! Not on a Thursday,
please. The acting Premier to continue.
Mr MERLINO — This has been a week of serious
matters, of significant decisions — —
Mr Watt — On a point of order, Speaker, the acting
Premier is clearly debating the question, and somehow
it feels like a bit of a re-run of the last question.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I ask the acting Premier
to come back to answering the question.
Mr MERLINO — The member for Bayswater
asked a question about local content. We will have a
debate about local content any day of the week. When it
comes to real issues like steel, like rail stock, like
infrastructure projects, that is what we will have a
debate on. What a pathetic way to end this week.
Mr Clark — On a point of order, Speaker, pursuant
to sessional order 11(2), I submit that the acting
Premier’s answers to neither the substantive question
nor the supplementary question were responsive to the
questions. I ask you to rule accordingly.
Ms Allan — On the point of order, Speaker, the
supplementary question referred to local content, and
the — —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms Allan — You might find jobs funny; we do not.
The acting Premier started his answer by referring to
government policy on local content. He could not have
answered the question more clearly. It is not our fault
that the opposition has failed to grasp the seriousness of
the issues that are before the Parliament this week.
Mr R. Smith — On the point of order, Speaker,
while I support the member for Box Hill’s point of
order, in her response the Leader of the House certainly
seemed to agree by leaving out the fact that the
substantive question seemed not to have been
answered. Accordingly, I support the member for Box
Hill in asking you to have the minister respond in
writing to the substantive question at a minimum but
certainly the supplementary as well.
The SPEAKER — Order! I uphold the point of
order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER — Order! I do not require
assistance or support from the opposition. The minister
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will come back to me on the next sitting day with a
written response.

Ministers statements: Pakenham Racing Club
Mr PAKULA (Minister for Racing) — I rise to
inform the house of a new funding commitment the
government is making in order to support the Victorian
racing industry. The Andrews Labor government will
deliver a major shot in the arm for thoroughbred racing
with $5 million to expand night racing to Pakenham
Racing Club’s new racecourse at Tynong.
Racing.com Park, Victoria’s first new racecourse in
40 years, opened last month. It will be the third
racecourse in Victoria able to host night racing. Night
racing at Pakenham will be a key part of racing’s push
to expand further into the domestic wagering market,
and it will positively impact on international wagering
through the supply of a consistent product. The
state-of-the-art lights will mean up to 28 night race
meetings every year. Construction of the new lighting
system is expected to commence by June, with the first
night racing meetings to be held in early 2016.
Racing on Thursday nights has the potential to boost
annual revenue by up to $4.5 million. As we know,
Pakenham is already a strong racing and training hub.
The redevelopment of the old course and the
construction of the new precinct demonstrate the
broader economic benefit of racing to the community.
The two projects combined will have a development
value of $1.3 billion and will create the equivalent of
4600 jobs. Funding for the project is being provided
through the Victorian Racing Industry Fund (VRIF),
which the government has committed to continuing for
a further four years. In addition to funding vital
revenue-generating projects like this, the government is
committed to ensuring that VRIF funding is available to
help the racing industry in addressing critical
governance and integrity issues.
I congratulate the Pakenham Racing Club and the
Cardinia shire. This will be a great additional attraction
for members of the local community to attend and
enjoy all that racing has to offer.

GALLIPOLI
The SPEAKER — Order! To commemorate the
centenary of Gallipoli, the Australian-Turkish
community has today presented to all members of the
Victorian Parliament commemorative certificates with
Ataturk’s Ode. The President of the Legislative Council
and I received the certificates this morning, and
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members will each receive this gracious gift over the
course of the day.
The presentation of the certificates has been organised
by the Australian Turkish Advocacy Alliance and the
Turkish sub-branch of the Victorian RSL. I thank
Adem Genç and Ramazan Altintas for coming to
Parliament House today to present the certificates, and
on behalf of all members and indeed on behalf of the
Premier and the Leader of the Opposition I thank the
Australian-Turkish community for this most welcome
commemoration. The spirit they have shown unites us
as we remember the service and sacrifice of Gallipoli.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Morwell electorate
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — (Question 157) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Can the minister advise if his government is intending
to deliver the Morwell primary schools regeneration
project, and if so, what are the time lines?
The Morwell primary schools regeneration project
seeks to merge Commercial Road Primary School,
Tobruk Street Primary School and Morwell Primary
School, in addition to redeveloping Morwell Park
Primary School. The coalition pledged $13 million for
this important initiative. Whilst Labor also pledged
funding, it offered $1 million less than the coalition.
Morwell residents have advised me that they are
concerned as to when and if the project will be
delivered and indeed if $12 million is sufficient to
complete the project in totality. Many of Morwell’s
primary schools are currently in poor condition. The
delivery of this project will bring together around
450 Morwell students who will be able to learn in
modern facilities, not only enhancing learning
outcomes but also providing a boost for our inspiring
local teachers and principals.

Bentleigh electorate
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) — (Question 158) My
question is to the Deputy Premier and Minister for
Education. Will the minister ensure that funding for the
redevelopment of McKinnon and Bentleigh secondary
colleges is included in the upcoming state budget?
Labor has a proud record of rebuilding schools, and
both these secondary colleges have been beneficiaries
of this. By contrast, the last Liberal Premier to turn his
attention to these schools was Henry Bolte, such is the
level of contempt those opposite have for public
education.
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My community is eagerly awaiting the funding the
Andrews government has committed to, which will
provide new classrooms and learning areas to replace
old temporary, asbestos-ridden buildings and portables.
The funding will also provide two additional basketball
courts for McKinnon Basketball Association, which has
2500 members. Labor has made these commitments,
and I ask that they be fulfilled in the 2015 state budget.

South-West Coast electorate
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) —
(Question 159) My question is to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety. The Myamyn-Macarthur Road
is a 24-kilometre road linking the Henty Highway with
the Hamilton-Port Fairy Road. It is a very busy road
with many large woodchip trucks, milk tankers, quarry
trucks, livestock trucks, farm vehicles, and local and
tourist traffic. It is also used by the Macarthur school
bus. Some 11 kilometres of the road is a two-way
carriageway and 13 kilometres of it is a single lane of
bitumen, which is dangerous and in poor condition. My
question to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety is:
will the minister guarantee that the $2.6 million
provided by the previous Liberal coalition government
to begin work to upgrade this dangerous road will
actually be spent on this road?

Geelong electorate
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) — (Question 160) My
question is to the Minister for Public Transport. The
announcement by the former Labor government of the
regional rail link project provided for the first time that
Geelong trains would have their own dedicated tracks
through the metropolitan system from Sunshine to
Southern Cross station, improving the capacity and
reliability of services. I note with concern that the
former coalition government did not order a single
V/Line carriage for two years after it came to office and
had planned to open the regional rail link in April 2015,
despite knowing there would not be enough trains to
guarantee reliable services on the regional network. I
also note that the safest option was to defer the
implementation to get the basics right and ensure that
there were enough trains to deliver a reliable service.
The information I seek is an update on the activation of
the regional rail link and the benefits it will have for
Geelong commuters.

Gembrook electorate
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — (Question 161) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services. I
ask the minister if she can guarantee funding in this
budget for the Emerald State Emergency Service (SES)
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station, which is a station in the Dandenong Ranges
with a volunteer unit whose members do a wonderful
job. This SES unit has more than 1000 turnouts each
calendar year. Currently the unit manager, Ben Owen,
has no room for any new vehicles or safety equipment
in that facility. The unit members require an upgrade
urgently. I understand they have been speaking to the
minister about this and that they have gone back and
forth with it but at this stage have had no response at
all. They turn out for storms, car accidents, education
and training, and when trees are down. They also assist
on high fire-risk days. They are highly skilled
volunteers, and they need extra support at the facility up
there. I ask the minister to ensure that funding will be
available so that she can respect the volunteers as do we
on this side.

Carrum electorate
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — (Question 162) My
constituency question is to the Minister for Education.
Can the minister provide an update on the progress of
the government’s funding commitment of $3 million
for Seaford Park Primary School in my electorate of
Carrum and confirm that it is included in the upcoming
state budget? The minister will know that Seaford Park
Primary School is in desperate need of upgrading and
rebuilding, as all its current classrooms are portables.
That is why Labor committed $3 million to Seaford
Park Primary School to replace the old and outdated
portables and to build new classrooms and learning
spaces. Unfortunately the former Liberal government
abandoned Labor’s plan to modernise Seaford Park
Primary School, so this project is long overdue. Seaford
Park’s enrolment is growing rapidly, with the school
introducing a second prep class this year, putting further
stress on the existing infrastructure and making these
works all the more urgent. The school desperately
needs new classrooms and learning spaces. I know the
local school community is very keen to hear about
funding to build new classrooms and learning spaces,
and I look forward to the minister’s update.

Rowville electorate
Mr WELLS (Rowville) — (Question 163) My
question is to the Minister for Emergency Services. The
Scoresby Country Fire Authority brigade in my
electorate of Rowville urgently requires a larger, more
modern station to improve emergency response
capabilities for Scoresby and surrounding communities.
The previous coalition government committed, if
re-elected, to fund a new $2.5 million station. The
brigade is supported by 60 dedicated volunteers and
attends 600 emergency call-outs per year. Funding of
$2.5 million for such a redevelopment would provide
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for a new station to be built on the current site. A
redevelopment would also allow for re-engineering of
the intersection of Sara Road and Ferntree Gully Road
in Scoresby to allow for traffic lights and for brigade
vehicles to safely use the major arterial Ferntree Gully
Road. The new Scoresby station would have
supplemented the coalition’s previous investment in
delivering a new $5.84 million integrated station at
Rowville. On behalf of the Scoresby Country Fire
Authority brigade I ask the minister to match the
coalition government’s funding commitments in the
upcoming state budget.

Buninyong electorate
Mr HOWARD (Buninyong) — (Question 164) My
question is for the Minister for Education. I ask the
minister to advise of the opportunity for Phoenix P–12
Community College in Sebastopol to receive a funding
allocation in this year’s budget that will enable the
school to continue with its reconstruction program. The
secondary school component of Phoenix P–12 was
built in the 1960s, and the school community have been
excited to see several stages of rebuilding over the past
four years. They are very hopeful that this work will be
able to continue to a timely conclusion over the coming
year. Although the school community know that ahead
of the election Labor committed $10 million for the
school reconstruction, they would be very pleased to
learn that this funding will come forward in Labor’s
first budget. Principal Scott Dellar and his staff have
done a great job in raising the aspirations of the
students. This funding announcement will help the
school to continue with its great work.

Nepean electorate
Mr DIXON (Nepean) — (Question 165) My
constituency question is for the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water. I refer to the
minister’s statement that dogs should be allowed in
Mornington Peninsula National Park, despite their
proven negative impact on the hooded plover, which is
endangered. Given that only three chicks survived this
year, when will the minister increase enforcement of
the current rules, which she stated is the best way to
deal with this very dangerous and alarming situation?

Dandenong electorate
Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong) — (Question 166)
My constituency question is to the Minister for Police,
and it relates to a Victoria Police trial that is currently
taking place in my electorate of Dandenong. The
receipting proof of concept initiative involves the
provision of receipts by police to people in situations
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where police have initiated contact — for example,
where a person has been asked to provide their details. I
ask that the minister provide an update on the trial to
date. In particular I am keen to know whether the trial
has been effective in building and promoting trust and
transparency between police and the local community
in Dandenong.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr PAYNTER (Bass) — I welcome you to the
chair, Acting Speaker. I have not seen you in that role
before. To finish my contribution to the debate on this
bill, my concern is purely that, as a result of the
additional costs involved in holding dogs, councils may
be reluctant to confiscate dogs from our community for
any period of time, knowing they will have to hold
them for extended periods. We want restricted dogs off
the streets and out of our community. I do not want to
put up any barriers to local councils to prevent them
from confiscating the dogs. That is my major concern. I
ask the government to consider paying compensation to
local councils for the cost of holding dogs, if the cost
would be a barrier to the councils doing so. I do not
want the councils put in a position where they would
not confiscate a dog that clearly should be confiscated. I
would like to see the bill passed by both houses.
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — It gives me
pleasure to rise to speak in the debate on the Domestic
Animals Amendment Bill 2015. It is fairly obvious
from public discourse and discussion over the past three
or four years that, as you, Acting Speaker, said, this
area of policy has not kept up with the contemporary
situation or the reality of every family that owns a pet.
It has become a problem because it has not worked, and
we need to fix it. That is what is planned to be done
through the introduction of this bill.
The current legislative and policy arrangements see
owners separated from their pets, and in a sense the
community is exposed to dangerous dogs because
councils are perhaps reluctant, after the experience of
Monash City Council and other councils, to prosecute a
case for declaring a restricted breed dog. It is very
expensive, and there is a lot of anguish tied up with the
current arrangements. It is easy to see the love each
owner has for their pet, but perhaps not the independent
assessment by an external party that the dog may not be
the most loving dog.
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There is a whole range of issues here that are
problematic. One of the best sources of advice on how
broken the system might be is the RSPCA, which has
been quoted in the debate earlier. In June 2013 in a
letter to the then Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security the RSPCA said:
As we have made clear on several occasions previously, the
RSPCA does not support BSL —

breed specific legislation —
Our view, based on the available international scientific
evidence, is that any dog may be dangerous and that dogs
should not be declared as ‘dangerous’ on the basis of breed.
While we recognise that there is a strong genetic component
in a dog’s propensity for aggressive behaviour, their trigger
point for aggression and capacity to inflict serious injury is
not isolated to any specific breed. The RSPCA does not
believe that BSL is in any way effective in preventing or
reducing dog attacks, or in protecting the public from
dangerous dogs.

That is a very powerful message from the organisation
established to be the experts in this field. There is also a
whole range of problems experienced by local councils,
as I mentioned earlier.
Prior to being elected I was on the Monash City
Council. We contested, for at least a couple of years, at
council level and at officer level the issue of breed
specific legislation, specifically in relation to the case of
a dog called Kerser. Kerser’s owner took Monash
council to court. Monash council did what it assumed
was the right thing: it declared that the dog was a
restricted breed dog. The council was taken to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal, and it lost.
It was taken to the Supreme Court, and it lost. It cost
the ratepayers of Monash over $180 000 for one dog.
So while I understand conceptually the case the
member for Bass put up about councils possibly feeling
disinclined to declare a dog a restricted breed dog
because of the holding costs that they will have to cover
for the period of the moratorium, I think that pales into
insignificance compared to the costs associated with an
owner who is adamant that that dog is not a dangerous
dog purely because of that assessment of the breed,
which may be a flawed assessment. That case was
prosecuted all the way to the Supreme Court, costing
the council $180 000. In my view the holding costs are
the least of the council’s worries.
To put it into perspective, I suggest this is a very small
cohort for a big amount of trouble, in terms of a big
amount of financial trouble and anguish. Part of the
Glen Eira City Council area is in my electorate. The
Domestic Animal Management Plan 2013–2016 for
Glen Eira City Council tells us that out of
12 500 registered dogs only 5 were found to be
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restricted breed dogs. In Monash the statistics indicate
that of more than 10 000 dogs registered only 15 were
restricted breed dogs. But those 15 in a sense are part of
the cohort that caused that $180 000 expense. For
Monash council $180 000 is probably about the budget
for the animal management unit in one year, so there is
obviously a problem in this space. There is a problem
because of an assessment that Parliament made in
earlier times about what it means to be a restricted
breed dog — an assessment that scientifically does not
seem to stack up.
It is a good call by this government — in fact it was an
election commitment — to review these arrangements.
It is vitally important that the government does that. I
believe we all agree with the principle that the
community should be protected from dangerous dogs; I
do not think that is in question here. We all agree on
that, but the balance needs to be right. There needs to be
a balance of not only community safety and children’s
safety but also of the rights of an owner of a pet or a
family who lives with the pet, particularly in a day and
age where there are a lot of single-person households in
which the pet really is a member of the family. I also
think there is a right for animals to be judged in terms
of their inherent character — and they do have inherent
characters — rather than just by the low base of a
definition of what breed they may belong to. I believe
we agree that the community absolutely deserves to be
protected from dangerous dogs, but I do not believe the
current arrangements work.
I just want to clear up a misunderstanding. I have
forgotten which member it was on the other side, but at
least one said that this is a dangerous amendment
because councils are going to abrogate their
responsibilities. It is very clear that no abrogation of
responsibility is allowed in this amendment. Councils
will still be obliged to prosecute a case in terms of
whether a dog is a restricted breed dog; the only thing
they cannot do after this amendment is actually put that
dog down for the duration of the moratorium.
The community should rest very easy in relation to this
amendment; it does not diminish community safety in
any way at all. The response we are proposing in this
bill is measured and appropriate. The response is to
have a moratorium until September next year while we
basically bring the experts around the table to work out
what is broken and how it can be fixed. I understand the
discussions could include a review of data on dog
attacks, breeds of dogs involved in attacks, the nature of
the injuries, statistics on compliance with regulations,
the science and current method used to identify
restricted breed dogs and the responsible dog ownership
program. They are all sensible questions to ask, and
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things are not really conclusive in terms of where we
are at the moment with the current legislative
framework.
I am also glad that the committee conducting the
investigation will take into account the views of local
councils, veterinarians, dog breed experts and animal
welfare organisations. I encourage the Department of
Economic Development, Jobs, Transport and
Resources to engage with the councils. I have had some
concerns expressed to me by Monash City Council that
the department has not engaged with it adequately in
the last little while, and I encourage the department to
do that. Councils will probably bear the biggest brunt of
the current legislative arrangements so it is important
that they be engaged in the review.
To give a sense of the anguish that councils face not
only in terms of the financial cost but also having to
make a decision they are not qualified to make — they
do not have the economies of scale to garner the best
experts around the world to make decisions about
restricted breed dogs — the then mayor of the City of
Monash, Geoff Lake, said in 2014:
We face the prospect of hefty fees whenever we declare a
dog to be of a restricted breed …
Yet we have no other choice under Victorian law. The
government’s shambolic approach to law-making in this area
is being paid for by ratepayers across Victoria.

Therefore this is the best way forward. I support the bill
entirely and think it is very appropriate that the
parliamentary committee investigate this matter. While
the amendment does not provide all the answers, it
recognises concerns and is seeking parliamentary
oversight in relation to those concerns. It should be
made clear that this amendment does not restrict the
ability of restricted breed dogs to be seized or held by
councils, nor does it stop the ability for a dog to be
destroyed under other sections of the Domestic
Animals Act 1994. Dogs that are dangerous for other
reasons can still be destroyed by councils. All the
amendment does is seek to solve an issue that has
occupied a lot of time and anguish over the last three or
four years since the legislation was formed. I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) — It is lovely to see you in the
chair, Acting Speaker. It is a pleasure to rise today and
speak about the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill
2015. The purpose of the bill is to place a moratorium
on the destruction of restricted breed dogs until
30 September 2016. It is the government’s intention
that a joint investigatory committee will report to
Parliament on the current arrangements, benefits and
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challenges of legislative provisions for restricted breed
dogs.
The agriculture portfolio deals with wide and varied
topics, and it says something about the priorities of the
government that one of the first issues sought to be
dealt with by the Minister for Agriculture is one that
does nothing for food producers. Other issues that I
would have thought were more important within the
agricultural portfolio include funding for wild dogs and
the government’s cuts to the aerial baiting program this
autumn or the wild dog bounty or even reinstating
funding to help local government deal with roadside
weeds and pests that impact on landholders. They are
worthy issues within the agriculture portfolio that I
would have thought the government would be seeking
to address. I would also have thought it would have
been a priority of the minister to protect the rights of
food producers who rely on irrigation water. It is deeply
concerning to my constituents that Labor is reopening
the door to the use of irrigation water, which is
currently used for productive purposes by our state’s
farmers, for other purposes.
It is instructive to outline the history that has given rise
to this amendment. The current legislation is designed
to protect communities from potential dog attacks. In
2001 Labor established restricted breed legislation,
declaring particular breeds restricted in line with
commonwealth legislation. In 2010 the then Minister
for Agriculture, Joe Helper, introduced further
amendments to give councils the power to control and
destroy dogs that were considered a danger to the
community. At the time the minister said that the
intention of the legislation was to address community
needs and expectations over serious dog attacks, and
responsible dog ownership and education. Therefore it
is worth noting that it is Labor’s legislation that the
government is now seeking to amend.
The legislation introduced in 2010 allowed for a
standard to be prescribed to assist with identifying dogs
regarded as being of a restricted breed. That standard
did exist when the coalition came to government, and
although we made some changes to that standard, the
substantive part of all of that legislation existed, so
Labor is seeking to amend its own legislation. As a
result of that standard, if a dog fits within the definition
of a restricted breed dog, irrespective of whether or not
it is a crossbreed, it is subject to particular conditions.
The 2010 bill also established an amnesty whereby
owners of restricted breed dogs were given two years to
register with their local council, which was by
September 2012.
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In August 2011 I was working for the then Minister of
Agriculture, the member for Murray Plains, and a very
tragic situation occurred where Ayen Chol, a
four-year-old girl, was mauled to death by a pit bull
terrier in St Albans. It was an absolutely tragic case,
and I will always remember exactly where I was on that
morning when I read the news and realised what had
happened. There was a subsequent coroner’s
investigation into the death of Ayen Chol, and the
coroner heard that the dog that attacked her had always
been obedient. It had not shown signs of aggression or
any indication that it could react like that. I distinctly
remember the then Leader of the Opposition and now
Premier saying at the time that he would support any
measures that the government felt were necessary to
reduce the threat of these dogs, in particular pit bulls, in
the community. The coalition therefore moved very
quickly, following the death of Ayen Chol, and closed
the amnesty in September of that year. We gave
restricted breed dog owners 30 days to register their
dogs with councils and the animals were to be seized
and destroyed if they were not registered.
Dogs registered as being of a restricted breed must be
kept under very strict conditions. They must be desexed
and microchipped, and they must wear a prescribed
collar, which from memory is a red and yellow-striped
collar. The property where they are housed must have
appropriate warning signs, and they must be housed in
an enclosure from which they cannot escape. They
must also be restrained with a muzzle and on a leash
when exercised off the property. Importantly,
ownership of a restricted breed dog cannot be
transferred.
Following the death of Ayen Chol, the coalition also
introduced changes to the Crimes Act 1958 to increase
penalties for people whose dogs attack somebody.
Owners who are in that situation are now subject to
criminal offences not only if their dog kills someone
but also if it endangers someone’s life. Owners can be
jailed for up to 10 years if their dog kills somebody or
5 years if it endangers somebody’s life. We also created
a new offence for breeding restricted breed dogs, and
that was an important move to tighten the law in
response to the coroner’s recommendations. It is now a
criminal offence for any person, whether or not they are
the owner, to breed a restricted breed dog.
I do not think there is any dispute on either side of the
house about whether pit bulls should be in the
community; it is a question of how the ones we have
are best managed. This is very difficult legislation, but
first and foremost I think it is the responsibility of this
house to protect the community. I would be very
concerned if the bill were used in any way by the
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government and the subsequent committee inquiry to
water down those protections that have been put in
place. I have consulted with a number of my local
councils on this bill, and they have given me feedback
which I think is certainly worth noting. They feel the
constant review of the legislation has increased the
burden for councils and other agencies and their
resources, and as a result of the legislation they have
now been left in limbo while they await the findings of
the parliamentary committee in 18 months.
In particular the Strathbogie Shire Council does not
have appropriate facilities for holding animals for
18 months while this inquiry deliberates, which means
that it and other councils like it could be forced to fork
out for building new facilities at great cost or
alternatively to look at commercial boarding kennel
options. Local experts have told me that such options
would come at great expense to local governments as
they would be forced to pay a premium rate to a
commercial facility because of the special needs and
risks of keeping a dog. Worse still, the change could
deter councils from picking up these dogs because they
would not want to bear the cost of keeping a dog for
18 months. There are some significant concerns.
In conclusion, as I said earlier, The Nationals will not
be opposing this bill, but we will carefully monitor the
impacts of this legislation particularly on councils in
relation to those concerns I have previously mentioned.
I reinforce that I believe the primary motivation for
changing any legislation in future and for the
parliamentary committee in its findings must be the
protection of human life.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) — Acting Speaker, I
join with others in saying how great it is to see you in
the chair today.
I am grateful to be able to speak on the Domestic
Animals Amendment Bill 2015. This is another day in
Parliament on which another election commitment is
being fulfilled by the Andrews Labor government,
which is a terrific thing. This is a limited bill. As we
have heard from other members, it will stop the
destruction of restricted breed dogs while an inquiry is
undertaken into the current legislative framework.
Many people in the community are clearly opposed to
the senseless killing of animals simply because of their
physical characteristics or the way they look. As we
have heard, this is called restricted breed legislation. It
raises a number of ethical issues, but it obviously also
raises a number of operational difficulties with people
having to make life or death decisions about family
pets.

1087

I should state from the outset that our primary goal is
community safety and protecting our communities,
particularly children, who are often the victims of dog
attacks. No-one wants to see any person injured by a
dog, and no-one wants to see a repeat of the horrific
attack that killed a young child in 2011. It was just
awful news. The problem of dog attacks is not new, and
time and again we have seen the responses to dog
attacks in legislation. Often it will be two pronged. We
have seen restrictions placed on dangerous dogs, which
are typically dogs that have shown aggressive
behaviour. We have also seen restrictions placed on
dogs purely because of their breed — that is, restricted
breed legislation.
This bill will not have an impact on any of the
provisions relating to dangerous dogs, so community
safety is still at the forefront. This bill recognises that
sometimes we need to look at how things are operating
and consider the legislative environment in which they
are operating. I know I speak on behalf of many
members here and many members of our community
when I say that we really value the positive role that
companion animals play. Australian households have
one of the highest rates of pet ownership in the world;
extraordinarily our dog population tips more than
4 million. Pets are part of our families.
On a personal level, my sister-in-law lost her little dog,
Honey, last Saturday, and her family has been
devastated by that loss. Yesterday we heard from the
member for Yuroke, who spoke so fondly about her
beautiful Staffordshire cross, Hera. They are family,
and they provide wonderful unconditional love to so
many of us. Companion animals also provide a unique
role in some sectors of our society and in some
communities. Obviously we have seeing eye dogs and
hearing dogs. I learnt recently firsthand about dogs that
are used to assist people with mental health issues and
people suffering from post-traumatic stress disorder. An
organisation known as Righteous Pups Australia helps
kids with autism spectrum disorder, and dogs play a
very important role in the lives of those kids. Dogs also
provide companionship for elderly people who might
be alone and quite isolated.
However, there are ugly aspects to pet ownership. One
is dog attacks. I should say that I do not necessarily
want to discriminate in relation to that. My parents have
a cat and — I kid you not — it stalks people in the
house — and you do fear for your life sometimes. Also,
my husband and his siblings grew up with a pet sheep.
This sheep used to enter their house and chase them
into rooms, and they would be holed up in a room until
the parents came home and got the sheep out of the
house. But certainly dog attacks are way too common
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and pose a serious community problem and risk,
particularly to children, who are often the victims of
attacks. When looking at statistics, I noted with alarm
that in Victoria almost six people a day are attacked by
dogs. More than 2000 people needed hospital treatment
in 2008. As I said, unfortunately children make up a
large proportion of the victims of such attacks.

not doing that, then clearly there is an opportunity for
us to review the current position, look at the legislative
framework in which it is working and refer the matter
to a parliamentary committee for it to assess the
situation and report back so the government can
implement changes which will be effective in reducing
dog attacks.

We have heard that in 2010 the Domestic Animals Act
1994 was amended to make provision for the
registration of restricted breed dogs and for further
destruction powers in relation to them. That was
implemented through sections 84P(a) and (b) of the act,
which permit destruction of a dog solely because it is a
restricted breed dog. This bill is very limited and will
focus on those sections of the act. It will place a
moratorium on the destruction of restricted breed dogs.
However, it goes no further than that. A restricted breed
dog may still be destroyed under other provisions of the
act, and the bill will not change any provisions with
regard to dangerous dogs. The moratorium will start on
the commencement of the bill and end in September
2016. A joint investigatory committee will report back
to Parliament by 30 September 2015.

The other issue this raises is that breed is a controversial
issue. A number of studies have shown that it is very
difficult to identify the restricted breed dogs with any
kind of precision. Other studies show that all dogs are
capable of being aggressive and showing traits of
aggression and a propensity to attack. It is really a
matter of our needing to be careful around dogs. It is
important to keep in mind that all dogs have the
potential to attack. It is not just restricted breed dogs
that have this propensity. This was raised by the
Australian Companion Animal Council, which argues
that breed-specific legislation may also lead to the
misconception that other breeds are not dangerous, so
dog owners may not appreciate the potential risks posed
by their dogs and may fail to manage them responsibly.

There are good reasons for why we are doing this. A
number of animal welfare agencies have spoken out
against restricted breed legislation. Other members
have spoken about the RSPCA, as well as the
Australian Veterinary Association. Both have expressed
serious concerns about breed-specific legislation. One
of the most compelling reasons is statistics which
indicate that the percentage of all dog bites inflicted by
restricted breed dogs is very small.
I can speak from my own experience in this regard. I
have been the victim of two dog attacks. During one, I
was very little. The dog that attacked me was smaller
still; it was a tiny dog. Clearly it was a dog that was just
not used to being around children, and I had not been
educated to understand the nature of certain dogs and
understand that I had to take care. The second dog that
attacked me was a very common breed of dog that
normally has a very lovely temperament, so neither of
those dogs was a restricted breed dog. In many cases
attacks are made by dogs other than restricted breed
dogs.
I have done a bit of research on this. The Australian
Veterinary Association, along with the national
veterinary associations of Britain, the United States and
Canada, has recognised that breed-specific approaches
to dog regulation are not effective as they do not protect
the public by reducing dog bite incidents. This is the
very purpose of this part of the Domestic Animals
Act — to reduce the public risk of dog attacks. If it is

I do not want to pre-empt the parliamentary inquiry, but
it is clear that many stakeholders believe that
breed-specific legislation is not necessarily the solution
to preventing or reducing dog attacks in our
community. Many stakeholders support a
complementary regime which addresses all factors that
contribute to this conversation and which looks at
things such as the socialisation of dogs, training,
education of owners and training children in safe
behaviour around dogs.
Under this bill councils will be required to hold a dog
for the duration of the moratorium. As others have
mentioned, this will pose a cost to councils. So far the
cost to councils has been seen in the light of the very
lengthy and costly court cases that have taken place
under the current provisions. This bill is a practical
measure, and I commend it to the house.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Pearson) — I call
the Minister for Local Government.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — Thank you, Acting Speaker.
Congratulations on your role in the hot seat of this
house.
I am pleased to rise and speak in support of the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015, yet another
fantastic bill the Andrews government has introduced to
fulfil its election commitments. Prior to the election we
outlined our pledge to hold a parliamentary inquiry into
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breed-specific legislation and to make amendments to
the principal act to do just that, which is what we are
discussing today.
There has been much concern about this in the
community. In my short time as the Minister for Local
Government I have heard a lot of concern expressed by
local governments, primarily around what a dog’s
breakfast the legislation is and how it is working in
practice. These amendments go some way to
addressing some of those concerns, but we are taking
the very sensible approach of conducting a
parliamentary inquiry into this issue so we get the
balance right around community safety, supporting our
local communities and supporting our local councils in
their enforcing of the laws of dealing with restricted
breed dogs. We are also ensuring that we have a system
that allows councils to actively budget around these
issues rather than facing high expenditure in legal fees
in trying to fight some of the cases that some of the
councils have had to deal with. I will come back to that.
The amendment bill before the house ensures that there
is a moratorium on the destruction of restricted breed
dogs until such time as the joint parliamentary
committee can report on its inquiry. The committee is
expected to run the inquiry and report on 30 September
2015. The amendments and the investigation relate
specifically to the destruction of a dog based solely on
its status as a restricted breed dog. I would like to put
on the record exactly what that definition is, because
there is still confusion in my community around what a
restricted breed dog is and what it is not.
The definition stands for those dogs that appear to be
American pit bull terriers, or pit bull terriers as they are
quite often known, perro de presa Canarios, dogo
Argentinos, Japanese tosas or fila Brasileiros. Within
the approved standards American Staffordshire terriers
are not considered restricted dogs if the owner has one
of the following certificates stating that the dog is an
American Staffordshire terrier: a certificate signed by a
veterinary practitioner, a pedigree certificate from a
body such as the Australian National Kennel Council, a
pedigree certificate from a national breed council
registered with the Australian National Kennel Council,
or a pedigree certificate from the Australian National
Kennel Council itself. Owners may keep their restricted
breed dogs as long as the dogs were in Victoria before
1 September 2010 and registered as any breed with
their council before 30 September 2011.
As members will see from the definitions, this is
complex, and it is something we need to better
communicate to our communities through the avenues
of local government. That is something I hope the
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parliamentary inquiry will address. Councils across
Victoria have the right to seize unregistered restricted
breed dogs. Where dogs are deemed by a council to
meet the standard, they are declared restricted breed
dogs. Owners have the right to appeal the council’s
decision through the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. That is the point at which for the last few
years quite a number of councils have been
overburdened by having to bear the costs of legal
challenges over individual dogs where owners have
fought the decision that their dog falls into this
restricted breed category.
I note that the City of Monash, for example, was forced
to spend well over $100 000 fighting one case — —
Mr Dimopoulos interjected.
Ms HUTCHINS — $180 000, sorry. I stand
corrected. In that case the dog was classified as a
restricted breed dog, and whilst the council was acting
according to the legislation, the challenge was
eventually lost and the dog was set free.
That is not the only case that councils have had to fight
and in the process fork out tens of thousands, if not
hundreds of thousands, of dollars of ratepayers money.
Ratepayers in Cardinia last year forked out $80 000 to
defend a challenge regarding an alleged American pit
bull terrier which was later returned to its owner. Since
2011 Hume council has spent more than $115 000 just
on court challenges in this area. I know the Brimbank
council has a significant challenge underway. While the
costs of that challenge have not been finalised, I am
informed unofficially that the cost of that particular
case could run to well over $200 000.
It was never the intent of the legislation that our
councils would be caught up in a quagmire of legal
action. In fact that is what this amendment is about. We
are trying to iron some of that out, and certainly the
parliamentary inquiry is about dealing with that issue.
There is another serious factor to look at, and that is the
link between the operation of the current legislation and
the lowering of the number of dog attacks. I note that an
article that appeared in the Age only 12 months ago said
that between 2011 and 2013 the number of dog attacks
in the City of Hume went up despite this legislation
being around and despite the definitions of restricted
breed dogs. Of course not all dog attacks are related to
these breeds. There are plenty of small dogs out there
who take a dislike to postmen and people walking past
their properties who they will sometimes attack. Often
aged dogs, who may not have the senses they once had,
become involved in those attacks.
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We have got to look at ways of providing safety to our
community and not just put the burden on our local
councils to fight legal cases. We need to look at
solutions that provide real answers. In the same Age
article from last year, it was found that of the nine
councils contacted by the Age seven had reported a
higher number of dog attacks in their area. I am hoping
that the proposed parliamentary inquiry will look at
how we can better address this issue, what some of the
real solutions are we can provide to help our local
communities deal with this and how we can reduce the
legal burdens that are put on councils. We want to
avoid the situation where a council has to go to court
every time it seizes a dangerous dog, as per the
definition of the legislation, only to find that although it
has stood up for its community and fought hard to take
a dangerous dog off the street, it ends up being required
by the court to release that dangerous dog.
As the Minister for Agriculture recently said, there are
dangerous dogs in the community and other dangerous
breeds of dog that are put down although they are
known to be safe. We have to get that balance right. We
have to get our community’s safety right. This
amendment provides the best opportunity to provide
certainty while ensuring that the community remains
safe. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) — I rise to speak
in support of the Domestic Animals Amendment Bill
2015. This legislation is an attempt to make our
community safer with respect to restricted breed dogs
and dangerous dogs. We have all heard the reports and
in some cases have had personal experience of dog
attacks. The former government dabbled with some
changes to the Domestic Animals Act 1994 in response
to some horrific attacks by dogs, one of which led to the
death of a small child. It is important that we have
legislation to protect people from animals that are not
properly restrained and cared for by their owners, as
well as of course dogs that are vicious and out of
control.
This amendment has come as a direct response to
community concern that the legislation is seen to be
uncertain and unfair in its application. In particular, it is
all about restricted breeds of dogs. Dogs are being put
down if they are a particular breed that is considered to
be not acceptable to the community. But in doing that,
we need to ask how we determine what sort of dog it is
or what breed of dog it is. That is where there has been
a lot of confusion. Councils have had to spend a hell of
a lot of money, and there has been community outrage
at the application of the legislation when dogs that have
done nothing have been confiscated and taken to be put
down, while, as the Minister for Local Government
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said, other dogs, of a non-restricted breed for example,
have been left to roam free.
The legislation looks at this issue in a very intelligent
way by proposing a moratorium on the putting down of
restricted breed dogs until there is a parliamentary
inquiry into how best to deal with dangerous dogs and
how best to protect Victorians from dog attacks. Some
comments by members on the other side reveal a lack
of understanding of what this bill is about. In respect of
having a moratorium on the putting down of dogs, they
seem to think it means there will be dogs, for example,
that sit in pounds for endless amounts of time, but in
actual fact this amendment is very specific. It is talking
about a moratorium on the putting down of any dog that
would only be put down because of the nature of its
breed.
In respect of dogs that have been collected and put into
pounds or lost dogs homes, where the provision allows
for the putting down of a dog that an owner does not
collect within a statutory time, that provision will still
apply. If a dog is deemed to be dangerous, in that it has
violently attacked someone, then, again, there are still
provisions in the act to put down the dog. This is a very
specific amendment, and the moratorium is imposed for
those dogs that have been deemed to be put down
because of their breed.
Mr Katos — Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Ms HALFPENNY — As I said, the legislation
supports a moratorium, and the proposed parliamentary
inquiry will be established to look into the best way to
deal with the issue of dangerous breeds of dogs to
ensure that the community is protected in a way that
does not cost a lot of money in legal expenses and is as
straightforward as possible. As I understand from the
minister, the inquiry is going to be very open and will
hear from people who have been attacked by dogs. It is
open to hear from breed experts, organisations such as
the RSPCA and individuals. Veterinary associations
and other organisations that have an interest in this
issue will all have the opportunity to have their say, to
put their point of view and to make recommendations
for the parliamentary inquiry to consider. Parliamentary
inquiries are conducted by committees that are
bipartisan in nature with at least the major parties being
represented.
I understand the Municipal Association of Victoria also
has a considerable interest in this issue because, as I
mentioned earlier, councils are the bodies charged with
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having to implement this legislation and this has
become very difficult and costly for them. There is also
community pressure. Last year or the year before
members of Parliament received countless emails and
pieces of correspondence from people who were
concerned about saving a dog named Bobo. We were
all given lots of photos of various dogs and there were
comparisons of one photo with another. There was talk
about even though the dogs in the photos looked similar
they were deemed to be different breeds, and it was all
very confusing.
I believe the Municipal Association of Victoria is
supportive of the proposal in this bill because there is
also an issue about council workers, who at the moment
often feel harassed and intimidated because they are the
ones who are supposed to decide whether a dog is a
restricted breed and take action against the owner. They
are making a decision that in the end may or may not,
once it goes through the court process, the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal process or wherever
else, be considered to have been the correct decision
even though they have done all they possibly could to
try to be fair and open and act in the best possible way.
Legislation with regard to protection of the community
from dangerous dogs does not get to the core of the
problem, which is about the owners of animals and
making sure they are responsible in the sense that they
restrain their dogs and ensure that they are not allowed
to wander off and attack people, that they are treated in
a humane way, they are fed properly, they get the
exercise they need and they are not treated in a way that
turns them into vicious animals.
This amendment bill is a common-sense piece of
legislation, and I am sure we will see that the
recommendations of the parliamentary inquiry will be
useful and tell us a lot in terms of dealing with this
problem into the future.
Ms EDWARDS (Bendigo West) — I am also
pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Domestic Animals Amendment Bill 2015. As we have
heard from other members on this side of the house,
this can be a very emotive issue at times, particularly
when we are referring to dogs that attack family
members or even kill young children. It is interesting to
note that opposition members are so interested in this
amendment bill that there are currently three of them in
the house. Obviously they do not care that much about
community safety, nor do they care about this bill.
One of the things that has become obvious since the
introduction of restricted breed legislation is that at
times it is very difficult for animal control officers to
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determine exactly what constitutes a restricted breed
dog. My opinion is that dogs are a little like humans in
that they may look like a particular member of their
family but may have a totally different personality, so
there are always issues around looks and personality,
not just for humans but also for dogs.
We also have issues around the fact that council animal
control officers are being forced to seize dogs that may
not actually be restricted breed dogs, because as we
know there is no DNA test to determine what a
restricted breed dog is. Of course many dogs are seized
by council officers not because they are restricted breed
dogs but because they have breached the Domestic
Animals Act 1994 in other ways, such as by killing
livestock or attacking people on the street et cetera.
As I said, this is a very emotive topic and there are
opinions on both sides around what a restricted breed
dog is and how it can be controlled. I think it is really
important that this bill go through because referring this
matter to a parliamentary committee to inquire into the
current legislative framework is important in resolving
some of these issues. The bill and the moratorium until
30 September 2016 on the destruction of restricted
breed dogs are very important. If anyone in this house
has owned a pet and had to have it euthanased, they
will understand how traumatic that can be, irrespective
of whether that dog is a restricted breed dog or a valued
family pet. Last year I had to put down my 17-year-old
Maltese Shih tzu who had cancer, and that was
extremely traumatic for me and my children despite the
fact that they are grown up, because they had grown up
with that dog.
As I said, it is important that the parliamentary inquiry
go ahead to determine the effectiveness of the current
legislative arrangements and also to determine whether
further legislation might be required. Councils cannot
actually register a restricted breed dog unless the dog
was in Victoria before 1 September 2010 and also if it
was registered before 30 September 2011, so there are
restrictions around that already.
I was referring earlier to the different views that there
are around this particular issue. I will refer to some
comments that were compiled in an article on ABC
News online on 15 August 2012: the peak body
representing vets in Australia called on governments to
ditch bans on dangerous dog breeds. So there are views
around ditching the bans, and there are contrary views
as well. The article states:
The Australian Veterinary Association … which has launched
a new strategy to deal with dog bites, says the latest research
shows banning particular breeds does nothing to address
aggression in dogs, and nothing to increase public safety.
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The vets say a focus on registration, education and
temperament testing would be more effective.

As we know, responsible dog ownership is absolutely
imperative. It is particularly important to educate
people in relation to how to be responsible dog owners.
The article goes on to state:
But a critic says they are advocating a risky strategy that
allows every dog at least one free bite, and that bite could be
fatal.
In the past five years or so, each of the Australian states has
moved to ban a selection of dog breeds considered to be
dangerous.
Among them, the American pit bull terrier and the Japanese
tosa.
In each case, the ban followed a ferocious attack, and a brief
debate about whether the dog or its owner was to blame.

What breed-specific legislation has not done is decrease
the number of dog bites. The reality is that regardless of
breed, dogs are capable of biting — we all know that —
just as people are capable of fighting regardless of their
origin. Two of my children were subject to dog bites
when they were quite young. Neither was bitten by a
restricted breed dog. One of the dogs was a labrador
and the other was an Australian terrier cross. My
children were not entirely without blame for that, but
nevertheless there is that justification that all dogs have
the potential to bite.
In the article, veterinary behaviourist and Australian
Veterinary Association (AVA) spokesperson Dr Kersti
Seksel is quoted as saying that all dogs have the
potential to cause serious harm. She went on to say:
If you’re a Great Dane and you bite someone, the sheer size
of you is going to make more damage than a Chihuahua
will …

Victims of dog attacks tend to be younger than 10 years
of age, and the attacks are not always the dog’s fault.
Dr Seksel went on to say:
You know if the dog hasn’t been fed for 24 hours and
someone gives the dog a bone and then tries to take it away
from it, then that would be … some would consider to be
perfectly appropriate behaviour.

If you take a bone away from a dog, you are asking for
trouble. The article goes on to state:
The vets are proposing an alternative framework to dog breed
bans.

And I hope they will make submissions to the
parliamentary inquiry. The article continues:
They want to see all dogs identified and registered; a national
mandatory reporting system for dog bites; temperament
testing when a dog is sold; and a community-wide education
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campaign on bites for pet owners, breeders, parents and
children.

We all know that owning a dog, or any pet, is extremely
good for us, and there have been a lot of studies that
show that owning pets can decrease blood pressure and
cholesterol. I hope certain members of the opposition
own a dog. Dr Seksel said that there have even been
studies ‘showing that we could save millions of dollars
in the annual health budget in Australia if people
actually owned pets’. She also said ‘dog bites, on the
other hand, do cost the health budget a lot of money’.
So we should get this issue on the national agenda and
get the federal Minister for Health on board with it.
Something really interesting I read in this article is that
RSPCA Victoria president Hugh Wirth was once a
supporter of banning dangerous dog breeds. The article
states:
He advocated for the breeding out of the American pit bull
terrier, saying they were ‘lethal’ and ‘time bombs waiting for
the right circumstances’.

However, he does not have the view anymore. He said:
‘The truth about breed-specific legislation is that it doesn’t
work, you don’t decrease the numbers …
‘In fact you send the breeding of that particular breed of dog
underground’.

He says his change of heart was brought about by the
latest veterinary and dog behaviour research, which I
have just mentioned. Dr Wirth said:
What I believed years ago, when I made those statements …
was the common approach that even the veterinary profession
was using …
Now that this research has been done and it’s quite
widespread we’ve discovered that our understanding of dogs
and their behaviour was completely wrong.

The article states:
Graeme Smith of Victoria’s Lost Dogs Home says the AVA’s
recommendations are a backward step.

As I said, there are always two sides to this story.
Graeme Smith said:
The old system of ‘deed not breed’ is a system that allows
dogs one free bite …

I believe that referring this matter to a parliamentary
committee is the right way to go. I hope this particular
amendment will pass the house, because it is important
that we get this right.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms RICHARDSON
(Northcote).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply
Debate resumed from 19 March; motion of
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) for adoption of
address-in-reply.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — It is a pleasure to
rise and continue where I left off in the last sitting week
in relation to the address-in-reply to the Governor. I
was just about to touch on some of the achievements
the former government attained in my electorate over
its term. One of those was the Bastion Point boat ramp
in Mallacoota, which has been built and now officially
opened after what was literally decades of discussion
and debate. The issue attracted vastly differing opinions
in the community — and it still does to this day — but
on my three visits to the ramp since it opened in
December, it appeared to be very popular and well
used. I am advised by some that there are issues that
still need to be ironed out, but I am sure that East
Gippsland Shire Council will do that. Time will tell of
the ramp’s economic benefits to the town, but early
indications, including what I have heard from local
businesspeople and what I have seen on my visits to the
area, have been quite positive.
The coalition funded the first stage of the Macalister
irrigation district (MID) upgrade. I note that the former
Minister for Water, the member for Murray Plains, who
was responsible for that upgrade, has just arrived in the
chamber. The coalition government also committed to
stage 2. I will touch on that a little bit later.
The coalition invested a large amount of funding in
roadwork for the region. Under the term of the previous
government an enormous amount of work was done on
the Princes Highway, the Great Alpine Road, the Omeo
Highway and many other roads. This is something I
hope to see continue to the same level, because there
still remains much more to be done in our region.
The $1 billion in funding over the next eight years that
the incoming government has announced for
non-metropolitan roads is a significant reduction on
what was spent by the previous government. The
government has also announced that it will cut the
country roads and bridges program. That program
would have assisted shire roads. This announcement
has caused and is causing significant concerns in our
rural communities. We need to ensure that funding is
maintained to continue the great work of the previous
government in addressing the state of our roads in rural
and regional Victoria.
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I touched on the MID. It is at the western end of my
electorate, and it also takes in part of the electorate of
the new member for Gippsland South. The coalition
provided $16 million in funding for the stage 1
upgrade, with local farmers contributing $16 million as
well. Prior to the election we committed a further
$10 million. This is a project that will require ongoing
support so that the system can be modernised, and it is
something that I would be very keen for the Minister
for Environment, Climate Change and Water to come
and see firsthand, because it is critical to our local
economy in the region.
Over the last few sitting weeks we have heard the
Minister for Public Transport mention in Parliament
some transport initiatives, but the problem with what
we have heard to date is that there have been no
announcements of funding for transport in Gippsland.
In the lead-up to the election, the coalition committed
$178 million to a whole range of rail works to be
undertaken in country Victoria. Those works include
duplication of a section of the Gippsland rail line,
which would certainly improve reliability of service
and provide new services in the Latrobe Valley, Sale
and Bairnsdale. This is on top of the public transport
services introduced by the previous government,
including bus services to Orbost and Marlo for the first
time and new bus services to Bairnsdale. It would be
pleasing if the new Minister for Public Transport
adopted the coalition’s pre-election commitment to
upgrade those V/Line services that we so badly need.
In relation to education, we have two major projects on
the drawing board. I am pleased the Minister for
Education has agreed to come to visit the Sale
Specialist School for my community. I look forward to
joining him on that visit. I believe it is imminent, so I
am hoping he can take a bipartisan approach to this
issue and involve both me and the member for
Gippsland South, because there are a number of towns
in my electorate that sit within the catchment area of the
Sale Specialist School. I thank the minister for his
commitment to visit the school. It is absolutely critical
for families with kids with special needs in
communities like Stratford, Maffra, Heyfield, Boisdale
and Briagolong that they have this facility.
Further down the road in Bairnsdale we have the
region’s biggest secondary college, Bairnsdale
Secondary College. The current state of play is that it is
half-built. Prior to the 2010 election we had bipartisan
support for building works at the college. The coalition
built stage 1 at a cost of $10 million, and prior to the
2014 election we committed to stage 2, which was
funded at $12.5 million. We do not have bipartisan
support for stage 2, and that was the basis of my

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
1094

ASSEMBLY

adjournment matter last night in which I invited and
encouraged the Minister for Education to visit the
college.
The Gippsland Lakes Ministerial Advisory
Committee — and I note that the Minister for
Environment, Climate Change and Water is at the
table — oversaw the Gippsland Lakes Environment
Fund, which received $10 million during the term of
the previous government. After some discussions with
members of the advisory committee in relation to what
they required for their ongoing programs, the coalition
committed a further $8 million prior to the election. The
Gippsland Lakes are an absolute icon of this state, and
the work being done in the areas of education,
monitoring and investigation of environmental matters
pertaining to the lakes is extremely important. The
coalition is very hopeful that in the upcoming budget
we might see some funds committed by the new
government to ensure that the great work being done by
the Gippsland Lakes Ministerial Advisory Committee
can continue at a similar capacity and funding level that
we committed to.
In the area of sport we have seen major upgrades to
facilities in Maffra, Bairnsdale, Lakes Entrance, Omeo
and Orbost. A significant amount of work has also been
done to develop a signature adventure event in our
region, with $350 000 committed by the East Gippsland
Shire Council and a similar amount by the previous
state government. We need the new government to
commit to that event so that hopefully it can go ahead.
One of the projects we also committed to was a new
synthetic hockey pitch in Bairnsdale at a cost of
$1 million. It would service not only the Bairnsdale
community but also hockey teams in Swan Reach,
Maffra, Sale and Orbost, all of which would benefit
from such a great facility. I encourage the Minister for
Sport to have a look at that project.
In the area of health there are two projects that require
support in Gippsland East. The first is the Maffra
hospital upgrade, and the first step is to develop a
master plan. We committed $75 000, and we would like
to see bipartisan commitment to that upgrade. Also, an
additional ambulance night service for Bairnsdale is
critical for our region.
Before the election Labor made no commitments to my
electorate; we only saw the Labor candidate drift into
town two days before polling day. On the basis that she
had a holiday house in Lakes Entrance she suggested to
the electorate that she was a local, which was quite
interesting given that she was a Warragul resident
studying in Bendigo. Nevertheless, we would like to
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see a little bit of interest, a little bit of love and the odd
visit down our way from the current government.
One area of policy I want to comment on is the
scrapping of the wild dog bounty. Wild dogs are a
massive problem in my area. Communities in Dargo,
Swifts Creek, Omeo, Licola Valley, Cann River,
Orbost, Bendoc and Bonang are all impacted on by
wild dogs, but the wild dog bounty is being scrapped.
The bounty resulted in over 1500 dog pelts being
handed in by members of the public, which had a
significantly positive impact. I want to quote the views
of the 2014 Labor candidate for Benambra, Jennifer
Podesta, who said that the bounty was an important part
of a ‘multipronged approach’ needed to control wild
dogs. I reckon Jennifer got it pretty right, but she was
not elected.
Mr Nardella interjected.
Mr T. BULL — I can tell the member for Melton
that she did get that right, but unfortunately Labor is
going ahead and scrapping that bounty, which is
extremely disappointing for the people of my region.
In finishing up, I want to thank a few people who
supported me throughout my campaign and did the
hard yards with me, in particular my family: my lovely
wife, Kim; and my three great kids of whom I am very
proud, Daniel, Lachlan and Nikita — they are the loves
of my life. I also thank my five older brothers and my
older sister and of course my wonderful mother, who is
a fantastic lady. I very much look forward to serving
the people of Gippsland East to the best of my ability in
the 58th Parliament.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie) — It is my pleasure and
honour to be in the house today to make my
contribution in the address-in-reply debate, and I would
like to dedicate this speech to dealing with some of the
issues that have been most pertinent in my time in this
place and those that will continue to be significant into
the future. I am proud, and it is a privilege, to serve as
the Parliamentary Secretary for Justice in the most
diverse and talented team of any government in
Australia. I acknowledge that we have 22 ministers, of
whom 9 are female, and that is an excellent start to one
of the Andrews Labor government reforms, which was
outlined at the last state party conference, of putting
equality on the table. It is an important step for the
future.
I came to this place in 2012 after a by-election in
Niddrie, replacing the Honourable Rob Hulls, a former
Attorney-General. It was a by-election that the coalition
did not contest, although the electorate was a marginal
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seat, such was the arrogance of those opposite and the
coalition’s apathy toward the state of Victoria. I do not
want to claim credit for the downfall of the former
member for Hawthorn, Mr Baillieu. I think that can
partly go to the former member for Frankston, but the
decision not to contest the by-election in the early years
of the government speaks for itself. It was my privilege
to follow in the footsteps of the previous
Attorney-General and become the state member for
Niddrie.
Let us look at the fantastic vision for our future laid out
by Premier Andrews and his team. First and foremost
we are going to become the education state with an
unrelenting focus on building the education institutions
of the 21st century. We are also going to fix the
50 worst rail level crossings. The electorate of Niddrie
returned me with an increased margin, and I am very
proud of that. Now as Parliamentary Secretary for
Justice, it is a privilege to be working with the Minister
for Emergency Services, the Minister for Police and the
Attorney-General, and I also acknowledge the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing, who is at the table.
I was privileged to be on the Law Reform Committee
during the last Parliament, a committee which did a
groundbreaking inquiry into crystal methamphetamine,
the drug known as ice. The then Leader of the
Opposition, now Premier Andrews, led the debate on
crystal methamphetamine and, as he committed to
doing when opposition, has set up a task force within
the first 100 days in office and laid out a blueprint for
how we can tackle this scourge in our community.
As many members would also be aware, there was an
electoral redistribution for the state of Victoria in 2012.
As with many other members, my electorate changed
substantially. I was lucky to gain the suburbs of
Aberfeldie and Keilor, and I have since been engaging
with those communities. It has been a growing
experience, and I look forward to expanding and
engaging with the wonderful people in those suburbs
well into the future.
Something I have long recognised in my electorate,
since riding the Kastoria 475 bus to St Bernard’s
College as a teenager, is that public transport will need
to continually grow to accommodate a growing state.
My suburb contains the 59 tram and several bus routes,
which I believe can always be fine-tuned to get the best
outcomes for commuters in the local community. It is
interesting that during the last election campaign, and
before that, the then Napthine government promised an
airport rail link. It was going to run right through my
electorate. It was to go through Airport West, Keilor
Park and East Keilor, but not one person in the
community was consulted. It was to run through their
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backyards, but the coalition government was so keen to
promote that rail link that it had not done one ounce of
consultation. It had even posted advertisements about it
at Southern Cross station, but not one council, whether
it be the City of Moonee Valley or the City of Hume,
was consulted about the airport rail link. That was one
of the biggest hoaxes I have ever seen. The Andrews
government today, through the Minister for Public
Transport, has committed to investing in the Melbourne
Metro rail project, which will double the capacity of the
city loop and improve our rail network.
One of the biggest issues in my electorate is the
Buckley Street level crossing in Essendon. The Premier
has come out and met with me and my local council
and is very keen to ensure that the level crossing is
grade separated so that we can have a 21st century
outcome for local commuters and ensure that there will
be more trains, that travel will be safer, with less
congestion, and that we can run more buses.
On the subject of buses, I congratulate the Minister for
Public Transport for, just this week, stopping the
proposal by Transdev, which was signed under the
previous government, to cancel the 903 SmartBus
which runs up and down Buckley Street, Essendon. It is
one of the most popular bus routes in my electorate, and
it was going to be chopped in half, with potentially a
37 per cent cut in services. We need to be investing in
buses. In relation to cost-benefit ratios, for every $1
invested in a bus network, $3.50 comes back to the
community. Buses are something we need to invest in,
and they are an important aspect of mobility in our
public transport system. I am very happy to hear the
news from the public transport minister that those cuts
planned under the previous government will not
proceed.
In my inaugural speech after my election to Parliament
in 2012 I talked about fixing Essendon Keilor College.
I have spoken many times in this place about Essendon
Keilor College. In 2011 a freedom of information
application showed, as highlighted in the Herald Sun,
that Essendon Keilor College was the state’s most
run-down school, with 1341 items needing attention. In
fact the former Minister for Education said of the
school:
… the conditions at that school are disgusting, they are not
safe for teachers, they are not good for those students.

Over four years the former government delivered four
budgets, but there was not one red cent for Essendon
Keilor College. That was four strikes and four budgets
without funds for this wonderful school. In contrast,
Premier Andrews and the Deputy Premier, who is the
Minister for Education, have committed to providing
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$10 million to this school in this term of government,
and that is something I am very proud of. The school
has been around for 100 years, and it is a school in
which we need to invest; unfortunately it is a school
that has been neglected for far too long. The previous
education minister visited this school, and it was
reported in the press that he had called it disgusting and
unsafe, but he did not bother to put one red cent into it.
We will deliver on that promise. I am looking forward
to meeting with David Adamson, the principal, to build
on those plans. Unlike the education legacy of the
previous government, under this government Victoria
will become the education state.
Another important component is TAFE, which was a
resounding issue during the last Parliament. Before I
became the member for Niddrie we had a former TAFE
site in Avondale Heights that had been closed for
several years. On several occasions I raised that issue
with the former Minister for Planning, now Leader of
the Opposition, to get action on the site. The former
minister delivered a lot of speeches on it and issued a
lot of press releases, but we never did see any action. I
am pleased that we are now finally seeing some action.
We have got a new Minister for Planning, and finally
we are getting some resolution about this former TAFE
site, which is very important.
There is a dangerous intersection at Newman Street and
Keilor Road. I am pleased with the discussions I have
had so far with the new Minister for Roads and Road
Safety, as well as with VicRoads, to fix this important
and dangerous bottleneck. I did a survey and presented
a petition during the last Parliament which had over
1000 responses. An off-ramp from the Tullamarine
Freeway leading into East Keilor, with several
on-ramps as well, makes it a very dangerous spot. The
previous minister was fully aware of it. To his credit the
previous minister communicated with me about it and
started some work, but we need to finish it off and
make sure that it is delivered.
I will also touch briefly on east–west link. I know this
has been the topic of today, and we should highlight
that what the previous government released was
east–west link stage 1. It was the business case that the
public was meant to accept, but it was nothing more
than a 3000-word high school essay. You need only
look at the commentary in the media to see that the
previous government failed to take the community with
it on the east–west link. The Treasurer has cleaned up
the mess made by the former Treasurer, the member for
Malvern, and we should be very grateful that we are
finally investing in public transport. As Tony Abbott
said, this government has a mandate, and we are now
getting on with the job and taking a very important step
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forward. In August 2013 the Age ran a headline
‘Engineer slams “dodgy model” for tunnel’. In July it
had ‘There seems to be some madness in link
methodology’. It is clear that the public relations
exercise was a failure. An article from August 2013
headed ‘East–west link of little benefit, claims council
in marginal seat’ shows that even Glen Eira City
Council, headed by Liberal mayor Jamie Hyams, was
opposed to the project.
Before I finish I want to take a minute to thank my
dedicated staff and volunteers. Brody Viney, formerly
of my office, was instrumental in the role of campaign
manager. I thank Jackie Foley, my office manager.
Deborah Wu was a constant, ongoing help in the
campaign while continuing to juggle her normal duties.
Her help was invaluable. I also thank the volunteers on
the campaign, including Bruce Birt, Bassel Tallal,
Annette Death, Maria Cardillo, Pierce Tyson, Keenan
Gatens, Ashlea Gilmore and Adrian Grossi. The early
morning weekend doorknocks and evening phone calls
will not be happening again for quite some time. I thank
them for their hard work on the campaign trail, which
was so appreciated. The result will speak for itself over
the next four years of productive, stable government.
I would also like to thank my parents and acknowledge
my partner, Fiona Rothville, and our adorable little
schnauzer, Tess, who came in very handy during the
puppy farm debate. Whenever I have had a photo of
myself and Tess on Facebook the response has been
tremendous. I congratulate the Andrews government —
it is going to be a successful and stable four years. It is a
privilege to have returned, and I very much look
forward to delivering on all our election promises.
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) — I rise to deliver my
contribution to the address-in-reply as the first member
for Murray Plains and as the Leader of The Nationals.
The new seat of Murray Plains, created in the
redistribution, is very different to the seat of Swan Hill I
previously represented. I put on the record my gratitude
to the former member for Rodney, Paul Weller, who
assisted me in being elected as the member for Murray
Plains, particularly in the part of the electorate that used
to be in his seat. I very much appreciate Paul’s support
and help, particularly as the chair of my campaign
committee for last year’s election.
This morning I read the Governor’s speech, just to
refresh my memory. It is more interesting for what is
not in it than what is. One of the things the now Premier
talked about continually during the campaign was
governing for all Victorians. Looking at what the
government is doing, it is clearly not governing for all
Victorians, just for those who live in Melbourne and to
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a lesser extent those who live in the major regional
cities. In terms of my electorate of Murray Plains, the
previous government set money aside in the forward
estimates for the Echuca bridge. There is no
commitment from this government to that major piece
of infrastructure which is not just about Echuca but
about the transport network for wider Victoria.

South Primary School, Echuca West Primary School
and the specialist school. We gave them the money for
the detailed design of that merger. We allocated
$25 million in the forward estimates to build that
school. This mob is going to do nothing.

The Governor’s speech sets out the need for a
world-class road network. Something that is not among
the commitments of the Labor government is the
country roads and bridges program. You would be well
aware, Acting Speaker, from visiting local government
areas in country Victoria that this was the program they
most appreciated. Through it 40 councils received
$1 million each year for four years to help them bridge
their infrastructure gap. Furthermore, the Local
Government Infrastructure Fund, out of the Regional
Growth Fund, delivered money to nearly every country
town. Local government was able to use that money to
access further grants, whether from the Regional
Growth Fund or the sport and recreation funds that
were available. We have seen netball courts, football
change sheds and country halls upgraded with
everything from kitchens to air conditioners. We saw
something go into nearly every country town across
Victoria thanks to those funds. I am concerned we will
not see that sort of money going into our country
communities in the future under the Regional
Infrastructure Fund introduced by this government.

Mr WALSH — Again there are interjections from
the other side. If you look at the money Labor wasted in
compensation for the east–west link, that would do the
Kyabram school, the Echuca schools and all the schools
we need to fix across country Victoria.

The Governor’s speech sets out in the government’s
agenda the aim to make Victoria an education state.
Mr Richardson — Hear, hear!
Mr WALSH — The goal expressed in the
Governor’s speech is to make Victoria the education
state, strengthening our economy and the skills of our
people. There was an interjection from the other side of
the house — the member for Mordialloc needs to
understand that there is a lot more to Victoria than just
Melbourne. There is no investment in education outside
Melbourne. In the seat of Murray Plains the
government tried to take classrooms away from
Kyabram P–12 College — that is how much it cares
about country Victoria. There is a portable at Kyabram
P–12 College that serves as the year 9 classroom and
one of the first actions of this government was going to
be to take it away. Our government made a
commitment of $10 million to upgrade that school, and
instead of honouring that this mob is going to take
away a classroom.
When Labor was last in power there was discussion
about merging three schools in Echuca — Echuca

Honourable members interjecting.

Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member for Murray Plains without assistance.
Mr WALSH — The money Labor has poured down
the drain in compensation for the east–west link would
have funded all the schools our country members will
stand up and talk about during the address-in-reply
debate. The government is prepared to pour money
down the drain.
When it comes to my former portfolio areas of
agriculture and water, this Melbourne-based Labor
government excels in its lack of action. The most recent
example — —
Mr Foley interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member for Murray Plains, without assistance.
Mr WALSH — As you would be well aware,
Acting Speaker, there was a great project to get an
almond centre of excellence built in Sunraysia.
Through the inaction of the Labor government, that
centre of excellence has now gone to South Australia.
The almond industry is our fastest growing export
industry, and something like 70 per cent of the industry
is based in Victoria, but we will now rely on South
Australia for research on that industry.
I know the member for Gippsland East has already
touched on wild dog control. Again there was a lot of
work done to organise an integrated program and get
the community involved — with community baiting,
departmental baiting, departmental trapping, aerial
baiting and the wild dog bounty. That bounty of $100 a
head encouraged hunters to hunt wild dogs. The now
Minister for Agriculture wrote back to a farmer saying
that hunting was an important part of the strategy to
control wild dogs, but what did she do? She took away
the bounty. That sort of decision-making defies logic.
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Supposedly that money will go into aerial baiting, but
as far as I am aware there will be no aerial baiting
program this autumn. There are two windows for the
most effective aerial baiting programs to run — in
autumn and in spring — and we have missed the
autumn session because the government just does not
care about this issue.
The thing to bear in mind is that controlling wild dogs
is not just important from a farming and domesticated
animals point of view. They have a huge impact on the
environment. They are higher predators that devastate
many of our small marsupials, particularly around the
high country. We saw a lot of crocodile tears on the
other side of the house during the debate on the
National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle
Grazing) Bill 2015, but not much talk about pest
control programs to get rid of wild dogs and stop the
predation of our small marsupials and no discussion
about deer, brumbies, goats or wild pigs in that part of
Victoria.
In the minute I have left, I put on the public record that
one of the great commitments we took to the election
was for the country passenger rail upgrade program. All
country communities would have received some benefit
from the program. In my electorate in particular many
people use the train from Echuca through Bendigo and
on to Melbourne and the train from Swan Hill through
Kerang to Bendigo and on to Melbourne. They deserve
a better service than they are getting now. Under our
government they would have had an improved service
into the future. It would have been a good outcome for
all the communities who would have been beneficiaries
of that particular upgrade to rail services, let alone the
other parts of Victoria.
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I start by thanking the community of Bellarine, a
community I love very much. I love working with,
supporting and being an advocate for this community.
About this time last year, after the redistribution, the
seat was notionally a Liberal seat — I think it was
minus 2.5 per cent — so I was slightly concerned that it
would be a difficult fight to win the seat. But I am here
today, and I feel privileged to have the opportunity to
represent the community for another four years.
In my tension, concern and stress last year, I
underestimated how much the former government
would continue to let down the communities of
Bellarine and Geelong. In that time the coalition
oversaw the closure of the Alcoa smelter, providing no
support for the workers who were retrenched. It had no
jobs plan. It only invested $4 million in the Geelong
regional investment fund. Unbelievably, it decided that
the right thing for my community was to basically close
two police stations and see Bellarine police rostered
into Geelong. I will come back to that in a moment
because the hypocrisy of those opposite is
gobsmacking.
Labor made some very significant announcements in
relation to Geelong. They were all about driving the
economy of Geelong and ensuring that Geelong is well
placed to rebuild and provide real job opportunities to
reinvigorate the local economy. We said the state
government should use the levers it has to drive
economic growth in a community that has been hit hard
by job losses. We committed to the rebuilding of the
Geelong Performing Arts Centre (GPAC), to the next
stage of Simonds Stadium, to the Drysdale bypass and
to do the planning for the next stage of the ring-road
around Geelong to the Bellarine Peninsula.

The role of the opposition in keeping the government to
account is sometimes hard work, but not with the
number of stuff-ups and things that are going wrong
and the money that is being poured down that gurgling
drain as a result of poor decisions by this
Melbourne-based Labor government — for example,
the desalination plant, the myki project and the north–
south pipeline. The Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water, who is at the table, will be building
the south–north pipeline to take desalination water to
recreational lakes in northern Victoria. That defies
logic, and the minister has not yet identified which
lakes they will be. The people of the Murray Valley
want to see a government that governs for all Victoria
and does something in northern Victoria.

We also committed to enhancing regional development,
which had been basically decimated by those opposite,
so it can play a much more significant role in driving
economic development and bringing business
opportunities to Geelong. We committed additional
funding for the Geelong regional infrastructure fund.
We committed to ManuFutures, which is a partnership
with Deakin University. Again, that is all about trying
to identify and target opportunities for modern
manufacturing. Geelong is very well placed for that.
We have the skills base and the research capacity and
knowledge to be able to drive modern manufacturing
and jobs in that area. In that space, the development of
renewable energy provides some real opportunities for
jobs in Geelong as well.

Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I am pleased to have an
opportunity to contribute to the address-in-reply debate.

We committed to reinstating funding to TAFE, which is
really a component of ensuring that Geelong has the
skills to move forward and meet the opportunities that
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the government, working with the private sector, can
hopefully provide. We need to ensure that we have the
skilled workforce needed by any new employers in the
area. We committed to the safe harbour project in
Portarlington, which is all about driving the aquaculture
industry. We already have incredible capacity around
the mussel industry down there. We also have a
developing scallop industry which has a lot of
investment going into it. As well as that, we have an
oyster industry. In aquaculture we also have an
opportunity to look forward to processing opportunities.
There are a lot of jobs in that space and there is a great
opportunity for the Bellarine Peninsula and for
Geelong.

College, the Drysdale campus of Bellarine Secondary
College and Geelong High School.

Sitting under all those really major projects I have
talked about is the government’s commitment to local
content and local procurement on the big projects such
as GPAC, the Drysdale bypass and Simonds Stadium.
These projects will also require 25 per cent
apprenticeships. This is about building our future
workforce and ensuring that where government is
investing substantial money we are getting substantial
return in jobs and our economy going forward.

We are committed to building the Drysdale sporting
hub, which is a $7 million project. We have committed
half of that money. We have committed money for the
Barwon Heads Football & Netball Club, the Barwon
Heads Cricket Club and the next stage of the
Queenscliff sporting precinct, which will deliver cricket
and netball facilities. We also committed to the next
stage of the Leopold hub, which will provide spaces for
young people and older people and I hope might
provide the future home for the neighbourhood house
that has been established in Leopold.

The government also backed in the community of
Bellarine. Going back to the issue of the police station,
the former government decided to make Bellarine less
safe as a community. It said, ‘Let’s take out police
resourcing. Let’s close three stations’. It decided to
roster something like 340 hours of police time every
week into Geelong, leaving the community of Bellarine
vulnerable. This government has committed to
restoring those services, and it is doing that and will do
that. That will be announced very soon. The hypocrisy
of those opposite is reflected in Liberal Party members
saying that the government needs to provide police in
Bellarine. The only reason we have an issue and Labor
had to make an election commitment was the Liberal
Party took out those police services, and Liberal Party
members defended it every step of the way.
We also had the terrible situation of Ann Nichol House.
Members of the previous government not only backed
in Bellarine Community Health but they lied to the
community and facilitated a sale of Crown land which
they refused to tell the community about or consult with
the community on. Labor committed to review
Bellarine Community Health. We have announced that
review and that review is underway.
Labor also committed to the next stage of the schools
rollout. I am pretty sure not one school in Bellarine was
funded under the previous government. We have
committed to Drysdale Primary School, St Ignatius

We have committed to a whole range of investments in
sporting infrastructure. The Leopold Football Netball
Club received a grant from the former federal
government but unfortunately had that grant removed
by the current federal government. We have backed in
that football and netball club and we will be investing
in it. We committed to help extend the Ocean Grove
Surf Life Saving Club, the club in the state that has the
most local residents as members. It is a growing club,
with huge numbers of young people as members, on
one of Victoria’s most popular beaches.

As I said, Labor committed to the Drysdale bypass,
which will include bike paths. As part of that we also
committed to some investment in High Street, the main
street through Drysdale, which has enormous traffic
congestion. While we build the bypass we need to
provide some relief through the town and assist people
in Drysdale and Clifton Springs as well as those in
Portarlington and St Leonards.
I will touch very briefly on my portfolio areas.
Environment, climate change and water are back on the
agenda. That was Labor’s commitment: that climate
change is real, the environment matters and we need to
continue to support communities on security of water.
That is the base of our election platform on
environment, climate change and water. From
initiatives like reviewing the Office of Living Victoria,
we want to make sure we have integrity and
transparency in water. We want to make sure that we
are supporting regional and metropolitan communities
in terms of security of water.
In the environment we want to make sure that we are
protecting our coastal and marine environments. We
want to pull out the biodiversity strategy that those
opposite dumped when they came to government. We
want to make sure that we have cattle out of the high
country, and that is what we have been doing in
Parliament this week. Again, the bottom line is that the
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environment matters. We care about it and we will be
moving. We will not just overturn the effects on the
environment of the backward steps taken by those
opposite but will take enormous steps forward to make
sure that Victoria is once again a leader in environment
and climate change.
Finally, I want to thank a number of people who put up
with me during the last year of stress. Not only was I
dealing with the election but my son was doing his
Victorian certificate of education (VCE). There were
moments last year when I felt a high level of stress. I
want to thank all my staff who dealt very well with that:
Sue Spence, Denise Spark, Kim Walker and Martelle
Love, who contributed enormously through that
process. I want to thank Hamish Park, who again
volunteered his time to assist in the election process. I
want to thank Ben McMullen, Marcus Feaver and all
the Labor Party members and community members
who volunteered, doorknocked and made phone calls to
the local community.
I thank local councillors Lindsay Ellis and Jan Farrell,
and my parliamentary colleagues in Richard Marles;
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events; Ian
Trezise; and the member for Geelong. I thank Adrian
Bryant from the Ocean Grove fire station; Sue
Copeland, one of our local paramedics; and Dallas Gill.
I felt very privileged to be able to get to know them
very well and become quite close friends with a number
of paramedics and firefighters as well as our nurses and
teachers. I also thank Sam, my son, for putting up with
my not being as great a support during his VCE year as
I may have been able to be if it had not been an election
year. I love him immensely.
Finally, I thank my local community, Ann Nichol and
Lindsay Noss and all the people out there who worked
side by side with me to make sure that we elected a fair
government whose members care about regional
Victoria and Bellarine.
Mr M. O’BRIEN (Malvern) — First, I thank the
people of Malvern for sending me to this place as their
representative for the third time. The Malvern electorate
is a wonderful electorate. It is a pleasure and honour to
represent the people of the electorate. When we look
back over the past four years, it was a pleasure to have
been able to have delivered significantly for the
electorate because the people of the electorate had been
dudded by Labor over the previous 11 years. It is a
great concern that Labor will dud them again, because
that is what Labor does. Labor funds projects based on
political margins, not merit. We on this side know that.
Over 11 years too many schoolkids in Malvern had to
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suffer through having inadequate facilities because
Labor governments play politics with our kids’ futures.
I was delighted during my time as a minister and as
Treasurer to be able to ensure that the students of
Malvern were given a fair go. When you look at some
of the investments we were able to put in, it is quite
impressive. It was only a start, but we made significant
investments in Malvern Primary School, Lloyd Street
Primary School and others. Finally they were able to
get some semblance — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — These oncers on the
backbench should do more listening and less talking;
they might learn something.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member for Malvern will proceed without
assistance. The member for Malvern should know that
it is unparliamentary to accept interjections.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — An important question
remains. The coalition made significant commitments
to other schools in the Malvern electorate in the lead-up
to the last election, and significant amounts of money
were set aside by the former government to fund these
absolutely necessary works in Malvern. A commitment
of $2.8 million was made to Armadale Primary School
for capital works, $575 000 was committed to Malvern
Central School for refurbishments and $500 000 was
committed to Malvern Valley Primary School for new
double-storey portable classrooms. The question is: will
this money, which had been committed and set aside to
fund these absolutely essential upgrades for the students
of Malvern, be honoured by this Andrews government?
Or will we once again see the Labor government
playing politics with our kids’ futures? I suspect we
will find out on 5 May. I am very pleased to have
delivered for the students and the people of my
electorate.
Malvern residents now benefit from having protective
services officers (PSOs) on many of their train stations.
This project was opposed by the Labor Party. The
Labor Party has no respect for our police or PSOs. In
fact, the now acting Premier — what an appropriate
term that is — called them ‘plastic police’! That is the
level of respect the Labor Party has for protective
services officers who put their own safety at risk to
keep us safe.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr M. O’BRIEN — To have these little barking
Chihuahuas on the backbench of the Labor Party sitting
here in a building protected by the very PSOs they
denigrate does nothing but discredit the party.
I was very pleased as Treasurer and member for
Malvern to have delivered the full funding for the
removal of the notorious Burke Road level crossing in
Glen Iris. This has been in the RACV’s top five worst
traffic snarls in Melbourne in every one of its surveys. I
am delighted that, having delivered the full funding for
this removal, not even the incompetence of the Labor
government is going to stop it from going ahead,
because it was already out to tender at the time of the
election. This appears to be one contract that Labor will
not rip up. For that maybe we should be thankful.
This level crossing removal will make an enormous
difference to the quality of life of not just the people of
Malvern, Burwood and Hawthorn but also for all of
those people who use that busy thoroughfare of Burke
Road and all of those people who access the Monash
Freeway. That is going to be a great and lasting
achievement for the people of Malvern from the
Napthine government. I am very proud to have
delivered that.
I wish to quickly talk about some other matters. The
coalition left office. We obviously regret leaving office,
but we did so with Victoria having the strongest
finances of any state in this country. We had a budget
surplus of over $1.1 billion in 2014 — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member should be allowed to continue without
assistance from the government.
Mr M. O’BRIEN — We had a budget surplus of
$1.1 billion in 2014–15, rising to $3 billion by
2017–18. We were the only government in the country
with a budget in surplus and a stable AAA credit rating
from both major ratings agencies. That is the mark of
the financial management of a coalition government.
We had declining debt: 5.9 per cent debt to gross state
product in 2014–15, falling to just 4.5 per cent in
2017–18.
We created 136 900 new jobs during our time in office.
We cut payroll tax and we cut WorkCover premiums
not once but twice. We abolished stamp duty on life
insurance products. We reformed the fire services
levy — something members opposite could not do over
11 years. It was a recommendation of the 2009
Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission. Members
opposite squibbed it, but we saw it through.
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We introduced free CBD and Docklands tram travel.
We reduced the cost of travel between zones 1 and 2 by
capping fares at zone 1 levels. We doubled energy
concessions from six months of the year to year round.
We cut $100 off the water bills annually of Melbourne
families, and we made significant reductions to country
water costs as well.
The desalination plant — the Labor Party’s great
legacy, that great noose around the neck of Victorians,
that millstone, that $1.8 million that Victorians are
paying every day for 27 years whether they use the
water or not — will be a lasting legacy of the
incompetence of the previous Labor government.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crisp) — Order!
The member for Mordialloc!
Mr M. O’BRIEN — Let me conclude this
contribution by talking about infrastructure, because
infrastructure is vital. We are a growing state. We have
109 000 extra people every year. Of course what Labor
governments do is spend money. They waste money,
and they do not build things. We were absolutely right
to pursue a program of strong infrastructure reform, by
building projects like the east–west link, which this
government has now spent between $800 million and
$900 million to rip up. That is $800 million to
$900 million wasted to deliver nothing. There will no
longer be 7000 jobs created, and $800 million to
$900 million will be torn up and thrown down the
toilet, all so that Victorian drivers can stay stuck in
traffic.
When history is written this petulant, petty,
student-political playing of the Labor government
which is ripping up contracts and paying compensation
for things which are not done will be the biggest
disgrace in recent Victorian history. It is absolutely
disgusting. When east–west link is built — and mark
my words, it will be built one day, and it will cost a lot
more than the great deal we obtained for Victorians —
the people of Victoria will look back at Labor
government members and tell them to hang their heads
in shame for what they have done to this state.
As shadow Treasurer I will spend every waking
moment trying to keep these people honest — and it
will be a full-time job because we all know that Labor
cannot manage money or major projects. Maybe that is
why they do not have any major projects, because they
know they cannot manage them. The true, ugly face of
Labor is now being seen, and Victorians will have their
say on this rabble at the next election in 2018. I remain
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proud to be a member of the Liberal Party, in coalition
with our Nationals friends, who will give Victorians a
far better alternative and a return to better government.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — I take great pleasure in
joining the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech. What a conceited, self-serving,
self-indulgent rant this house was just subjected to by
the now failed, one-term Treasurer. The member for
Malvern had the temerity and bad manners to accuse
the new members on the back bench of being ‘oncers’.
The only oncer in this chamber is the member who was
just on his feet. He was claiming to have built things,
but this was the Treasurer who made only one visit to
the most populated and fastest growing electorate in the
state, the electorate of Yan Yean that I have the
privilege of representing.
The electoral population of Yan Yean in the time I have
represented it has increased from 32 500 in 2002 to
70 000 at the time of the last election, so what did the
Liberal Party do, leading into the 2010 election? What
did it propose for the fastest growing electorate in the
state and some of the fastest growing postcodes in the
country? It made not one election commitment or
promise of capital expenditure, and it delivered on that
non-commitment in spades. That was one promise to
the electorate that it kept.
Then finally, when the redistribution happened,
coalition members said, ‘Warning, Will Robinson. We
have made a mistake! We actually need these people in
Yan Yean now. It is notionally a Liberal seat. Jeepers
creepers, what have we done over the last three and a
half years? Quick! Time is running out. Let’s look at
the Dick Tracey watch! What can we do in the last
year?’.
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accident on Yan Yean Road in which a much-loved
mother, wife and grandmother from Diamond Creek
lost her life. I thought, ‘Thank goodness that her death
will not be in vain and this Treasurer is finally going to
do something and fund a road in the Yan Yean
electorate’. I was relieved. Even though it was the other
side of politics and I was at risk of losing my seat
because it was notionally a Liberal seat, I thought, ‘This
community deserves to have some money spent on it’.
But was the government paying any attention to that
tragic death on Yan Yean Road? No. The Sunday
before the budget what was the big announcement?
Was it about the duplication of Plenty Road? Was it
about the duplication of Yan Yean Road? Was it about
the duplication of Bridge Inn Road? Was it about the
interchange between the Hume Freeway and O’Herns
Road? No, it was 500 metres of bitumen resealing in
Plenty Road. The former Treasurer was in a suit on a
Saturday in football season in Melbourne in the
northern suburbs — did he look out of place or
what! — with two other empty vessels dressed in suits.
One of them was the parachuted Liberal candidate for
Yan Yean, who they said was born and bred in the
north, but it was nowhere near Yan Yean. He still lived
at home with mum and dad and still does. He was
hand-picked by the Leader of the Opposition, then the
Minister for Planning in the other place. He was their
star candidate. Also present was one of the members of
Northern Metropolitan Region in the other place,
Mr Ondarchie.

So on the Monday before the final budget was
delivered by the member for Malvern — that one-time
Treasurer — he came out to the Yan Yean electorate. I
received a call from Channel 7 reporter Brendan
Donohoe saying. ‘Danielle, we’ve heard that the
Treasurer is in the Yan Yean electorate’. I said,
‘Goodness me, coming all the way from leafy Malvern,
he has found his way up Plenty Road to Mernda’. I
thought to myself, ‘Thank goodness’.

They were three stiffs in suits — three empty vessels —
on the side of the road in Mernda, and the tradies were
tooting as they were going past because they thought it
would be one of the road projects I have just named.
They thought, ‘Jeepers, it must be something really
important!’. But it was 500 metres of bitumen
resurfacing. I have news for that oncer of a Treasurer,
the member for Malvern, from whom we just heard a
self-indulgent and self-serving rant — and is it any
wonder that they did not choose him to be the leader.
The news is that it is actually the business of
government every single day to do things like
maintaining and resurfacing roads and filling in
potholes. It is not appropriate for a statewide
announcement.

The former government had had three years to do
something to alleviate the congestion which had
doubled commute times on their watch. In their four
years the time to drive to the city from Doreen
increased from an hour to up to 2 hours and sometimes
even more — a distance of only 30 kilometres, the
distance from Warrnambool to Port Fairy. Sadly, in the
month before that budget there had been a tragic

The former Treasurer got the whole press gallery out to
announce 500 metres of bitumen resurfacing. That is
one of the fundamental reasons opposition members are
not sitting on the government benches today — because
they wanted to be congratulated for doing the job of
government. They did not understand that their job was
not to self-congratulate and talk about the things they
were building when they were not building anything.
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The emperor had no clothes, the community recognised
that fact, and it rejected this lot. It is now up to the
Labor government, led by the Premier, to undo the
damage of those four years.
Unlike the Liberals in 2010, who made no
commitments to this vastly growing electorate, we have
made commitments, as we did in 2010 and in 2014, and
we will deliver on absolutely every single one of those
commitments, including the extension of rail to the
fast-growing Mernda postcode, just as we delivered the
funding to extend the rail line to South Morang. We
ensured that it was designed appropriately so that a
future extension could occur to Mernda. We will not do
it in 2032, which was the timetable of the now
opposition until the death knell of election eve. Then
former government members tried to make the
community believe that they did care but only when
their political skins depended on it.
Members opposite did not care, otherwise they would
have made that commitment a long time ago. The first
Premier the coalition government had, the former
member for Hawthorn, Mr Baillieu — a nice bloke —
did not set foot in that electorate once. Then the
member for South-West Coast became the Premier. He
only set foot in the Yan Yean electorate when the
pendulum revealed that it was notionally a Liberal seat
and the political skins of coalition members depended
upon it.
I am glad the Leader of the Opposition has just walked
into the chamber. He has now walked out again —
what a shame. I am proud to say that in 2002 I defeated
him when he first ran for Parliament in his attempt to
represent the electorate of Yan Yean in this august
chamber. I saved Victoria from him being the Premier
in a past Parliament. Later he was elected to the
Legislative Council as a member for Northern
Metropolitan Region, which includes the Yan Yean
electorate. As Minister for Planning he sat around the
cabinet table and was a part of the former government’s
indolence and ignorance of the needs of my
community. So I am not surprised that he walked into
the chamber and then walked out, because he is
hanging his head in shame.
The Labor government will deliver the Mernda rail
extension. We will deliver the O’Herns Road and
Hume Freeway interchange, which will relieve
congestion and support jobs development in the Epping
North precinct opposite the Melbourne Wholesale Fruit
and Vegetable Market. We will duplicate Yan Yean
Road; we will take action. We will not have members
of Parliament, like myself, tabling petitions with
signatures from 6000 members of the community in
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support of a much-needed road upgrade and then have
it laughed at. We will actually do it.
We are going to get rid of seven level crossings in
Melbourne’s north, which will be a magnificent
congestion-buster to assist my community to get to
work, sport and education. We are going to provide
new bus services, unlike the previous government. It
was not bad enough that it did not commit to doing
things in the Yan Yean electorate; the thing it did do
was impose cuts. It imposed in excess of $60 million
worth of bus cuts to the fastest growing electorate in the
state. We are going to introduce new bus services from
Mernda and Doreen to Diamond Creek, and from
Whittlesea to Greensborough, and we are going to
resolve the school bus crisis.
We are going to build the police station at Mernda. We
are going to build fire stations at Wattle Glen and
Plenty. We are going to build the Mernda central P–12
school. We are going to do stage 3 of Hazel Glen
College, which is another fabulous P–12 school. We are
going to complete Wallan Secondary College. We are
going to reopen Greensborough TAFE; we are going to
resolve the TAFE crisis.
We are going to build a community hub in Ashley Park.
We are going to fund a Wallan town centre plan for that
growing community. We are going to fund netball
courts for the netball players of Wallan. We are going
to finally open Wallan’s ambulance station. We
committed to doing it four years ago, and so did the
other lot. In the tradition of great ABC comedy, the
former government put a fence around a block of land
just prior to the election with more empty vessels in
suits and said that was the ambulance station. The
ambulance station in Wallan will open, and we will fix
the ambulance response crisis. I look forward to
meeting with my community on Wednesday next week
to discuss that very important issue.
Finally, I would like to thank my fantastic campaign
team led by Sash Nackovski, who is my campaign
director; Matt Sheean, who was a great team motivator
and campaigner; Josh Raymond, our wonder from
Wallan; Calum Walker, our volunteer coordinator, who
possibly spoke to every person in the Yan Yean
electorate and came as a package deal with his fabulous
brother, Lawrie; Helen and Rose Kenney; Lorna Smith;
Michael Newman; Jeannie Taylor; Kellie McNaughton;
Sirima; Leo Mollasi; Chris Atkins; Irene Magolous;
Chris Curtis; Pam McCleod; Rex and Dan Nicholson,
another fabulous family unit; La Famiglia Ventura;
Francis, Jo, Nonna, and Fluffy, the campaign mascot;
Sam Stewart, who came down from Sydney; Brian
Boswell; Denice Power, Rod Curry and their children;
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Robert Sonsa; the fabulous firefighters of the United
Firefighters Union, especially Tom Upton; paramedics
Ward Young, Chris Lallo, Jess Murphy, Richard
Gardner and many more; Tom Bentley; Peter
Roylance; Mara Novembre; Sue Ferguson; the
Thompson family; my sisters, Julianna and Fran; my
sons, Blake and Carlo, and his darling wife, Paola; and
John Murphy and the Yarrambat posse for providing
endless humour and moral support to my campaign,
and some absolutely second-to-none sign sites.
I thank the electorate of Yan Yean wholeheartedly for
returning me as a member. I commend the
government’s program to the house. Unlike those
opposite, we will not let you down, and I acknowledge
everyone who supported me to return to this place for
another four years.
Mr ANGUS (Forest Hill) — I am delighted to rise
today to make my contribution to the debate on the
address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech, which was
made in December last year. I want to start by thanking
most sincerely the residents of the district of Forest Hill
for once again putting their trust in me and giving me
their ongoing support. It is a great honour and privilege
to hold this office. I assure the Forest Hill residents that
I do not take this role for granted and will continue to
work as hard as I can for them and assist residents in
any way I can.
I also want to thank all the volunteers who worked on
the Forest Hill campaign, in particular the campaign
team led so ably by the campaign chairman, Greg
Porter; the electorate conference chair, Robert Bartlett;
fundraising coordinator Gwen Keast; treasurer Fraser
Holt; and the other members of the campaign team and
electorate conference executive. I especially want to
thank the numerous volunteers who worked tirelessly
during the campaign, branch members and other
volunteers who were out constantly letterboxing,
doorknocking, doing street corners, clerical duties,
polling booths, scrutineering, attending fundraisers and
supporting me in every way they could.
I particularly want to thank my wife, Andrea, my
children, my parents and other relatives who helped so
significantly during this campaign. I also thank the
Liberal Party staff at 104 Exhibition Street for their
assistance and support. I also want to thank my staff,
Tina, Anna and Julia, who do a fantastic job in my
electorate office, worked extremely hard all last year
and continue to do an outstanding job to support me in
everything I do.
I now want to take a few minutes to reflect on what has
been achieved over the last four years under the
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coalition government in the Forest Hill district. I will
start by looking at the capital side of the education
equation. We achieved $2.7 million for Vermont
Secondary College to build a new science wing and
administration facilities. We obtained $2.1 million for
Forest Hill College to expand and upgrade classrooms
and upgrade its outdoor education and sporting
facilities. The coalition government provided $100 000
to Burwood Heights Primary School to refurbish some
classrooms. We provided $187 500 to Vermont
Primary School Kindergarten and $300 000 to
Burwood Heights Primary School Kindergarten for
facilities upgrades. We have there total expenditure of
over $5.4 million in the last four years alone, which
stands in stark contrast to the capital funding that was
received for Forest Hill schools over the 11 years of the
previous Labor government. I have seen a spreadsheet
for that period and it is shamefully empty.
I now turn my attention to the maintenance component
of the education equation. I want to put a context
around this inasmuch as after we came to power in
2010 an audit conducted in 2012 showed there was an
education maintenance backlog of $420 million
throughout Victoria. This was the fruit of 11 years of
Labor government. In the last four years over
$2.2 million was obtained for maintenance funding at
the following schools in the Forest Hill electorate:
Highvale Secondary College got $668 172; Camelot
Rise Primary School, $557 950; Vermont Primary
School, $177 762; Burwood East Special
Developmental School, $83 000; Forest Hill College,
$582 439; and Highvale Primary School, over
$103 000. An enormous investment was made by the
coalition government in the electorate of Forest Hill in
an effort to catch up on the school maintenance backlog
at some of the 20 schools I have in my patch.
At the last election I, along with the coalition team, was
able to make a number of commitments to some
schools in Forest Hill. Sadly, for the residents of Forest
Hill, none of those election commitments were
matched. However, I can assure the residents of the
electorate of Forest Hill that I will continue to campaign
and fight hard to get the funding we need. Those
commitments included $4.5 million for Vermont
Primary School to upgrade the central administration
and classroom wing; $1.8 million for Orchard Grove
Primary School to upgrade administration, staff
facilities, toilets and first aid facilities; and $434 000 for
Highvale Primary School for a significant infrastructure
upgrade.
Besides those commitments to schools, there was a
commitment of $100 000 for the UnitingCare East
Burwood centre to expand its counselling facilities and
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to support the outstanding work that that well-regarded
community service organisation is doing in the local
electorate. There was also $80 000 for Forest Hill
Cricket Club to relocate its practice nets. As I said, I
will continue to advocate and fight hard for my
community to obtain these sorts of funds and other
funds as the need arises in the electorate of Forest Hill.
I turn now to other areas. In the first coalition budget
we were able to fund the Forest Hill police station,
which was a $12 million project. I had the great
pleasure of being there just a couple of weeks ago with
a number of senior officers from the area and others to
inspect that facility, which is going along extremely
well and should open in the not-too-distant future.
More broadly, one of the great facilities I have spoken
about many times in this place is the Box Hill Hospital
redevelopment. This was a $447.5 million project that
was delivered on time and ahead of budget. As I have
said countless times in this place, the finished project
ended up being a 10-storey building for the original
cost of a 9-storey building. That is the way the coalition
government ran capital projects of that nature. It was a
fantastic project from start to finish. I had the pleasure
of being in attendance at all the key milestones, and it is
now an outstanding facility serving the residents of the
eastern suburbs, including the residents of the Forest
Hill electorate.
We also committed funds to other major works,
including $630 million for the regional hospital in
Bendigo. I was up there a couple of weeks ago, over
Easter, with my in-laws and saw the progress being
made on that outstanding facility. What a great facility
that will be for the people of regional and rural Victoria.
There was also a commitment of $250 million for the
Monash Children’s hospital. These are just a couple of
the commitments that have directly affected the
residents of Forest Hill. There are countless others, but
due to time constraints I will not be able to go into
them.
Hundreds of thousands of dollars have been obtained
for numerous other schools, sporting clubs and
community groups. For example, the East Burwood
Tennis Club got $50 000 to refurbish some tennis
courts and Vermont Men’s Shed got just over $24 000
to expand its facilities. They are smaller amounts but
they will have very significant outcomes for the local
community. Significantly, we were able to protect
15.4 hectares of the Healesville Freeway Reserve,
which was transferred to Crown land. This was a
contentious local issue but it has resulted in a great
outcome for the local community.
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More broadly again, if we look at some of the fantastic
achievements of the coalition government in the last
four years, and others have mentioned these, we see the
introduction of protective services officers (PSOs) at
train stations, which is a fantastic policy and hugely
successful. It was very well received and resulted in a
significant benefit to Forest Hill residents. Many of
them have spoken to me about the sense of security
they now feel when they catch trains late at night as a
result of that fantastic policy. We also funded and
recruited additional police officers. Over
1700 additional police were recruited together with the
PSOs I have already mentioned.
The government completed the removal of several level
crossings, including the ones at Mitcham Road and
Rooks Road in Mitcham, which is just north of my
electorate but has significantly impacted on my
residents. Funding was also provided for the removal of
the Blackburn Road level crossing in Blackburn as part
of a $457 million level crossing removal commitment
in the last state budget. That crossing is about
1 kilometre north of my office and my northern
boundary, but its removal will provide significant
benefits for local residents. There is also the free tram
travel in the CBD. The zone 1 and 2 travel for the price
of a zone 1 fare has had a direct impact on my residents
because we are in a zone 2 area. This has resulted in
savings of around $1200 per annum for commuters
who come into the city on a daily basis.
Importantly and fundamentally, we left the state’s
economy in a stable and responsible position. The
budget was in a first-class position with a AAA credit
rating and a stable outlook. Surpluses were projected
for the current year and all the years of the forward
estimates period. As the shadow Treasurer, the member
for Malvern, mentioned in his contribution, it will be
interesting to see how the numbers stack up in the
budget in a month or so. The coalition government was
able to cut WorkCover premiums, cut payroll tax and
undertake significant reform of the fire services levy.
These things resulted in very significant benefits for
businesses and consumers in the state of Victoria.
Right now we are at the crossroads as we approach the
first of the Labor budgets in this Parliament. It is
causing me and residents of my electorate significant
concern. We just have to look at the past to see what
may happen in the future. The annual expenditure
growth in the last state budget and the forward
estimates under the coalition government was 2.6 per
cent. It is important that we do not forget that that
stands in very stark contrast to the average annual
expenditure growth over the decade to 2009–10 under
the previous Labor government, which was 8 per cent.
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What a staggering and clearly unsustainable level of
growth that was. Expense growth outstripped revenue
growth year after year during the last Labor
government.
The previous speaker also mentioned the great Labor
white elephant, the desalination plant. We have a fixed
cost to Victorian taxpayers of approximately
$1.8 million per day for 27 years excluding the cost of
water. That is a staggering impost on taxpayers in
Victoria.
During its term the coalition government was able to
keep the economy strong and continue to expand. That
assisted businesses and provided jobs for local
residents. It has been of concern to me, particularly in
the last few months, to see some of the editorials and
newspaper headlines in relation to what is coming. In
the Herald Sun of 6 March we see an article headed
‘Spending the state broke’. All kinds of things are
mentioned in that article, such as the sovereign risk that
has been introduced as a result of the recent events
regarding the east–west link. In the Herald Sun of
4 April there is an article headed ‘Labor gets it wrong,
again’. I do not have time to go into all the details of
that article but suffice it to say that the axing of the beds
at the Peter MacCallum hospital is a disgraceful
outcome. A further article from the same day is headed
‘Cancer fight damns Labor’. There is a lot of material
there that again I do not have time to go into. But the
piece goes on to talk about other matters in relation to
union paybacks coming through. Even today’s Herald
Sun carries an editorial headed ‘Andrews compo
shame’. It says:
Daniel Andrews stands condemned.
Condemned for gross financial waste.
Condemned for a failure to meet Victoria’s strategic
infrastructure needs.
Condemned over his preference for short-term political gain
and partisan intransigence at the cost of the greater good.
Condemned for placing at huge risk Victoria’s reputation as a
place to invest.

That is the message being sent to the business
community. ‘Victorian government is closed for
business’ says the headline to the editorial in the
Australian today. I could talk all day on that, but
obviously I do not have time. It will have significant
consequences both now and into the future for all
Victorians. That is not something any of us are going to
be looking forward to.
In conclusion, I once again want to thank the residents
of the Forest Hill district, my campaign team, the many
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volunteers and particularly my family. I am grateful I
have the opportunity to continue to work with the
community to make the Forest Hill electorate an even
better place to live and raise a family. As I said, I will
continue to fight on behalf of local residents to ensure
that my electorate receives the funding it needs to create
jobs, build local infrastructure and improve schools and
health services. Most importantly, I will also work hard
to hold the state government to account and ensure that
it delivers what it promised during the election.
Mr SCOTT (Minister for Finance) — It is a great
honour to rise in the address-in-reply debate because all
of us are entrusted with a very special gift when we are
brought into this place by the electors. As other
members have done, I place on the record my deep
gratitude to the voters of my electorate of Preston,
which principally comprises the suburbs of Preston,
Reservoir and a tiny part of Coburg East.
The honour which has been bestowed on me and on all
members of this house is one to be taken very seriously.
The electors of Preston live in a fabulous part of
Melbourne and a fabulous part of Victoria. It is a
multicultural and diverse community. It is a community
with significant disparities of wealth and income. There
are wealthy people moving into West Preston in
particular, there are significant areas of great
disadvantage, particularly in Reservoir East and Preston
East, and there are mixes of all of the above. It is a
vibrant and engaged community with a great tradition
of social engagement. There are vibrant sporting clubs
and community groups, which are fully engaged with
the community.
Every time someone is brought from such a place to
this house, it is worth placing on the record the
important duty we all undertake. In that context it was a
pleasure that prior to the election I was able to
campaign for significant improvements I am sure that
the Labor Party will deliver on, including in education.
The William Ruthven Secondary College is a fantastic
school that achieves outstanding results. It represents a
catchment of some of the more disadvantaged areas in
my electorate, and yet 80 per cent of its Victorian
certificate of education graduates from last year went
on to university. The work the school has undertaken
and the fabulous partnerships it has developed,
particularly with La Trobe University and RMIT
University, have not been reflected in the buildings that
are available to the students.
During the election campaign I was able to campaign
on a commitment from the Labor Party for $10 million
to upgrade the buildings at William Ruthven Secondary
College, and that is something I am proud of and am
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sure that the Labor government will commit to deliver
on. The upgrade is badly needed to complement the
fantastic work that is being done by both the students
and the staff who work there and are truly dedicated
people.
As this is the first contribution to the debate on the
address-in-reply that has been given by a minister, I
want to touch upon the twin responsibilities I hold as
the Minister for Multicultural Affairs and the Minister
for Finance. Multicultural affairs is a little different
from most portfolios. In Victoria we have something
special; there is a fabulous bipartisan tradition.
Although address-in-reply speeches are not usually the
time to say nice things about your opponents, in
Victoria there has been a real cross-party commitment
to a diverse, strong multicultural society, and that is
very important to the state. It differentiates the
Victorian model of multicultural affairs from those of a
number of other states. Firstly, in Victoria we do not
merely mouth platitudes. People strongly support and
believe in multiculturalism.
Secondly, according to research undertaken by the
Scanlon Foundation, the strong support from both the
political process and the community — be it business,
trade unions, welfare organisations or other social
groups — has translated into much stronger levels of
support for multiculturalism. In Victoria we not only
talk about being the capital of multicultural Australia,
the research bears it out. The Labor Party is proud to
build upon the great tradition that has been established
over a long period of time, and we made strong
commitments during the election campaign.
I would like to touch upon one particular community,
the Vietnamese community, whose members came to
Australia largely as refugees in the shadow of a terrible
war. They have recently celebrated 40 years of living in
Australia, and they thanked the Australian community
for enabling them to live in and contribute to Australian
society. The Vietnamese community has been running
fabulous leadership programs for young people. It has
also been looking at developing a museum for the
Vietnamese community. These two wonderful
programs are something that, during the election, we on
this side of the house were proud to support and
something that will be a great addition to the
community.
I would like to pay tribute to another community. The
Islamic Council of Victoria, ICV, has been running a
fabulous program with young people. We talk about the
challenging issues in our society, and there are people
in the community who would seek to radicalise our
youth. The Islamic Council of Victoria has been
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working hard to deliver a different narrative, to work
with young people and to engage them in society so
that they will not be vulnerable to those who want to
spread hate and division and turn others against the rest
of society. In fact the commitment of the Islamic
Council of Victoria to its youth work has been borne
out by additional support of $200 000 that this
government has pledged to make during this term.
The example that the Islamic Council of Victoria is
setting was borne out by the recent dinner it held with
the Jewish Community Council of Victoria. At this
historic dinner people from the Islamic community and
the Jewish community came together literally to break
bread, to talk over the differences and issues between
the two communities and to build a stronger Victoria.
That is exactly the sort of activity that we on the Labor
side of politics, as I am sure are those on the other side
of the house, are proud to support. There were coalition
members present at that dinner, as well as a member of
the Greens. The work of building of bridges between
communities is so important. As Minister for
Multicultural Affairs I will be working hard to support
those communities.
In terms of the finance portfolio, the largest public
financial corporation for which I have responsibility as
minister is WorkCover, a critical institution in our
community. Around 30 000 workplace incidents take
place each year. Some result in multiple claims, and
they affect almost 30 000 Victorians. We have been
concerned about the drift that has been going on with
WorkCover. The Labor Party has already put the
WorkSafe name back where it should be. We have put
the ‘safe’ back into WorkSafe because the focus on
safety within WorkCover is so important.
WorkCover is both an occupational health and safety
organisation and an insurance organisation, and we
need to collectively understand that if you can prevent
an accident, it is much better than compensating
someone for an accident. There is an unabashed
enthusiasm for a renewed focus on workplace safety
and a renewed focus on ensuring that all Victorians
return home from work safely.
We will also be looking to extend rights. For example,
presumptive rights for firefighters who have become
victims of certain cancers due to their work protecting
the Victorian community. That is something we will be
delivering during our current term. There is also a focus
on this side of the house collectively by the Labor Party
and something that as the minister I am very focused
on, and that is looking at what happens to the
20-odd per cent of workers who do not return to work.
WorkCover is reasonably successful comparative to

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
1108

ASSEMBLY

other organisations in getting people back into the
workforce. However, about 20 per cent do not return to
work and the evidence is very strong that they suffer
significantly high rates of mental health problems, have
great difficulties in their personal lives and often fall
into an abyss. What is sad is that the current scheme has
not been measuring properly what has been happening
to such people. There is a paucity of real hard evidence
on exactly what is happening in their lives. We will be
remedying that lack of hard evidence, and there will be
an unabashed focus on ensuring that the 20 per cent of
people who have not been returning to work are not
forgotten.
Like other members I will refer to those who assisted
me. I would like to thank my staff and my campaign
staff, including Christina Han, Steve Gagen, the
fabulous Unal family and Kate Dunn. Most of all there
is my wife, who like many other spouses has given up
many nights and sacrificed her own time to assist a
member of Parliament, in this case, me.
Since I know that others have to speak — I understood
there was an arrangement of about 10 minutes and I
note that has been kept in the breach — I will keep my
comments short. I will just say that it is again a real
honour to represent the community of Preston, and I
look forward to delivering during the term ahead for
that community, which was so neglected by the
previous government.
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I am pleased speak in the
debate on the address-in-reply to the address by the
Governor, the Honourable Alex Chernov, AC, QC. I
must say that the Governor was a strong supporter of
my electorate; he visited quite a number of times. He is
virtually a local, having a property around the Taggerty
area. I wish him well on his retirement, and I wish
Linda Dessau all the best as well as she moves into this
role. I also want to place on the record my thanks to the
electors of Eildon, a new electoral district following the
electoral redistribution. I am very privileged to be the
first representative of that area.
I want to talk a little about Eildon, because it is
substantially different — possibly 55 per cent
different — from the seat that I previously held, the seat
of Seymour. With the change in electoral boundaries I
lost the shire of Mitchell and I gained the shire of
Mansfield. I also gained the additional areas covered by
the Yarra Ranges Shire Council up the Warburton
Highway and the Upper Yarra area. I gained part of the
shire of Nillumbik extending to Panton Hill, Kangaroo
Ground and across to Arthurs Creek. This is a total area
of some 10 000 square kilometres.
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The Eildon district is a wonderful place to live and
work. It is home to a host of close-knit communities
which are surrounded by a beautiful natural
environment taking in the Goulburn River,
Melbourne’s green wedge, Victoria’s high plains, the
Yarra Valley and the Yarra Ranges. It also includes the
snowfields of Mount Buller, Lake Mountain and Mount
Donna Buang. It encompasses Lake Eildon and that
$750 million white elephant, the north–south pipeline,
which runs smack through the front of my property. I
am very familiar with it.
My electorate is quite diverse in what it offers. The
agriculture includes a bit of everything, with strong
viticulture and horticulture. We have quite a lot of apple
orchards down at the south end. Our beef is very well
known. We are extremely well known in the area for
exporting bovine genetics to quite a number of
countries, and we have a number of cattle studs. During
Beef Week it was my pleasure to visit quite a number
of those, from the north around Mansfield to
Strathewen and Tarrawarra. We have a fishing industry,
with two of the largest water catchments. The area is
heavily tourism oriented, with the world-renowned
Healesville Sanctuary and the beautiful Yarra Valley
that people know quite a lot about. There is the high
country, which is a wonderful place to go, and also my
home town of Yea, which is a wonderful little country
town that is heavily reliant on tourism.
What is common across the area is the reliance on small
business as the main means of employment. To give
members in the chamber bit of an idea of what can be
found in this area of over 10 000 square kilometres, we
have 37 primary schools, 5 secondary schools and
8 Catholic and independent schools. That is 50 schools.
We have 51 Country Fire Authority brigades, 6 State
Emergency Service units and 18 football clubs.
Compared to what happens in a lot of the metropolitan
seats, representing such a large area is a different type
of challenge, as those in other country seats would
know, I was privileged to have been elected as the
member for Seymour in the last Parliament. Being in
Parliament is an honour, and it is something I take
seriously. For me, one of the most disappointing things
about coming into government with a one-seat majority
was experiencing the behaviour of the opposition
during that period. The worst example I could come up
with was when the member for Bendigo East stood in
clear defiance of the then Speaker, Ken Smith, was
named and was removed from the chamber for six
days. I thought that display of behaviour was appalling,
but members on the other side seemed to endorse that
behaviour as satisfactory.
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One of the highlights for me during the last Parliament
was the establishment of the $1 billion Regional
Growth Fund. We showed as coalition that we were
very serious about looking after country and rural
Victoria, and we invested heavily in a lot of projects in
small towns and communities. Many wonderful
projects were undertaken, whether through the Putting
Locals First Fund, through larger support from
Regional Development Victoria or through the local
government infrastructure program. There is the work
done up at Tolmie, a really small and quite quirky
community and a lovely place if people want to visit,
and at Maindample. There was work done on halls at
Yarck, Molesworth and on the shire hall at Yea. Works
were also done on a few swimming pools and on the
Mansfield Recreation Reserve. Streetscape work began
at Eildon and Yarck. There were so many wonderful
projects that were put forward and really grabbed by the
local communities as well as the local shires. That was
certainly a highlight for me.
The country roads and bridges program was also a
wonderful highlight, and I know how welcome it
was — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Blandthorn) —
Order! I indicate to the member for Melton that his
voice is very distracting.
Ms McLEISH — It was greatly appreciated by the
Mansfield and Murrindindi shire councils, and the
Mitchell shire as well. Under this program each of the
rural shires was given $1 million per year for the
four-year term. They all had four years to work on
projects that, for some of them, had been hanging
around for years. At Murrindindi there were two big
bridge projects: the Breakaway Bridge at Acheron and
the Goulburn River bridge crossing going up to the
highlands at Ghin Ghin. There are massive costs
involved in these works, and for over a decade the shire
worried about how it would ever be able to afford to
upgrade these bridges. It was terrific that through the
country roads and bridges program we were able to
make that possible. I am really sad to see that it looks as
if that program has fallen by the wayside.
Another positive was that the government provided gas
to the regions, and Wandong and Heathcote Junction
were beneficiaries of that. The former Brumby
government said that gas had been extended as far as
possible — it could not be extended further. We were
able to defy what that government had thought were the
odds and move to signing a contract to connect the
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regions. That included providing gas to Warburton,
which is in my new electorate of Eildon.
Another highlight of the former government’s term was
its provision of $7.8 million for the Healesville and
District Hospital. The former Labor government had let
that hospital run down. It had a lot of empty beds, and
there were a lot of complaints and huge concern in the
community that the tap had been turned off. We were
able to boost that hospital’s standing through some
great work with Eastern Health. I look forward to that
work being completed.
The former government invested in racing at a local
level. As the member for Seymour, I had three picnic
tracks, a dog track, three larger regional racetracks and
a greyhound adoption program in my electorate. There
was quite a lot there. I have lost a few of those, but I
have gained the picnic tracks at Merton and Mansfield.
The investment by the former Minister for Racing, the
member for South-West Coast, into local racing was
absolutely terrific, and it was certainly welcome. It gave
a real shot in the arm for those responsible for the
picnic courses, who had worried for such a long time
because the former Labor government had dealt with
them so poorly.
Being in opposition in this Parliament is, of course,
disappointing, but we will endeavour to do what we do
and hold the government to account. As the
government settles in we are beginning to see its true
colours — the colours of socialism. The red is
absolutely jumping out at us. The government has
abandoned quite a lot of infrastructure projects,
including work on the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre, the Melbourne Airport rail link and
the east–west link. I was particularly outraged by the
government’s decision in relation to the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre to pull the floor
dedicated to private health. Labor is supposed to be
governing for all Victorians, and some Victorians have
health insurance and would choose to go private. Not
everyone will choose to do so, but people who do not
have private health insurance may also choose to go
private. If Labor wishes to represent all Victorians, it
should actually do so.
In relation to the east–west link I say the roads are still
congested. We have heard others say the east–west link
will still need to be built at some time. It was a good
idea. In previous times Labor had thought it was a good
idea, but now it has backed itself into a corner to protect
some seats. We know public transport is equally as
important as roads, and we were moving towards
funding both, but this government is ditching road
projects and trashing our international reputation. Word
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does get out quickly. Prior to coming into this place I
did a lot of work consulting in the construction
industry, and I know of the big projects in Victoria and
other states. I know how those companies talk, and I
know what they are saying now. I also have friends in
the banking sector, and they have told me that many in
that sector are now saying the government is an
absolute joke in the way it is going ahead.
I also want to comment very quickly on the Governor’s
address, which had a focus on jobs and growth. The
government has started appallingly in this regard. It laid
off the people who would have worked on the
east–west link project — 3700 jobs were lost there — it
pretended that the West Gate distributor project was
shovel ready and now it is looking at creating two
public holidays, which is really working against jobs.
As the new member for Eildon I will be doing
everything I can to hold the government to account.
Everyone can be assured that I will advocate strongly,
not just for the people of the Eildon electorate but also
for the people in the outer east — the peri-urban
fringe — and for country Victoria.
Finally, I have a number of thankyous. I thank my staff
who have been with me for the journey. I thank Ryan,
Heather and Chris so much for their hard work and
ongoing loyalty. I thank the electorate council: Mike
Dalmau, Michael Pointer, Fiona Ogilvy-O’Donnell and
John Lithgow. They were fantastic. We had 39 booths
to man. That is some feat, and it is indicative of the
number of small towns and communities in my
electorate. I thank John Ridley and Peter McWilliam,
who were also a wonderful help. I thank Chris Jackson.
I thank my family, who really did not see a lot of me. I
thank my brother, who had to pick up a lot of the pieces
with my father while I was out campaigning. I thank the
branch members, who did a wonderful job. There are
three ex-MPs who have had different roles in different
parts of my journey. Graeme Stoney, in the north, is
always a wonderful supporter; Fran Bailey down in the
south, in Healesville, is a terrific supporter; and Steve
McArthur is also available, and is often a terrific
support. I thank all of these people sincerely.
Mr PERERA (Cranbourne) — It gives me great
pleasure to contribute to the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech. As this is my first contribution to a
debate in this term, I take this opportunity to
congratulate the member for Tarneit on his elevation to
the position of Speaker. It is a great honour for him to
be the Speaker of the 58th Parliament, especially for
someone of his background. He is a first-generation
migrant who has faced a lot of barriers in getting to a
position like this. He has cleared all of them, and he has
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gotten to where he wanted to be. I congratulate him and
say well done.
It is an enormous honour to have been re-elected to this
place for the fourth time. With the redistribution of the
boundaries last year, 60 per cent of my previous
electorate, which was dear to me and which I
represented over the last 12 years, is no longer in my
new electorate. I miss the areas of Frankston North,
Carrum Downs, Skye, Sandhurst and parts of
Langwarrin and Seaford, which are no longer part of
my electorate. The redistribution made the new seat of
Cranbourne very marginal. Leading up to the 2014 state
election the coalition needed only a swing of 1.1 per
cent to take the seat.
Prior to the 2014 election the Andrews Labor
opposition had a good plan for Victoria, which it
articulated well, and it had effective plans for
Cranbourne. However, by contrast, over the last four
years the coalition did nothing in Cranbourne. In the
last four years, 5000 families have moved into my
electorate, but the coalition did not take up the
challenge of that growth. The coalition never improved
Cranbourne’s public transport services; upgraded our
arterial roads; modernised our hospitals; modernised
our schools; drove an effective jobs and skills plan;
dealt with the out-of-control crime rates, especially in
Casey; dealt with the ever-growing family violence
challenges — my electorate has the highest rates of
family violence in Victoria; assisted our most
marginalised; or eased the cost of living pressures on
low-to-middle-income families.
The coalition’s report card was so appalling that the
good people of Victoria booted it out of office after one
term. This is the first time in many decades in Victoria
that a government has been booted out after a single
term. The transport system was in tatters. On a daily
basis there were many complaints about delayed and
cancelled trains, but the former government completely
ignored them. I am proud to put on the record that the
Andrews Labor government has a plan to remove every
level crossing between Dandenong and Caulfield and to
purchase 37 new, high-capacity trains as part of a
multibillion-dollar public transport package. Labor’s
unprecedented investment will ease congestion and
reduce travel times.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PERERA — The member says it will not
reduce travel times, but it will. The removal of nine
level crossings between Dandenong and Caulfield will
make an enormous difference to not only the train
commuters but also the driving community. Four
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stations will be rebuilt at Clayton, Carnegie,
Murrumbeena and Hughesdale. There will be new and
upgraded rail infrastructure in the corridor, including
power and signalling upgrades. Pakenham will have a
new train depot and maintenance facility. The most
important thing is the addition of 37 new trains, with
50 per cent of the work mandated to be done locally,
which will create local jobs. This Labor initiative will
boost passenger capacity by up to 42 per cent on the
Cranbourne and Pakenham lines every day,
accommodating an extra 11 000 passengers in the
morning peak, and it will boost capacity across the
network by freeing up existing trains.
The Andrews Labor government has also commenced
work on the once-in-a-generation Melbourne Metro rail
project. This project will increase the capacity and
efficiency of train lines serving our local area. An
Andrews Labor government has not forgotten the
removal of the level crossing at Thompsons Road,
Cranbourne, which will provide much-needed relief to
the motorists who use this busy arterial road. That is
what Labor is doing to fix our local train system.
Let me now talk about the bus services which will be
provided by the Andrews Labor government.
Unfortunately the previous coalition government did
almost nothing in this area. It extended one existing bus
service to run along an extra road at Linsell Boulevard,
Cranbourne East, and renamed the bus route Selandra
Rise. Selandra Rise is a unique and innovative
community in my electorate that is set to become one of
Victoria’s most livable places. Many of its residents
realised that this ad hoc public transport initiative by the
coalition government was a disaster because the
extended bus service did not even go into the Selandra
Rise residential development.
I am pleased to advise the house that the Andrews
Labor government will roll out extensive new bus
services in my electorate, including more route 799
services from Cranbourne North to Merinda Park on
weekdays and Saturdays. It will extend the 847 service
on the Berwick to Casey Central route into the new
estate south of Glasscocks Road, including the area
around William Thwaites Boulevard and
Mountainview Boulevard. The government will also
provide a new Cranbourne to Pearcedale service, more
Frankston to Cranbourne services, more 898 services
from Cranbourne East to Cranbourne station on
Saturdays, and more 796 services from Cranbourne
shopping centre to Clyde on weekdays and weekends.
It will extend the 798 service from Cranbourne
shopping centre to Selandra Boulevard, something the
coalition government failed miserably to do. The
government will also extend the 897 service route from
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Cranbourne to Dandenong via Merinda Park, Lynbrook
and Dandenong South to service the growing estates
west of Cranbourne.
The Andrews government is investing heavily in roads
in Cranbourne. Thompsons Road carries over
25 000 vehicles a day and needed to be duplicated
yesterday. When Labor was in government it invested
over $55 million to upgrade this road, but in the last
four years nothing was done. I am pleased to announce
that the rest of the duplication of Thompsons Road,
between East Link and Clyde Road in Cranbourne, will
take place under an Andrews government at a cost of
$175 million.
The previous coalition government did not do anything
in the area of health in my electorate. However, the
Andrews government has committed $106.3 million for
a major expansion of Casey Hospital, building the
hospital’s first intensive care unit and opening the doors
for thousands of residents in need.
I take this opportunity to thank my electorate staff and
the many volunteers who manned the booths on
election day and worked the phones for five to six
months. I also thank my family and extended family,
who were very active in the campaign. Without their
support it would have been an uphill battle for me to be
re-elected for a fourth term. Finally, I would like to
thank the very good people of Cranbourne for electing
me for a fourth term.
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) — I am pleased to rise
to contribute to the debate on the address-in-reply to the
Governor’s speech.
Mr Nardella — Hear, hear!
Mr HODGETT — I thank the member for Melton,
and I congratulate the Acting Speaking on her chairing
of this robust debate and for giving me protection.
It is a great honour to have been elected as the member
for Croydon and to represent people in the suburbs of
Croydon, Croydon North, Croydon South, Ringwood
North, Mooroolbark, Croydon Hills, Kilsyth,
Ringwood and Bayswater North. We put ourselves
forward to be elected, to be strong voices for the people
we represent, to make a difference, to work hard and to
deliver improvements to our local communities. I am
pleased that in my relatively short time in the house I
have developed a long list of achievements and have a
proud track record of working hard and delivering for
my local community. I will use my brief time today to
talk about some of the improvements we have delivered
to the community and some of the things I would have
wanted to deliver had we been successful in forming
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government but which I will now work with the
government to try to deliver because they are great
projects that are needed in our community.
Over time we have certainly made improvements to
local schools. At Eastwood Primary School we did a
$7.3 million rebuild, which you announced, Acting
Speaker. Stages 1 and 2 of that project will come to
completion and deliver a fantastic local state-of-the-art
facility for the Eastwood Primary School community.
Mooroolbark community hub was granted $2.4 million.
Protective security officers were assigned to our local
railway stations, in particular at Mooroolbark, Croydon
and Ringwood East in my electorate. There has been
great feedback about having protective services officers
at our local stations, and I continue to hear fantastic
stories. That was a great policy and one we want to
continue to support.
In relation to traffic lights and road improvements, there
were traffic lights installed on Cambridge and
Canterbury roads. The Dining Room Mission in
Croydon, which I will come to, got a $10 000 grant,
and I will come to the election commitment we will be
pursuing on behalf of The Dining Room Mission. Pinks
Reserve Netball Complex received $500 000.
Mooroolbark benefited from the 1700 new police on
the beat. A $250 000 upgrade was made to
Mooroolbark police station, which the local community
is very pleased with, and our local law enforcement
men and women really enjoy the upgrade to that facility
where they can operate more comfortably. At
Mooroolbark railway station we delivered a
$3.8 million upgrade. There was a pedestrian crossing
at the Hull Road roundabout and right-turn arrows at
Eastfield and Bayswater roads.
Yarra Hills Secondary College is another school you
would be familiar with, Acting Speaker; it received
$10 million. The college received funding under the
previous Labor government but it needed a
commitment for stage 2. We stepped up to the plate and
delivered the $10 million stage 2 and now we have got
a brand-new school in Yarra Hills Secondary College.
We delivered low-floor buses on local routes and
funding to eliminate graffiti. Barngeong Reserve had an
upgrade, again a modest amount of money, $250 000,
but it was a great upgrade to that local sporting facility
that has junior cricket, junior football and baseball.
Through design work with Maroondah City Council we
were able to maximise that money and deliver great
outcomes. Improvements to the traffic lights at
Montrose roundabout were funded to benefit the local
community. The Croydon Districts Table Tennis
Association centre got $40 000 over time, Mooroolbark
Heights Reserve got lights, and the list goes on and on.
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I will put forward a number of improvements that we
would have funded had we been re-elected at the last
election, and I raise them because I will continue to
work hard and to fight for those improvements over the
next four years because they are much needed in the
local community. It is a matter of prioritisation. We
cannot deliver everything at once, but we will continue
to try to get them delivered over the next four years.
In particular I mention the Croydon Rangers Gridiron
Club. Mainstream clubs such as cricket, football or
netball usually receive funding, but Croydon Rangers is
a successful gridiron club. As an election commitment
we were offering $40 000 to install viewing windows to
enable spectators to view the game from inside a room.
If members look at this facility where the Eastern
Football League umpires also train, it is basically just a
brick building with no viewing access out onto the
playing area. For a relatively modest cost we could
install those windows and greatly enhance the use of
the facility by allowing people to enjoy games from
inside. It is a fantastic commitment and I will put
pressure on the Minister for Sport to see if he can see
his way clear to committing funding to the Croydon
Rangers Gridiron Club.
In all our communities we have homeless people, the
vulnerable and the disadvantaged, who rely on services
for meals or just to be given some companionship. The
Dining Room Mission in Croydon was operated by
David Koop. He may have stepped back as director
now but there are a number of people who help out by
providing a weekly meal to those in need, and we
offered $25 000 in funding towards its ongoing running
costs. It does a terrific job of providing meals and
support for homeless and disadvantaged people,
focusing largely on Maroondah even though people
travel far and wide from other districts. That is a
community service worthy of support, and I will
continue to fight for funding for The Dining Room
Mission.
Croydon Primary School had approximately two-thirds
of a rebuild through the Building the Education
Revolution (BER) program, with the remaining
one-third of the school, one wing, still needing to be
rebuilt at a cost of about $3 million. I will be raising
that with the Minister for Education, who is familiar
with the project. For $3 million we could finish off that
school and the students and their families would have
the very best learning facilities and learning spaces at
that school. As I said, it was two-thirds built under the
BER program and we need to finish it off and deliver it
as a brand-new school in Croydon.
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I am pleased that both sides made commitments to
Melba College. We made a $10 million commitment to
rebuild the college and Labor also made that
commitment. I raised this matter with the Minister for
Education in this house on 26 February. School
principal Terry Bennett and the school community have
done a wonderful job of persevering over many years to
try to get the rebuild of that school underway. Stage 1
will cost $10 million, and I look forward to getting a
time frame for that commitment so I can go back and
announce to that school community when the rebuild
will start. There will also be some cost recovery on that
project because the school will be going from two sites
to one. When we kick off, Melba College will be a
great project to deliver to the local community.
We announced $1.4 million to build a new ambulance
station at the five-way roundabout at Lincoln Road in
Mooroolbark. The then Department of Health acquired
some land in 2012. Currently the paramedics are
serving the Mooroolbark community from a temporary
base at the Montrose branch, and I will raise that with
the Minister for Health to find out what the plans are to
proceed with that ambulance substation at Mooroolbark
to deliver services in and around Mooroolbark.
I will cut my contribution short in the interests of
members on both sides of the house being able to make
contributions as we complete the addresses-in-reply
debate. However, I want to spend a few moments
thanking a number of people involved in my election
campaign, which is the third I have run. I had a terrific
team, ably led by Fran Henderson, who is a great local
person. Her passions in life are religion, politics and the
Geelong Football Club. Thankfully she donated a large
amount of her time to my re-election. I thank the entire
team that supported me, including my staff — both
ministerial and electoral — who worked hard
throughout the campaign and in the caretaker period to
run the ministerial and electorate offices. I could never
thank them enough. They are dedicated, hardworking,
terrific people.
I thank my family — my wife, Tina, and my seven
kids. They certainly help on polling day to staff booths.
I thank the branch members, the people who come out
and work with us in the interests of getting us elected.
We would not be here in this place without the support
of those people. I could never thank them enough or
sufficiently repay them. I thank my supporters. Without
those people who support and assist us in any number
of ways we would not be here. I will continue to work
hard on behalf of my local community. I look forward
to representing the people of the Croydon district over
the next four years and to working hard to deliver a
number of improvements in our local community.
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Ms KAIROUZ (Kororoit) — In taking the
opportunity to speak in the debate for the adoption of
the address-in-reply to the Governor’s speech, I would
like to begin by extending my thanks to the people of
the state seat of Kororoit, who have placed their trust in
me for a third time. I am truly humbled by that trust and
will do everything in my power to repay the faith
placed in me. It is true that without the support of a
team of dedicated and hardworking people I would not
be standing here today. I thank my family, my staff, my
campaign committee and the many supporters who
provided assistance in the weeks leading up to the
election and on election day. I am delighted to be able
to put on the record my congratulations to the Premier
and his cabinet. I know they are doing their very best
for the people of Victoria. I also extend a very warm
welcome to all the new members in this place and
congratulate those who have returned.
In representing the people of Kororoit — and
Melbourne’s west more broadly — I view the term of
the previous government as one of great
disappointment and shame. If it were not so serious, the
health fiasco under the former government would be
laughable. The former Minister for Health, David
Davis, allowed the previous Treasurer to slash millions
of dollars from hospital budgets and refused to pay
reasonable wages and conditions to ambulance
employees. He appeared to spend the whole term like a
pantomime clown, looking everywhere for hospital
beds that did not exist. Ambulance response times
suffered under the coalition government. It took Labor
to get to the root of the problem.
People in the western suburbs have as much right to a
responsive ambulance service and easy access to public
hospital beds as those who live in the inner city. Many
in the west cannot afford the gap between the fee
charged and the Medicare rebate, let alone the luxury of
private health insurance. While these people wait for
essential surgery, their work and family life suffers —
their lives are put on hold. I am gratified that we now
have a health minister who understands the system and
has solutions and a Premier who both understands the
challenges and cares enough to do something about
them.
Many of my constituents made the journey to Australia
from homes across the oceans with the dream of a
better life. Sometimes a tougher journey awaited them
once they got here — the journey out of relative
poverty. One of the reasons I joined the Labor Party as
a young woman was that I saw the inherent decency in
its enduring values of fairness, justice and equality of
opportunity. The key to escaping the yoke of poverty is
education. A decent education leads to a decent job, and
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a decent job gives individuals and their families
opportunities. The difference between equality and
inequality is very simple — it is a job. Education is the
pathway to that job. Education is something else those
opposite neglected. Rather than plan and deliver new
schools and an improved curriculum and outcomes,
they cut and cut and cut. They left us with a system that
was stagnating and, worse, a system that was falling
behind the rest of the nation. We now have a
government that puts people first and education front
and centre.
Under the previous government Victoria’s biggest net
export was jobs. We watched numerous companies
close their doors or downsize as the inaction of the
coalition drove business confidence into the dirt. The
automotive industry, the clean energy sector and
manufacturing in general have been victims of coalition
governments in this place and in Canberra. When these
jobs are lost it cuts a swathe through electorates such as
mine, where many in the workforce are semiskilled or
low-skilled workers. Worse still, it means fewer
opportunities for young people starting out, particularly
those who do not wish to attend university or simply
cannot afford it. To do nothing runs the risk of having a
generation of disengaged young people with little hope
of a decent future, so I am very proud to be part of a
government that will reinvigorate Victoria’s economy,
get people back to work and procure local content
where possible.
While public transport was neglected in this state, those
opposite hatched one of the most disgraceful plans for a
transport infrastructure project Victoria has ever
seen — the east–west tunnel. This $10.7 billion
mega-disaster was fanciful and ill-conceived and
proved just how devious those opposite could be. The
now opposition owes the Victorian people a sincere
apology for the mess it has left for an incoming
Andrews government to clean up.
I want to assure the people of Kororoit that I will be a
very strong advocate for them in government and will
clearly make the case for the delivery of priority road
and rail projects within my electorate. Since being
elected to this place I have been a strong advocate for
the need to fix the Main Road and Furlong Road rail
crossings, as well as for the Caroline Springs train
station. I am extremely pleased that the efforts of local
people will be rewarded when the Andrews Labor
government delivers these projects in its first term. I am
also proud that this government has started work on the
removal of Victoria’s worst 50 level crossings, which
will get Victorians home safer and sooner whether they
drive or catch public transport.
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The fall from grace of the coalition has been swift, hard
and just. The people of Victoria saw through its deceit
and broken promises and now hold those on the other
side in contempt. I am proud to be part of a government
that will govern for all Victorians and will set the
foundations for the future prosperity of our great state.
I draw my inspiration from my family: hardworking
migrants who left the war-torn country of Lebanon with
sadness in their hearts but have found new hope in this
country — a country of unlimited vitality, potential and
opportunity. In representing the people of Kororoit,
many of whom have their own stories of migration to or
seeking refuge in Australia, I want to ensure they have
access to opportunities to learn, earn or start a business
and can raise their families in peace and prosperity.
Only a Labor government can deliver a fairer and more
prosperous Victoria. I am proud to be part of the
Andrews Labor team — a team and a government with
a bold and visionary plan, which will deliver on its
promise to all Victorians.
Mr THOMPSON (Sandringham) — I am pleased
to contribute to the address-in-reply debate and review
the contributions made in this place by the former
government to the development of Victoria at large and
in particular the Sandringham electorate. The
achievements for my electorate include the retention of
Sandringham Hospital and its ongoing role as one of
the community’s most valuable assets; pivotal
advocacy for the establishment of the Bayside police
station; the Dingley bypass commitment; the reopening
of the New Street gates; the Bayside Bay Trail bike
path; the marine sanctuary at Ricketts Point; the
funding commitment towards the renewal of the Half
Moon Bay boat ramp; $650 000 in funding to develop
the new sporting complex at Banksia Reserve in
Beaumaris; the rebuilding of the Hampton beach — at
the time the Labor Party inspired the headline, ‘ALP
pours cold water on Liberal plan’ — and support for
Hampton Life Saving Club; and the abolition of scallop
dredging in Port Phillip Bay.
Other achievements for my electorate include recurrent
and capital funding for local schools; pivotal support
for multiple foreshore clubs; traffic light improvements
at Bay Road, Reserve Road, Balcombe Road, Bluff
Road and Beach Road; successful advocacy to protect
neighbourhood amenity and ongoing advocacy in
relation to contemporary planning issues in the Highett
and Cheltenham areas of the city of Bayside;
facilitating the ongoing development of Sandringham
Yacht Club; library and sporting club community
grants; mental health service provision in the middle
south-east; coastal erosion protection for Mentone
Beach; opposition to Labor’s push to build a bus
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interchange on the Mentone station gardens site and the
ongoing role for that precinct; protection of public open
space at the CSIRO land in Highett through the great
work of Andrew Robb, the federal member for
Goldstein; and contributions to legislative reform in
relation to marine parks, the Crimes Act 1958 and the
governance of the legal profession in Victoria.
During my time here we have seen the achievements of
the Kennett government, which include the Melbourne
major events program, the privatisation program to
improve the economy and reduce state debt, the
construction of Melbourne Museum, the construction of
Federation Square, the CityLink project and the
introduction of the grand prix to Melbourne.
Contributions made by the previous coalition
government include: the return of a sustainable base to
the state budget; the halving of stamp duty for first
home buyers; the halving of ambulance subscription
fees; the doubled application of energy concessions; the
Regional Growth Fund and its contribution to the
development of Victoria; improved public transport
timetables, extra services, improved punctuality and
new trams and trains; record investment in education
funding, with 24 new schools; the increase in
expenditure in vocational education; the $15 billion
record budget in health and hospitals; the 500 additional
paramedics and 1800 extra police; the expanded
economy through international engagement and trade
missions that contributed billions of dollars in future
trade opportunities; and the support for the national
disability insurance scheme.
In relation to the Sandringham electorate, over the next
four years important work will be done to undergird the
great work being undertaken at Sandringham College.
Labor has a point of difference. Prior to the election, the
then shadow education minister told a Bayside
education forum that funding for the new school in
Beaumaris would flow ‘from our very first budget … I
can’t be any clearer than that’. However, more recently
this year he said, ‘Funding will be considered as part of
future budget deliberations’. This is a critical issue
involving the best sporting and educational
infrastructure in the southern region of Melbourne. It is
important that a great outcome be developed for the
benefit of future generations in the Sandringham
electorate, bayside and the wider regional student
catchment.
Massive work had been undertaken into that particular
project by the Napthine coalition government, which
developed a package of well over $20 million for
reinvestment in a state secondary college. In particular,
I refer to the great work of the then education minister,
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the member for Nepean, who had the vision and
foresight to work with other stakeholders to develop an
outcome which would leverage an outstanding result
for secondary students in the Bayside region.
There is the key issue of planning and the ongoing
matters in relation to ensuring that residents in Highett
and Cheltenham have a neighbourhood amenity that is
consistent with their aspirations and horizons. Concerns
were raised at listening posts in the last term with
residents stating ‘our enjoyment of our properties and
the reasons we chose to live in this locale have been put
in jeopardy and this is already causing great anxiety and
stress to all of us’.
Other concerns include the lack of community
infrastructure to accommodate growth, insufficient
allowance for on-site parking, permanent second-car
street parking, jammed-up roads you would struggle to
get a billycart down, a loss of a cul-de-sac lifestyle for
children and loss of property value for properties that
have already been renovated in areas which were
marked for redevelopment. One resident poignantly
stated, ‘We bought here to live here; this was our
forever home’, but there are now concerns within the
family that they will have no choice but to move. There
was also the view expressed that other parts of the city
of Bayside have the capacity for growth and that there
is a prospect in relation to some commercial land that
might be better able to accommodate increased density
on a more structured basis. On the latter point I think
there is potential for the City of Bayside to achieve a
good outcome.
There was also important work in relation to
conservation. I welcome the recommendation of Tim
Smith from Heritage Victoria that the Mentone Hotel
be included as a heritage place on the Victorian
Heritage Register, and I look forward to following the
progress of that initiative.
There is the issue of kindergarten funding. The previous
coalition government provided increased funding in the
2014–15 budget to ensure adequate funding for a full
rollout of the 15-hour program in the 2015 kindergarten
year. It is now up to the Labor government to come up
to that mark.
There has been a great contribution to the development
of mental health services in the southern region of
Melbourne. I look forward to an ongoing role being
defined for the facility in Cheltenham, where, due to the
benefaction of a donor and the vision of a group of
hardworking parents, an outstanding facility has been
developed.
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Then we come to the east–west link. I quote the
Premier, who on 13 August 2014, when Leader of the
Opposition, said:
… a government that actually values our state’s reputation
and good name — doesn’t rip up contracts.

I contrast that with a more recent statement where he
noted:
A piece of paper that’s got no more value than a ream of
Reflex paper … is not a legally binding contract.

The governments of France and Spain have expressed
concerns about this particular issue, which will impact
adversely on our reputation.
Finally, I wish to comment on the importance of a good
outcome being achieved for the residents of the
Mentone Gardens aged-care facility. I comment also on
the importance of ALP commitments in relation to
grade separations in the Sandringham electorate also
being met.
Ms GRALEY (Narre Warren South) — I was
reminded by the shambolic exhibition by opposition
members during question time today of why they lost
the 2014 election. I must say that I did love election
day 2014. George Bernard Shaw once said that an
election is ‘a mud bath for every soul concerned in it’. I
think that anybody who goes through an election can
attest to feeling a little dirtied by the experience but at
the same time being really uplifted by the amazing
experience of democracy in action. I never tire of
seeing newly arrived migrants in my electorate voting
for the very first time and the thrill and pride they have
in participating in the great democracy we have in
Victoria.
I recall, too, the brilliance of winning my seat for the
third time and then very soon after that result being told
that we had won government. Paul Keating referred to
the sweetest victory of all — an experience without
comparison. I can say that on the night of 29 November
it was truly a thrill to get those results. It was more than
excitement, exhilaration and expectation. It was a relief,
because it was good riddance to a government whose
members had been lazy and crazy. People knew it and
they said, ‘Thankfully we can get rid of them’. I say to
every Victorian who voted for the Labor Party: thank
you. Those votes got rid of a Liberal-Nationals
coalition government whose members began their term
by launching a coup against the state’s chief law
officer. Along the way they sacked a Premier and they
finished with a porn scandal in the Premier’s own
office. As our slogan said — and this gelled with the
people in my electorate — Victorians deserve better.

Thursday, 16 April 2015

So Victorians quite rightly turfed out Geoff Shaw and
have given Frankston a chance to be proud of what
their community really stands for. They have freed us
of the mindless rantings and silly antics of Elizabeth
Miller, and now Bentleigh has a representative of
quality and one who is Bentleigh through and through.
Victorians had the good sense not to vote for one of the
former or current councillors of the City of Casey. That
was despite the best efforts of the City of Casey to run a
politically biased campaign against the sitting Labor
members. It was a campaign that was certainly not
appreciated or welcomed by local residents, although
they funded it. The ratepayers paid for that campaign,
and they are very upset. I have lost count of the number
of complaints I have received about it. The people who
ran that campaign should hang their heads in shame that
good ratepayers money was used on such a blatantly
political campaign about such a dud project as the
east–west link, which is now gone. The message was
clear: Victorians have high standards and they want
their government to have them, too. So enough of the
weird and woeful antics of those opposite and their
motley band of backbenchers. They are relegated to
nothing but a Trivial Pursuit question.
It is a great honour to be given the responsibility of
government. Victorian Labor takes this duty, the
responsibility for the future of every person in Victoria,
seriously and respectfully and is committed to
delivering on what we said we would do. I would like
to place on the record my wholehearted thanks to
Daniel and Catherine Andrews and their family. They
are loving, optimistic and solid. Victorians looked at
them and I believe they saw themselves. They saw
good, decent and caring people, and they voted
accordingly. Indeed, while a member for South Eastern
Metropolitan Region was running up and down my
pre-polling booth spreading despicable rumours about
me, people came up to me and told me how Daniel and
Catherine had helped their neighbours through very dire
times. That gave me great heart because people knew
what solid, respectful and loving people they are, and
accordingly Victorians voted for Labor.
I say to the good people of Narre Warren South that it is
an honour to represent you in this most august house.
As I said earlier, this is my third term, and it feels even
better than it did before. Again, I thank the people in the
Labor administration team at ALP headquarters and in
the then opposition rooms, who ran an outstanding
campaign. It was, as the now Premier promised us, a
good Labor campaign. It was really easy to get up every
morning and tell the good people of Narre Warren
South that Labor will rebuild Hampton Park Primary
School, after the previous government had shelved its
plans, and fix Thompsons Road with $175 million by
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duplicating the road as part of Project 10 000. Not one
new road project was completed in Casey by the
previous government during its four years.
I also told the people of Narre Warren South that Labor
will provide toilets at Hallam railway station after the
Baillieu government cancelled the fully funded upgrade
of the station and spent the money elsewhere. I told
people also that Labor, the party that had built Casey
Hospital, would now fund a major $106.3 million
expansion to include an intensive care unit, an
eight-storey inpatient unit, four new operating theatres,
and a new surgery recovery centre. As I said, it was a
good Labor campaign.
My thanks go also to my campaign team of David Iles,
Nichole Hayes, Naureen Choudhry, Adam Collins,
Mafa, Luke Cutajar, Vanassa Gerdes, Erica Maliki and
Lynda Smith, and to the countless volunteers who gave
up much of their time for the good cause. They are an
excellent team and all of Nicky’s friends are amazing.
I thank my family, of course: my husband, Stephen, and
my children, Rebecca, Vanessa and Lucas. Without
doubt they were the stars of my Facebook page
throughout the campaign. My husband was a huge hit
every time he appeared! I could not have done it
without them and the pillow talk, the jokes at my
expense and their marathon efforts in letterboxing and
phone banks. Our love is without doubt my greatest
source of support.
Returning to Parliament as the Parliamentary Secretary
to the Deputy Premier is a great honour. I look forward
to working with him to implement our no. 1 priority —
that is, making Victoria the education state. Rest
assured that we will.
I would like to conclude by reading part of a poem I
picked up at one of Dr Francis Macnab’s services at the
beautiful St Michael’s church. I think there are times
when we all wonder why we do this job. At those times
I would pull out this beautiful poem and it would egg
me on to our historic victory. In part it reads:
Our future is greater than our past
The most authentic thing about us
Is our capacity to create, to overcome,
To endure, to transform, to love
We are best defined by the mystery
That we are still here, and we can still rise
Upwards, still create better civilisations.

I can assure all Victorians, especially the good people
of Narre Warren South, that we have not wasted a
single moment and will not be wasting a single moment
and that we will not be compromising on the
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commitments we gave to you. We will create a better
Victoria for everyone.
Mr NORTHE (Morwell) — It gives me pleasure to
rise this afternoon to give my contribution in the debate
on the motion for the adoption of the address-in-reply
to the Governor’s speech. I take the opportunity to
congratulate the Speaker and the Deputy Speaker on
their elevation to their positions. I extend
congratulations also to all MPs who have been elected.
The electorate of Morwell experienced a very
interesting election campaign. I know these words are
uttered quite often, but it is sincerely a privilege to be
re-elected for a third time. There is no doubt that over
the past four years there have been some significant
challenges within the community, but having said that I
am absolutely proud of the investment the coalition
government made while it was in office. There were
seven candidates campaigning for election in Morwell
last year, and I acknowledge that the campaign itself
was contested in a relatively good spirit. However, I
cannot let this moment pass without noting those
candidates, particularly Independent candidates, who
flouted the truth by continually saying that the
government had done nothing for our region. It is
simply a joke and not true. I look forward to providing
ample evidence that the coalition government invested
heavily in the electorate of Morwell.
It is worth going back to the 2010 election, because I
think any MP and any government should be held to
account on the basis of what they promised and what
they delivered. We are now seeing the Labor
government contravening all of that already, even at
this early stage. Going into the 2010 election the
coalition made a number of commitments, and it
delivered on them. Some examples include the
completion of the Gippsland Plains rail trail; the
resurfacing and upgrading of the Traralgon tennis court
complex, a project costing in the order of $800 000; the
maintenance of the NightRider bus service in Morwell
for the four years of the term; the upgrading of a
number of different halls and sporting facilities; and the
establishment of a men’s shed at Boolarra. There was a
whole range of projects we committed to at the 2010
election, and we delivered them. The member for
Gembrook, who is sitting beside me, made the point
that perhaps I should table this document outlining the
very exhaustive contribution and investment that the
coalition government made during the course of the
previous term to the Morwell electorate. I will refer to
that shortly.
In addition to the election commitments we made in
2010 and delivered upon, there was a whole range of
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other projects and initiatives that we carried out and
investments that we made. Probably the biggest one of
those — and it is in the budget in the forward estimates,
and we are certainly going to make sure that this
government delivers on it — was a commitment of
$73 million to redevelop Latrobe Regional Hospital.
The hospital is in serious need of extension and
expansion, particularly the emergency department. It
also needs additional beds, and that is what this project
seeks to do. I was absolutely thrilled and proud to be
able to announce that last year. We invested very
heavily in Latrobe Regional Hospital, with a new
rehabilitation centre.
In relation to the disability sector, we invested in a new
respite facility in Morwell. Curiously, even with the
growing population in the Latrobe Valley, there has
been quite a deal of neglect of respite services in the
area over a period of time. It was one of the more
emotional launches I have been to when we opened that
facility last year. Mental health investment has also
been substantial. We were proud in government to
ensure that we were able to deliver additional acute
mental health beds in the Flynn ward at Latrobe
Regional Hospital. We have a supported
accommodation project, which is near completion in
Traralgon now. The Doorway project, which assists
people with mental illness in getting into private rental,
is another project that has been very successful.
I turn now to law and order. Sometimes we forget the
shortage of police we had in November 2010. I can
assure members that we were able to deliver an
additional 65 to 70 police officers. I know many of the
police officers in our region, and they have are
absolutely thrilled that there have been no vacancies at
the Latrobe Valley police station for a period because
of the investment our government made. In addition to
that, in the area of community safety and crime
prevention there have been some great programs,
including the closed-circuit television system in
Traralgon and the provision of alarm systems, security
systems and fencing for a range of recreation clubs and
other community organisations.
We were able to deliver real community projects. As I
mentioned, men’s sheds were supported, not only in
Boolarra but also in Traralgon and Morwell. There
were upgrades to the headspace centre in Morwell, as
well as to the town hall. Newman Park in Traralgon and
Morwell Town Common both had substantial upgrades.
Investment was made in the Morwell Centenary Rose
Garden. Our scout halls in Churchill, Morwell and
other places are also examples of the many investments
we were able to make.
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In addition to that we were able to make a substantial
investment in education. Primary school welfare
officers were funded and there was additional
maintenance across a number of our schools, including
Kosciuszko Street Primary School in Traralgon and
Yinnar Primary School. With respect to skills and
training, our Regional Partnerships Facilitation Fund
was very successful in the Morwell electorate.
Our investment in emergency services included the
Country Fire Authority stations across a number of
areas in the Morwell electorate. New vehicles were
bought, including a new State Emergency Service
vehicle for the Morwell team. In the area of the
environment there was lots of support for ‘friends of’
groups established in relation to our national parks and
other parks in the region. There was support for
Landcare, and substantial investment was made in trails
such as the Grand Strzelecki track, the Grand Ridge rail
trail and the Gippsland Plains rail trail. A whole heap of
bus services were added to the network, with
800 additional weekly bus services in the Latrobe
Valley. Roads and sports and recreation clubs were also
well supported during the course of our term in office
I also want to refer to jobs. We had a fund called the
Latrobe Valley Industry and Infrastructure Fund, to
which $50 million was attached. The whole purpose of
the fund was to assist local businesses to grow, and it
was a key component in creating new jobs. We spent
that money; we were able to leverage $15 million to the
tune of about $93 million through that particular
program. We created around 1100 jobs in diverse
sectors across our community, including in the timber,
agriculture, dairy, transport, quarry and tourism
industries. It was a fantastic fund that we had in place,
and it delivered great outcomes. Importantly the new
government has not seen fit — certainly at least at this
point in time — to deliver upon that.
Leading into the 2014 election I was absolutely thrilled
that the then government had announced commitments
to a whole host of projects across a number of towns in
the electorate I represent. Disappointingly and by
contrast, whilst I concede there were some projects for
the township of Morwell, it was the only town in the
whole of Gippsland to which any election commitments
were made by Labor. That is disappointing for the good
people of Traralgon. There was not one election
commitment by the Labor Party for the 28 000 people
who reside in Traralgon. We went to the election with
commitments such as $9 million for an indoor heated
pool for Traralgon, $1.2 million for the Newborough
Country Fire Authority station upgrade, and
$13 million for the Morwell primary schools
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regeneration project. We also committed to delivering
much-needed V-Line services to our community.
Every single town within the Morwell electorate
received a commitment from the coalition government
that it would deliver projects that the community wants
to see delivered, and we were happy to support them.
My job now is to ensure that we hold the Labor Party to
account in having some of those initiatives delivered.
I express my thanks and gratitude to my campaign
team. Unlike other candidates, we had true local
helpers; we did not have imports come in from other
jurisdictions. Unlike other candidates, we did not rely
upon organisations such as GetUp! or Environment
Victoria or Friends of the Earth to stump up our
campaign. I appreciate the work of Brenton Wight,
Sheridan Bond, Kate Lancaster and the local team; all
our volunteers, members and supporters; and my
parliamentary colleagues and The Nationals more
generally. I was fortunate enough to be the Minister for
Energy and Resources and the Minister for Small
Business for a short time, and I thank my ministerial
staff: Matt Harris, Lea Bacon, Rachel White, Michael
Dobbie, Jo Gauci, Alysha Murphy and Whittney Jago. I
also thank my wonderful electorate office staff,
Katherine and Tayla, who are gold. They are the most
loyal staff and do a fantastic job and complete a great
amount of work, as most electorate office staff do of
course.
In closing, I thank my family. To Jenny and my
children: thank you for your support over the last eight
years. I am sure they are not looking forward to another
four years, but I am, so thank you very much.
Ms HUTCHINS (Minister for Local
Government) — I would like to acknowledge the
traditional owners of the Kulin nation, the land upon
which we meet, and their elders past and present. It is a
great privilege for me to stand here as the inaugural
member for Sydenham, a new seat that was created
during the redistribution before the last election. I thank
the people of the Sydenham electorate for electing me
as their member. It is a great honour, and I will continue
my work in standing up for the people of Sydenham, as
I will stand up for the interests of all Victorians in my
role as a minister.
I would not be here today without the support of the
large army of volunteers and ALP supporters in my
area. I sincerely thank them all for being part of the
campaign. No amount of thankyou letters or certificates
can demonstrate how grateful I am to the dedicated
members who fought hard to get Labor back into
government. I thank all the volunteers who worked as

1119

part of my team in setting up street stalls, making phone
calls, entering data and being at every pre-poll day with
me, and obviously manning the booths on the day.
They know the millions of things they did to help out,
and I thank them very much.
I also pay special tribute to my electorate staff — Mark
Gazic, Maddy Moore, Elvira Tsecoutanis, Despina
Havelas and Don Townsend. I send an extremely
special thankyou to Dianne Bell, my mother, without
whom I would not be standing here today as the
member for Sydenham. She has given me guidance on
both the campaign trail and on life in general, so thank
you, Mum. Both my husband and my son have stood
by me through the long days of campaigning and
continue to support me in my role as a minister, and I
would just like to say that they both keep me laughing
and keep me sane, as they did during the election.
Thank you to all of my colleagues. It is a privilege to be
part of the Labor team, and I look forward to achieving
the things that are important to the people of Sydenham
and the people of Victoria.
Locally, we committed to building a children’s and
women’s hospital for the west, something of which I
am extremely proud. As Melbourne’s west is the fastest
growing area in Australia, Sunshine Hospital has the
third highest number of births in Victoria, with
5100 babies being delivered in the last 12 months
alone. The Andrews government has committed to
building the Western Women’s and Children’s
Hospital, which will provide 237 new beds, 39 special
care nursery cots and 4 new operating theatres. It is a
fantastic commitment and will be a proud achievement.
We do this because we understand the needs of the west
and the need for growth, unlike opposition members.
Another local priority for my area is to build the
Taylors Hill senior school. As I said, Melbourne’s west
is the fastest growing region across the whole of
Australia at the moment, and we have committed to
building a years 10–12 secondary school in Taylors Hill
which will meet the demands of many of those kids
who have to travel long distances in order to get
themselves a public secondary education.
I also proudly stand here as the new Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs. I was shocked, upon coming into
this portfolio, by where we are currently in our
achievements and lack of achievements in Closing the
Gap. Labor worked hard when it was in government on
closing that gap and focused on progressing
self-determination for Aboriginal Victorians. We
looked at funding programs in maternal and child
health, we looked at policies that would go to the core
of reducing smoking rates and improving the general
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health of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
communities within this state. We intend to build on
those achievements of the past and work towards
overcoming the unacceptable health, education and life
outcomes and gaps that Aboriginal Victorians currently
face.

College and more than $400 000 for Knox Park
Primary School. That is over $20 million of promises in
the Knox community at the same time as Labor offered
not one cent because it does not care about the people
of the east. In contrast, I was very pleased to be part of
a government that was delivering for my community.

As the new Minister for Industrial Relations, I can attest
to the fact that some huge commitments were made in
the lead-up to the election, and we are already
delivering on them. The Andrews government believes
in a fair, comprehensive safety net of wages and
conditions, good-faith bargaining and the right to take
lawful industrial action. That is why we have recently
made a submission to the Productivity Commission and
also a submission on the minimum rates of pay
increases that the Fair Work Commission is currently
undertaking. We also recognise the value and reward
that the Victorian public service and its funded agencies
deserve. Unlike opposition members, the Andrews
government will not take workers for granted. We will
work to ensure that we are at the negotiating table, and
we will not embark on wholesale sackings like
opposition members did when 4600 public sector jobs
were lost.

We know that there was a major issue at Ferntree Gully
station with respect to car parking. I was very pleased to
see that as a coalition we made a very clear
commitment that we would provide additional car
spaces, with over $1 million committed to provide extra
car parking. Labor was not prepared to match that
commitment, and we have pushed this new government
to provide that vital funding.

Victorian people suffer when the government uses
enterprise bargaining negotiations to wage war on its
front-line workers. We will not be doing that. We will
be at the table negotiating in good faith, as a model
employer, making sure that we deliver in a timely
manner. I am very proud to be the member for
Sydenham and very excited about the work ahead in the
years to come.

I was also pleased to walk around the nine sporting
ovals that we resurfaced as a government, which has
been of significant benefit, and to see the duplication of
High Street Road, which has also been of significant
benefit to my community. I spent two weeks standing at
the pre-poll voting booth. About a third of our
electorate went through, and I was there every day. I
was there with my Labor opponent at the time, Matt
Posetti, and I genuinely wish him well because it was a
well fought campaign. He worked hard, and I
congratulate him on his efforts. Many people walked in
and said with disdain, ‘Labor’s position on east–west!’.
One of the Labor campaign workers at the time said,
‘We don’t have to worry because we’re going to rip the
contract up’. I said, ‘How much is it going to cost
you?’. He said, ‘It’s not going to cost us a cent’. We
were offering to take him up on a slab. You know what,
Speaker, I would have loved to have taken him up on
that slab because he told me that it was not going to
cost the Victorian community one cent. I have not had
the opportunity this week to see whether or not the
upwards of $800 million or $900 million equates to
zero compensation. I was very pleased to see the people
in my community express their view this week very
clearly. I have a number of email responses from my
residents about the disdain they have for this
government over this very important issue.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — I am very
pleased to make a contribution to the address-in-reply
to the Governor’s speech, and I thank the people of
Knox and the Ferntree Gully electorate for electing me
for the third time. It is a great honour to serve this
wonderful community.
I have been pleased to represent this community and to
look back at what we achieved in a four-year period of
government. One of the biggest investments in
education in Ferntree Gully occurred during that time,
and I thank the then Minister for Education, the
member for Nepean, for his efforts. We saw the
rebuilding of Ferntree Gully North Primary School,
Wattleview Primary School, Mountain Gate Primary
School, and Fairhills Primary School. What did Labor
commit for those schools in 2010? Absolutely nothing.
It did not care about my community, and that is why I
was pleased to join with the then minister at the last
election to announce funding of $8 million for Fairhills
High School, $5 million for Scoresby Secondary

I was also pleased to work with my local environment
groups, the Friends of Koolunga and Friends of Blind
Creek. The member for Gembrook joined me just
recently to talk to those groups about the work we did
there when in government. We were promising, if
re-elected, that we would provide further funding to
those groups. The minister is at the table, and I will
continue to push for my community to see those
funding commitments continued.

In the short period I have left available to me I say
thank you very much to my community and to my
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campaign team for the wonderful work they put in:
Peter Horsfall; Jan Millard; Hurtle Lupton, a former
member of this house; Dawn Keast; George and Peggy
Lasa; Merryn Yeo; and many others on our campaign
team. I also thank those people who came out and
manned our booths for the work they did over several
months. It was certainly greatly pleasing. I was very
pleased to be able to work with my local colleagues, the
members for Bayswater and Rowville. We work well
as a team. We were all re-elected, and that was very
rewarding.
I say thank you to my office staff for their work. Emily,
Jo and Nicole worked extremely hard over the
four-year period to help with the re-election process.
We were very pleased with the election result. I thank
the team in my ministerial office: Ben, Ana, Russell,
Madeline and Matthew. They worked very hard. I also
thank the departmental staff for the work they did and
the support they provided.
I thank my family: my mum; my wife, Levili; and my
kids, Thomas, Emily and Grace. They came out and
helped me on the pre-poll booth. The girls, however,
sought to go to their dance concert on election night
rather than spend it with dad. I am okay with that. They
were aged 8 and 6, so I gave them the benefit of the
doubt. I do not think they actually understood what an
election was, but I was grateful for their support during
the campaign.
I thank my wonderful team of colleagues from the
coalition. We have worked extremely well together. We
recognise and accept that we lost the election, but we
said we would hold this new government to account. I
think by any measure we can say that the Leader of the
Opposition and the team are clearly holding this
government to account. The Victorian community is
seeing already what this new government is like. I
again say thank you to the people of the Ferntree Gully
electorate. It is a great honour to serve in this house. I
also thank you, Speaker, and congratulate you on the
position you hold.
Mr NARDELLA (Melton) — Olé, Speaker,
formally, on your elevation to the Speaker’s position.
The Greens, Speaker, the Greens. I went outside before
and there were all these green triangles. With the green
triangles were all these people with wings on their
backs, all these angels, just down the parliamentary
stairs. Not only are the Greens the fairies at the bottom
of the garden, but now we have got the angel Greens at
the bottom of the steps of Parliament House. That is
how kooky these people are. That is how wacko these
people are, every long last one of them. That is how
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wacky the Greens political party and its representatives
in this Parliament and in other parliaments in Australia
are.
These people are there for one thing and one thing
only — that is, to destroy the Labor Party. If you get
nothing else out of this speech, you will understand that
the Greens political party is about destroying us. They
are like the National Civic Council and the Democratic
Labour Party that we fought for decade after decade
following the split of 1955. They are the ones who are
attacking us, along with the Liberal Party and The
Nationals. They are the ones who only go and attack
our seats. They never go to a Liberal Party seat. They
never put money into a Liberal Party seat. They never
attack the Liberal Party. What they do is sit down and
caucus with the Liberal Party. They get their
instructions from the Liberal Party. They work through
select committees with the Liberal Party. They do the
Liberal Party’s dirty work. At every opportunity they
go out and attack the Labor Party, and they do that
consistently.
Let us have a look at the last election. I have in my
hand a 2014 Victorian election brochure from the
Coalition Against Duck Shooting. Whose photo is
inside the brochure, caring more about ducks than the
people and families of Victoria who have seen hospital
beds close and money ripped out of education and
TAFE? Sue Pennicuik, a member for Southern
Metropolitan Region in the Council, is inside, with a
duck in her hand. What is the slogan? The slogan is
‘Greens First. Labor Last’. What a disgrace! What did
the Greens do in the seats of Bentleigh, Carrum,
Mordialloc and Frankston? They put out their
how-to-vote cards, but they were open how-to-vote
cards. They did not preference us first. They never put
us first — before the Liberals and everyone else. Why?
Because the Greens political party wanted to elect the
Liberal Party and The Nationals again.
The Greens were the supporters of the member for
South-West Coast as Premier and the former member
for Hawthorn as Premier. The Greens political party is
the appendage of the Liberal Party and The Nationals.
Every time the members of the Greens political party
say their policy position is such and such, they claim
everything that we have ever achieved because they
have no achievements of their own — they have not
achieved one single thing here in Victoria or in
Australia. When the Right Honourable Gough Whitlam
died they even had the gall to claim him as one of their
own. What a disgrace! What a shame.
Did the Greens political party save the Franklin Dam?
Of course not. It was the Hawke Labor government that
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saved the Franklin Dam. Whenever they are tested,
whenever their mettle is put to the test, they squib it.
When the emissions trading scheme was twice voted on
in the Senate, they voted it down. Ultimately, they
voted down the carbon tax that was passed by the
Gillard government, because through that process they
destroyed not only the Rudd government but the Gillard
government. That is how grubby these Greens political
party politicians are, both in Victoria and Australia.
They are the fifth column here in Victoria, attacking
only the Labor Party.
I remember that the day after we won the election in
November last year, they were all together there saying,
‘We’re going to keep the Labor Party to account’. They
did not say, ‘Congratulations, Daniel Andrews.
Congratulations, Labor Party. You’ve done a great job
and we’ll work with you’. No, they did not say that. It
was about attacking us. It was like last time, from 2006
to 2010, when they caucused with the Liberal Party. In
parliamentary committees — be it the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee, be it the Scrutiny of Acts
and Regulations Committee — they sat down and
caucused with the Liberal Party, taking their
instructions from them. They work against the Labor
Party at every opportunity. They are just appalling.
When we lost government, instead of fighting the
Liberals and The Nationals and getting rid of the
previous government, they attacked us. They spent
every single dollar they had attacking us in Melbourne,
Footscray, Prahran, Richmond, Northcote and
Brunswick. That is the only thing they know how to do
because they have no other policy. They only want to
make sure that the mob on the other side — the Liberal
Party and The Nationals — become the government
here in Victoria. They have no interest in implementing
their own policies to keep in tune with their own voters
or even with their own members. When, for example,
we put a policy on wind turbines to the people, what we
will see and what we have seen in the past — although
we think the Greens are warm and fuzzy and believe in
human-induced climate change and want wind
turbines — is the Greens going out and opposing wind
turbines because of the noise, because of the wacko
science reports that they put together. They oppose the
visual effects as well. They go out and oppose real
climate change.
I remember, Speaker — and you were in the house at
the time — when the Greens political party members,
all three of them, voted down the referendum option for
local people here in Victoria to knock off the Howard
proposal for nuclear energy in Victoria. They voted
against it because they are not fair dinkum. They do not
care about their own people; they only care about
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themselves. They are self-serving and only care about
their own position. That is just a disgrace. They only
cooperate with the Liberal Party. That is what their
history has been.
If we look at the government of Premier Field in
Tasmania, we see the Greens destroyed that Labor
government, as they did the Rudd and Gillard prime
ministerships. Not once when Julia Gillard was under
attack did we see the Greens supporting the Prime
Minister or the government. Not once did they come
out and support Julia Gillard when she was being
attacked by all those males — all those disgraceful
pieces of dirt. Not once were the Greens there. They
were here, with the people behind them, trying to get
rid of us.
They claim as theirs every achievement — such as the
Franklin Dam and food irradiation, which were
initiatives of the Hawke Labor government. They claim
the mandatory renewable energy target and the dental
scheme. Who put that in place? It was not the Greens.
The Greens did not put the dental scheme in place.
Labor put it in place; the Gillard government put it in
place. Even though they claim the carbon tax, we put it
in place.
Let us look now at what real policy change could have
been. Instead of the Greens attacking us and supporting
every single select committee against the Labor Party
from 2006 to 2010, we could have closed the
Hazelwood power station had we won last time round.
Yet they allowed the Liberal Party to win. They were
the ones who elected the Liberal Party.
I am being wound up. I will have more to say on this at
a later stage, but I want to leave members with two
things. Who was the genius who put the former Premier
in the dicky-seat, all by himself, where the former
member for Bass used to sit? And I want to know when
those in the departure lounge are finally going to depart.
I will be looking forward to those by-elections,
whenever they come up.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr CLARK (Box
Hill).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL
RESOURCES COMMITTEE
Membership
The SPEAKER — Order! I have received the
resignation of Ms Symes, MLC, from the Environment
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and Natural Resources Committee effective from
Thursday, 16 April 2015.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEES
Membership
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
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Ms Ryan, Mr Scott and Mr Wells and that five be the
quorum.

(4) That a select committee be appointed to consider and
report upon the standing orders and practices of the
house, such committee to consist of the Speaker,
Ms Allan, Ms Asher, Mr Brooks, Mr Clark, Mr Hibbins,
Mr Hodgett, Ms Kairouz, Mr Nardella and Ms Ryan,
and Ms Sheed and that six be the quorum.

Motion agreed to.

That —

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
(1) Mr Angus, Mr Gidley, Mr Staikos and Ms Thomson
(Footscray) be members of the Accountability and
Oversight Committee.
(2) Ms Asher, Ms Blandthorn, Mr Dixon, Mr Northe and
Ms Spence be members of the Electoral Matters
Committee.

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

(3) Ms Couzens, Mr Edbrooke, Ms Edwards, Ms Kealy,
Ms McLeish, and Ms Sheed be members of the Family
and Community Development Committee.
(4) Mrs Fyffe, Mr Hibbins, Mr D. O’Brien (Gippsland
South), Mr Richardson (Mordialloc) and Ms Thomson
(Footscray) and Mr Wells be members of the IBAC
Committee.
(5) Mr Dimopoulos, Mr Morris, Mr D. O’Brien (Gippsland
South), Mr Pearson, Mr T. Smith (Kew) and Ms Ward
be members of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee.
(6) Contingent upon the coming into operation of the
Parliamentary Committees and Inquiries Acts
Amendment Bill 2015:
(a) Mr Crisp, Mr Perera and Ms Ryall be a member of
the Economic, Education, Jobs and Skills
Committee; and
(b) Mr Dixon, Mr Howard, Ms Suleyman,
Mr Thompson (Sandringham) and Mr Tilley be
members of the Law Reform, Road and
Community Safety Committee.

Motion agreed to.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — By
leave, I move:
(1) That Mr Bull (Sunbury), Mr Crisp, Mrs Fyffe,
Mr Staikos, Ms Suleyman and Mr Thompson
(Sandringham) be members of the House Committee.
(2) That Ms Allan, Mr Clark, Mr Merlino, Mr O’Brien
(Malvern), Mr Pakula, Ms Richardson (Northcote) and
Mr Walsh be members of the Dispute Resolution
Committee.
(3) That a select committee be appointed to inquire into and
report upon complaints of breach of privilege referred to
it by the house and right of reply applications referred
under SO 227; such committee to consist of Ms Allan,
Ms D’Ambrosio, Mr Morris, Mr Mulder, Ms Neville,

(1) there be referred to the Standing Orders Committee for
consideration, inquiry and report:
(a) scope and overlap of joint committees and
Legislative Council committees, including options
for resolving any issues;
(c) options for Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee reform;
(d) appropriate size and chairing arrangements of
committees;
(e) opportunities to enhance participation in the
running of committees;
(2) the Standing Orders Committee have the power to
confer with the Procedure Committee of the Legislative
Council in completing the inquiry and to report jointly to
the house; and
(3) a message be sent to the Legislative Council advising
them accordingly.

Motion agreed to.

NATIONAL PARKS AMENDMENT
(PROHIBITING CATTLE GRAZING)
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 April; motion of
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water).
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I take this opportunity to thank
all members who have made a contribution to the
debate on the National Parks Amendment (Prohibiting
Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. Firstly, I want to remind the
house that it was a clear election commitment of this
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government to bring in this legislation. It was an
election commitment we made in 2011. It received
substantial coverage when we made it and in the
lead-up to the election.
Having listened to a lot of the debate over the last day
or so, I feel the need to step back a little bit and review
our understanding of the current situation. Cattle
grazing was banned in the Alpine National Park in
2005. Similarly in 2009 it was banned in the river red
gum national parks, and that came into effect in 2014.
Compensation was paid to all those who still held
licences at the time. Those opposite who have gone on
and on about the importance of cattle grazing and its
history are disingenuous. At no stage when those
opposite were last in government, which was not that
long ago, did they attempt to amend the effect of the
law as it stands, which is that cattle grazing is banned.
If they had honestly cared so much about it, they would
have changed the legislation.
Members of the former government could not justify
reintroducing cattle grazing, and rather than go to the
community and have the debate in Parliament, they
misled the mountain cattlemen and the community by
pretending to reintroduce cattle grazing through a
so-called scientific trial. That trial was firstly knocked
back and rubbished by the then federal minister and
then by the courts, at a substantial cost to Victorians.
Then with the change of federal government it tried
again and the trial ended up back in the courts. That is
where it was when we came to government. It is my
view that the former government was illegally doing
this trial and that it overrode the wishes of this
Parliament and the legislation that was passed in 2005.
Rather than allow the court case to continue, and the
costs to continue to increase for Victorians to have to
bear, we have introduced this legislation, which clears
that up. I make the point that if this legislation is not
passed — and I believe it will be passed in both
houses — cattle grazing will still be banned in Victoria.
It will still be banned in the high country, and it will
still be banned in the river red gum areas. I do not want
Victorians to be paying for a court case to test this
issue. That is what was happening. The matter was in
the courts when this government was elected. If those
opposite had cared enough about this issue, they had
every opportunity over four years to change the
legislation and they did not do it. It was basically a
stunt.
The other thing that has become clear to me through
this debate is that those opposite are antiscience. It is
like climate change. On one side you have the
overwhelming evidence of specialist scientists across
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the world and on the other you have a few scientists
with a view that climate change is not real. Apparently
when that happens it is all debatable, it is all
contestable. The situation with immunisation is similar.
We have overwhelming evidence that immunisation is
good for our community, but we have a few with a
contrary view, and again apparently this issue is
contestable.
We have the same situation here. We have
overwhelming consensus in the scientific community
that cattle grazing is bad for the environment and also
does not reduce fire risk. We have a letter that was
signed by 125 scientists who are all members of the
Ecological Society of Australia. These are ecologists:
people who study fire and the alpine ecology of the
area. They wrote to the previous minister. The
Australian Academy of Science made it clear that the
whole scientific trial was flawed, and the Royal Society
of Victoria expressed grave concern to the minister.
These are leading scientific organisations and scientists
in this state and this country. There is no question that
there is a clear consensus in the scientific community.
The science is clear, and it has been clear for decades,
that, firstly, cattle grazing does enormous
environmental damage, and secondly, it does not
reduce fire risk. I have here some of the scientific
evidence on the science of cattle grazing, and I seek
leave to table it. Leave is not granted? That tells a big
story.
I now seek leave to table the scientific evidence that
came out of the scientific trial from 2011. I am seeking
leave to table the evidence that came out. Actually there
is nothing to table, just blank pieces of paper. No
scientific evidence came out of that trial. In fact not one
scientist would put their name to the scientific trial.
There was no scientific trial.
The science is clear, and that is why everyone else in
the country removed cattle from their national parks.
New South Wales removed it from Kosciusko National
Park in the 1950s and 1960s. The science is absolutely
settled. However, some opposition members were
suggesting yesterday that we look at Ethiopia and
Mongolia — apparently they are thinking about cattle
grazing — as examples of how to manage forests. I
suggest those opposite actually look at what is
happening in those developing countries. They will see
significant undermining of forests and significant
long-term damage. If members read an article published
in the February issue of Nature World News, they will
see that cattle grazing is doing significant damage in
Mongolia.
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One of my favourite poems, and something people have
referred to in the course of the debate, is The Man from
Snowy River. My father used to read it to me a lot as a
child. He was a big fan of Banjo Patterson and Henry
Lawson. This poem tells just one of the stories of
Australia — there are lots of stories about Australia. It
tells a story about Australia and its connection to the
Snowy Mountains. It is probably not the same
long-term connection that our Indigenous people have
to those areas but it is a significant story.

Eren, Mr
Foley, Mr
Garrett, Ms
Graley, Ms
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hibbins, Mr
Howard, Mr
Hutchins, Ms
Kairouz, Ms
Kilkenny, Ms

These stories are about men, their endurance, their
perseverance and about rounding up wild horses. This
poem is about mountain horsemen, it is not about
mountain cattlemen. It has never been about cows.
There are no cows in the poem. It is all about rounding
up wild horses. But in addition, Kosciusko, which is
part of the story of The Man from Snowy River and
where it is really set, has not had cattle since the 1960s.
Cattle grazing has been banned since the 1960s because
even back then the scientific evidence was clear.

Angus, Mr
Battin, Mr
Blackwood, Mr
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
Mulder, Mr
Napthine, Dr

Let us be clear again: there is a scientific consensus to
continue to ban cattle grazing. That is the
overwhelming view of scientists who specialise in this
area. It is overwhelming right across the country and in
fact across the world. Similar science exists in relation
to the river red gum area as well. I make it clear again
that this is the current law in Victoria. The current law
in Victoria bans cattle grazing. In fact it is banned in all
of our national parks. There is none. The reason we are
here is those opposite sought to find a loophole to
overturn the will of this Parliament. We are seeking to
ensure that the loophole that supposedly enabled that
scientific trial is closed and that the will of this
Parliament as expressed in 2005, which has never been
changed, is maintained and respected.
That is what should be expected of all parliamentarians.
Unless you are willing to change the law, then you
respect and maintain the law that has been set by this
Victorian Parliament.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 45
Allan, Ms
Blandthorn, Ms
Brooks, Mr
Bull, Mr J.
Carbines, Mr
Carroll, Mr
Couzens, Ms
D’Ambrosio, Ms
Dimopoulos, Mr
Donnellan, Mr
Edbrooke, Mr
Edwards, Ms

Knight, Ms
Lim, Mr
McGuire, Mr
Merlino, Mr
Neville, Ms
Noonan, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pallas, Mr
Pearson, Mr
Perera, Mr
Richardson, Mr
Richardson, Ms
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Sandell, Ms
Scott, Mr
Spence, Ms
Staikos, Mr
Suleyman, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Thomson, Ms
Ward, Ms
Williams, Ms
Wynne, Mr

Noes, 37
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D.
O’Brien, Mr M.
Paynter, Mr
Pesutto, Mr
Ryall, Ms
Ryan, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Smith, Mr T.
Southwick, Mr
Staley, Ms
Thompson, Mr
Tilley, Mr
Victoria, Ms
Wakeling, Mr
Walsh, Mr
Watt, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Consideration in detail
Clause 1
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — It gives me pleasure
to rise to speak about clause 1 of the National Parks
Amendment (Prohibiting Cattle Grazing) Bill 2015. I
raise an issue in relation to how you go about creating
the purpose of a bill. When you are looking at the
design of a bill initially you would think you would
consult with those who are most affected by it and that
you would at least speak to those on the ground and on
the land who have been taking care of that land,
whether that is for 170 years or thousands of years prior
to that.
Our main issue is around the government’s lack of
consultation with the Mountain Cattlemens Association
of Victoria, which is particularly focused around
Merrijig and up through those areas. Another issue we
have relates to a contract that was in place with the
Gunaikurnai people, who had submitted to the previous
government a letter of support in relation to its alpine
grazing trial to establish a trial that would allow cattle
back into the high country. They hoped the trial would
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allow them the opportunity to work up there and be
involved in the management of land in our alpine
national parks.
We in this house and everyone in Victoria knows that
we have some of the most beautiful alpine national
parks in Australia. When you walk through those
national parks today, you can see that at some stage
there has been interference with the natural
environment up there. That interference can vary. It
includes the traditional owners, who have obviously
burnt the land in the past and learnt to live off it while
ensuring that they protected it for the future. They still
do that, and they still want to ensure those skills are
available. That is why the previous government put that
contract in place with the Gunaikurnai people, which is
very important for them into the future.
The mountain cattlemens association and other
cattlemen have worked in the alpine ranges and in other
parks, even prior to there being national parks. They
have protected that land and ensured that it is among
the best natural environments in Victoria and Australia.
When you walk through the Alpine National Park now,
you will see that it is in pristine condition. It is in that
condition because it has been maintained so effectively
in the past. It has been effectively maintained by the
Indigenous people, the traditional owners, just as it is
being maintained now by the mountain cattlemen.
The concern we are raising relates to consultation. We
would not call making a quick phone call after doing a
media release consultation. I understand that the
comeback from the government every time is, ‘But we
have a mandate’. We totally accept that there was an
election, and we totally accept that the government has
a mandate to deliver things, but when you look at the
electorates this legislation affects, they are all Nationals
and Liberal Party seats. The Nationals and the Liberal
Party are very proud to represent the communities up
there. We are very proud to work with the mountain
cattlemen. We are very proud to work with the local
traditional owners of the land. We are very proud of the
process that was followed by the former government
and the progress that was made to ensure that we had a
trial to look at the reduction of fuel through those areas
to prevent fires in the future.
I refer to comments made by the member for
South-West Coast yesterday. He spoke about
mega-fires, which have such a big impact on our
landscape throughout Victoria. Every past government,
when you go through the reports, has said that we must
look at all methods of and all opportunities for fire
mitigation. This is one of those issues where you need
evidence, and if the evidence came out in the former
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government’s proposed three or four-year trial, and it
was against grazing cattle in that area, then obviously
the trial would have ended. However, the government
wishes to end the trial early. It wants to end a proper
scientific trial that would have allowed us the
opportunity to put forward to the community an
alternative for fire mitigation and fire reduction. I know
that fire mitigation and fire reduction are not high on
the agenda of those opposite. It was not high on Labor’s
agenda during the 11 years it was last in government,
but it is very important that it comes onto Labor’s
agenda for the future. The 2009 Victorian Bushfires
Royal Commission has recommended that we review
this, and I think this is one area where we must stand by
it. We must continue this trial and we must continue
with consultation and speak to the people who have
worked on and loved that land for a long time.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I thank the member for the
questions he raised. There were a number of them.
Firstly, I would like to say that we need to be clear
about this. There was actually no scientific trial
conducted on grazing cattle in our alpine parks. The
first attempt was knocked off by the federal
environment minister and then it went through the
courts. There were no scientists involved and there was
no scientific trial. The former government did try to put
the cattle back in, but there were no scientists involved
and no trial. That is the first thing I would say.
Secondly, national parks are a very small part of our
public land. They are a very tiny component of all of
our public land. The reason we have national parks is
that we have identified some unique areas of Victoria in
terms of the flora and fauna that can be found in them
which we believe we need to protect. National parks
make up about only 3 per cent of public land.
Compared to everything else, including state parks,
where you can have cattle grazing, it is a very small
area. In 2005, and in the decades leading into that time,
all the evidence has shown that continuing to allow
cattle grazing in national parks undermines the
environmental values of those parks — that is, the
things that we were trying to protect by establishing
that park in the first place. It is not just me saying that. I
tried to table the scientific evidence, just some of it, but
it is overwhelming. This is scientific evidence that
comes from people who spend their lives looking at
this.
There is the example of Richard Williams, who has
spent 35 years, almost his whole life, in the area of
alpine ecology. He worked in the high country for
35 years. His whole area of study has been the alpine
environment, and he has made it clear that grazing
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cattle in this area has done extreme damage. There was
absolutely no evidence to suggest that it assisted in fire
reduction. Work has been done by an agricultural
scientist and an ecologist, and it is all in these
publications, if members wish me to table them, if they
have not read them. Reports from the 1980s and 1990s
indicate that cattle selectively graze herbs and grass and
do not feed on the elevated fuel that most contribute to
landscape-scale fires that occur in alpine environments.
That is just one example. As I said, we have decades of
scientific research on this issue, and the consensus is
absolutely clear. Firstly, alpine cattle grazing does
extreme damage to our environment, and secondly, it
does not reduce fire risk in either alpine areas or in the
river red gum national parks — and there is a range of
scientific evidence and reports in relation to the river
red gum national parks.
As I said earlier, those opposite have an antiscience
view. Apparently if you have a couple of people who
disagree, the science has not been resolved. It is like
climate change. The whole world believes in climate
change except maybe a handful on the other side of the
house and therefore it is apparently contestable. The
same thing happens with immunisation. It is contestable
because a few people have a different view. That is not
the way science works. Let us look at what ecologists
and agricultural scientists — people who have spent
decades working in this area — have said. Let us look
at international research and the practice that has been
undertaken in other states in Australia. It is absolutely
clear that alpine cattle grazing is not in contention.
In addition to that, on the issue of consultation, as I said
before, 3600 people participated in the 2005
consultation process on the legislation, which banned
cattle grazing. This bill is not reprosecuting the ban on
cattle grazing; it is closing a loophole the coalition said
was in the legislation. I do not believe it was there, but
those opposite claim it was. I do not think I could have
been clearer to the Victorian community or in my
meetings with the mountain cattlemen that this was
Labor policy; that if Labor were elected, the practice
would not continue. There was significant consultation
on removing cattle from the river red gum national
parks development and in the high country, and it
occurred back in 2005 and 2009 respectively.
Mr T. BULL (Gippsland East) — The issue I would
like to raise with the minister relates to clause 1 and the
general purpose of the bill. I note the minister’s
comments about listening to the scientific evidence. I
would like to make some comments specifically on the
issue of scientific evidence, not about climate change or
the ecology of national parks. My comments are
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specific to grazing and its association with fires. As the
minister said, we need to listen to the science. We have
a situation where grazing is being used as a bushfire
mitigation measure in several countries around the
world. The minister quoted a couple of obscure
examples just before I stood up, but grazing on public
land is currently being used as a fire mitigation measure
in France, Greece and the United States.
Ms Neville interjected.
Mr T. BULL — This is about the minister’s
assertion that the science is in on grazing having no
impact on fires. I ask her to put aside the land
management issue for a moment. Yesterday in the
house I quoted from several independent studies of
recent years in the United States, which say that grazing
is an effective fire mitigation tool. Two of Australia’s
most eminent scientists in the area, David Packham and
Professor Mark Adams, say the science is not in. David
Packham, who has 50 years of working in the area of
fire controls, has commented:
On the subject of grazing and fuel reduction, adequate
scientific work just does not exist in any credible form. It is a
falsehood to pretend that it does so. The minister’s comments
in Parliament imply wider scientific work that has been done
in the alpine area automatically supports this legislation. It
does not.

The practice of grazing and fuel reduction is going on
in other countries, two of arguably our most eminent
scientists in the field say the science clearly is not in
and a number of studies variously support this
proposition. In the ACT, 350 kilometres as the crow
flies from the Alpine National Park, grazing is being
used as a fire mitigation measure.
I would like to know why — given the overwhelming
evidence internationally and from our own experts here
in Australia as well as from recent research papers from
2011 onwards that have been done independently and
very credibly — in one of the most fire-prone areas in
the world, we are ruling out a trial, when the science
clearly is not in, in relation to using grazing as a fire
mitigation measure.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I cannot be clearer: there is an
absolutely clear consensus in the scientific community.
It is a clear consensus from the Royal Society of
Victoria and the Australian Academy of Science. There
is clear consensus among the 125 scientists, who are
ecologists who deal with alpine and fire issues. There is
clear consensus across the scientific community. As I
said, just because a few people have a different view, it
does not mean it is contestable. We have to look at
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people’s skills and capacities and what they are
contributing to particular debates.
David Packham has a great record in terms of being an
industrial chemist and working for the CSIRO. There is
no question that he has a very strong record. However,
of the 100 papers that people have talked about, none
has been about this issue. No scientist would put their
name to the research trial that those opposite are trying
to undertake, and no scientist has put their name to the
discontinued New South Wales research that David
Packham was leading either. I am not trying to
denigrate him; he has a great record in the area in which
he is a specialist. What I am talking about is the people
who are specialists in this area, who unquestionably say
that and not only about the environmental damage but
also about the fire risk.
Let us look at the Ecological Society of Australia,
which is not in the fringe element of scientists. It says
there is no scientific evidence to support the claim that
grazing in alpine and subalpine zones plays any role in
mitigating the effects of wildfire. The report to this
Parliament, by the task force that was set up, said there
is currently no scientific support for the view that
grazing prevents blazing in the high country. In fact if
members read that report, they will see it is absolutely
clear that there was no difference between those areas
that were affected by bushfire whether grazing was
undertaken or not.
I referred earlier to Williams, who with 35 years of
study is one of the leading researchers in this area. His
evidence is that:
The use of livestock grazing in Australian alpine
environments as a fire abatement practice is not justified on
scientific grounds …

All the information is in the scientific material, so
members can read it, but they did not want me to table
the evidence. The list goes on. A parliamentary
committee inquiry was undertaken to look at the issue
of bushfire disaster in relation to the Barmah area. That
parliamentary inquiry also found that grazing does not
reduce bushfire risk in that area either.
We need to make sure that we are basing our decisions
on the consensus of our scientific community, not on
the views that a few people might have. There is no
question that that exists in relation to this bill.
Mr CRISP (Mildura) — Could the minister point to
what scientific evidence was used to override the
Victorian Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC)
recommendation in its report about grazing in the lower
reaches of the river red gum national parks.
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Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Again, all of this was prosecuted
in the development of legislation in 2009 that was voted
on by this Parliament. The reason we did it and the
reason it was agreed to was that VEAC made the
recommendation, the Parliament voted on legislation
that banned cattle grazing, and in addition to that we
paid out all the licences that existed. Everyone was paid
out. As I just said, there was a parliamentary inquiry
that looked at this issue, and there are reports in relation
to it, such as the study by Jansen and Robertson
published in the Journal of Applied Ecology and
entitled ‘Relationships between livestock management
and the ecological condition of riparian habitats along
an Australian floodplain river’. I can read all of them
out, but there is a list of journals and scientific
evidence, and they were used to determine the decision
of this Parliament in 2009 to ban cattle grazing in the
river red gum area.
Ms THOMSON (Footscray) — My concern is
around what has been raised about the question of
consultation. I believe the minister said
3600 submissions were made to the original inquiry
back in 2005 before that legislation was brought to the
Parliament. I would have thought that that would have
been one of the largest numbers of submissions made to
any inquiry undertaken by the Parliament. That very
extensive list of submissions as well as, as I understand
it, visitations to the sites and engagement with
cattlemen and women about the arrangements that were
to be put in place and their understanding would have
contributed to the evidence. The cattlemen and women
had a chance to make submissions, and they took
multiple opportunities to talk to members of Parliament
about their concerns.
But the overwhelming number of submissions that
came in suggested that alpine grazing was more
dangerous to the environment and the very delicate
ecosystem that exists in the high country, particularly in
national parks. I also understand that we are not talking
about the high country in totality; we are only talking
about those areas of the high country that have been
declared national parks. The minister mentioned that
we have a very low percentage of land in national
parks, and I would assume that means that the
percentage of national parks that are in the high country
would be even less again. I know we face the extinction
of not only fauna but also flora vital to that ecosystem
and that cattle are a threat in terms of ensuring that that
flora is able to be protected. And for small animals and
fauna the protection of that vegetation which provides
for their survival puts all of that in doubt.
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In light of the consultation that took place in 2005,
could the minister indicate the level of submissions in
support of the banning of cattle from these parks, in the
sense of how much community consultation there was
broadly speaking? That includes how much opportunity
the cattlemen and women had to contribute their
perspective as well as consultation with environmental
groups and those who use the national parks.
It might be fine to have a licence to take your cattle into
a park. If you have to take your cattle out and you are
compensated, you kind of break even — you have been
compensated for not being able to use the national park
and for your licence. Mind you, I do not think we ask
for that money back when we let them back in. My
concern is for those who enjoy the natural environment
for what it is and want to spend time in the national
parks and ensure that generations of young people can
also spend time in these natural environments amongst
what is a very small percentage of Victoria’s
indigenous species.
I heard during the debate that there are a whole lot of
blackberries. Thistles, deer and other things have been
mentioned. But I think those matters have to be dealt
with individually. A blackberry plague suggests that
European intervention has already damaged that
environment. Certainly we should be ensuring that we
have a program to deal with that issue, but that has
nothing to do with cattle being in the park or with the
presence of deer. There have to be different measures to
deal with vermin or weeds that get into our national
parks. I would not have thought cutting the resources to
our park system would help that either.
I ask: was the consultation broad? Did everyone get a
chance to have a say in 2005?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — The member for Footscray has
raised some important issues. As I indicated earlier,
3600 submissions were received as part of that
consultation. The parliamentary task force that led this
investigation visited significant areas right across the
state. The mountain cattlemen were part of that
consultation and so were broader communities.
National parks belong to all Victorians, not just to
particular communities or people.
When you look back on the drivers behind the 2005
decision to remove the cattle, the first was about the
damage they were doing to the environment. The
second was about how appropriate it was for cattle to
be in our national parks. Deer and other pests and feral
animals are also inappropriate and we need to deal with
those issues, but this was something that could be
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controlled and that we could do something about. The
third issue was about exclusive use of national parkland
and whether it was appropriate to give a small group of
people access, pretty cheaply, to national parkland to
graze cattle while everyone else had to pay for their
agistment. People say to me, ‘Why aren’t we banning
four-wheel drives?’. This is not about locking people
out but about appropriate activities. It is about people’s
access to national parks, not cows’ access. That is why
those things continue to be permitted.
This is a really important issue about public access and
exclusive use. We need to remember that people’s
licences were paid out, following which, just as with
every other cattle owner in the state, they had to use
private agistment arrangements to graze their cattle.
That seemed appropriate at the time. They were the
issues that came out through the task force.
In addition to that, an overlay was undertaken — the
minister of the day requested that the task force have a
look at whether this would increase or reduce fire risk
in the alpine national parks. That was an important
question raised at the time. The work of that task force
and decades of scientific research clearly showed that
cattle grazing would not reduce fire risk.
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — It is a pleasure
to contribute to the consideration-in-detail stage.
Yesterday when we were debating this bill we heard
various comments — —
Mr Battin — You don’t want to be questioned.
Mr RICHARDSON — We don’t want to be
questioned?
Mr Battin — No, you don’t want to give us the
answers to any of our questions.
Mr RICHARDSON — The member for Gembrook
has had a couple.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! For the
benefit of members who may not have been here for a
while, or who have not gone through a
consideration-in-detail stage, the Chair looks around
and calls a member on their feet. That is the sequence
of events here. I do not want any reflections on the
Chair.
Mr RICHARDSON — Yesterday we heard some
contributions in the debate on the bill that talked about
various jurisdictions. We also heard that cows are now
educating other cows, which is an education policy we
were not aware of on the part of the opposition, such is
the void in its education policy. One contribution
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mentioned Mongolia and Ethiopia as leading examples
for Victoria and Australia on the management of our
national parks. I want to get the minister’s view on
whether, somewhere in the heavy weight of evidence
and the thousands of pieces of evidence and
submissions from over the course of 100 years, the
international examples put forward by the opposition
have been considered.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Just briefly, yes, absolutely. If
anyone reads Nature World News of 22 February this
year they will see the headline ‘Grazing cattle are
destroying Mongolian rangelands’. To pull out a
developing country like that, point us in that direction
and suggest that somehow it is a leader in
environmental management is an indictment of those
opposite, who clearly have little respect for Victoria’s
environment.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I am
concerned that at the rate this is going we will not get to
clause 3, so I use this opportunity to refer to cattle,
which are the subject of this legislation. Across
Australia and the world, cattle consists of two
species — bos taurus and bos indicus. In this legislation
the government is only seeking to ban the species
bos taurus rather than bos indicus. This suggests that
some cattle will not be banned by this legislation. In the
world there are both bos taurus cattle, which are the
traditional European breeds, and bos indicus cattle,
which are the traditional Asian breeds, but in Australia
we have both bos taurus and bos indicus cattle.
In Victoria in particular we have bos indicus cattle of
the Brahman and Santa Gertrudis varieties. Indeed the
fact sheets on the department website refer to breeds of
bos indicus cattle that exist here in Victoria — Belmont
Red, Brahman, Brangus, Braford and Santa Gertrudis. I
ask the minister why the legislation only covers
bos taurus cattle and not bos and bos indicus cattle if it
is supposed to ban all cattle from the high country?
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — Because it is using the correct
scientific phrase. I know that it is difficult for those
opposite to understand the concept of science. With
respect to the member for South-West Coast, who was
a vet — —
Dr Napthine — Is a vet.
Ms NEVILLE — Is a vet. Perhaps he needs to
renew his skills. The bill has been checked by
Victoria’s chief veterinary officer. Is the member for
South-West Coast questioning the chief veterinary
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officer? In addition Mammal Species of the World,
which is published by Johns Hopkins University Press
and is the standard reference on taxonomic
classifications, defines bos taurus as a species that
contains two subspecies. This classification is also
confirmed by the Oxford English Dictionary and the
integrated taxonomic information system. The
definition of cattle as the species bos taurus in the bill is
correct. It captures animals of both subspecies
bos taurus and bos indicus. That has been confirmed
again today by Victoria’s chief veterinary officer. He
said there is a common understanding that there are two
species, but that is not the correct scientific phrase or
reference. Again, this is based on science. I cannot
overturn the reference by Victoria’s chief veterinary
officer. I believe we can rely on him, as well as
Mammal Species of the World, the Oxford English
Dictionary and the integrated taxonomic information
system, as I said. I am confident that this is correct.
Dr NAPTHINE (South-West Coast) — I appreciate
the advice. I have also consulted widely, including with
dictionaries and Wikipedia, but in particular I referred
to the former Department of the Environment and
Primary Industries document on breeds of beef cattle,
which I am happy to table. It says that there are two
species: the bos taurus breeds — and it lists them —
and the bos indicus breeds. It separates them into two
species. That is the department for which the chief
veterinary officer works. For decades the department
has said there are two species: bos indicus and
bos taurus. In my veterinary training we were taught
there were two species: bos taurus and bos indicus. The
scientific literature shows that there are two species:
bos taurus and bos indicus. Bos taurus includes the
European breeds; bos indicus are the Zebu or Asian
breeds, which are a different species. I quote from this
departmental document:
Zebus are distinguished from the European breeds by the
presence of a musculo-fatty hump, a pendulous dewlap, a
pendulous prepuce in the male and a short sleek coat.

This document is a departmental document. I seek
leave to table this document.
Leave granted.
Dr NAPTHINE — The document clearly shows
that the former Department of Environment and
Primary Industries says that there are two species —
bos taurus and bos indicus cattle.
Ms NEVILLE (Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water) — I appreciate the member for
South-West Coast looking at Wikipedia for us, but I
went firstly to Victoria’s chief veterinary officer, who
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confirmed that there is one species and there are
subspecies. The correct scientific phrase is bos taurus;
there is no question of that. As I said, that is confirmed
by Mammal Species of the World, the standard
reference on taxonomic classifications, the Oxford
English Dictionary and the integrated taxonomic
information system. I am absolutely 100 per cent
confident that what is in the bill is correct.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
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MENTAL HEALTH AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 April; motion of
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health).
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Clause 3

Third reading

Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) — The issue I raise in
relation to clause 3 concerns a specific subclause. It
inserts new section 28, ‘Introduction or use of cattle in
specific parks’. New subsection (2)(d) refers to ‘a
Traditional Owner Land Management Board’. The
concern we raise is that this takes away the rights of the
Indigenous and traditional owners of the land. The
government is removing the rights of people who
understood the land for thousands of years prior to our
arrival. They understand the concept of land
management, and yet this government wants to take
away their rights. That is very disappointing.

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DOMESTIC ANIMALS AMENDMENT
BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport).
Motion agreed to.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The time set
down for the consideration of items on the government
business program has expired, and I am required to
interrupt the business of the house.

Read second time.
Third reading

Clause agreed to; clauses 4 and 5 agreed to.

Motion agreed to.

Bill agreed to without amendment.

Read third time.

Third reading

GOVERNOR’S SPEECH
Address-in-reply

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

JURY DIRECTIONS BILL 2015
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 April; motion of
Mr PAKULA (Attorney-General).

Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) for adoption of
address-in-reply.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
Motion agreed to.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER — Order! The question is:
Read second time.
That the house now adjourns.

Third reading

Ferntree Gully electorate environment groups

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

Mr WAKELING (Ferntree Gully) — The matter I
wish to raise in the adjournment debate tonight is for
the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
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Water. The action I am seeking is that the minister
provide financial assistance to environment groups
within my electorate, specifically the Friends of
Koolunga Native Reserve and the Friends of Blind
Creek Billabong. Both organisations have provided
enormous assistance to the local environment,
particularly through the work that their members have
been undertaking in parts of Blind Creek in my
electorate. Over many years the groups have worked
hard at weed removal as well as planting indigenous
species of plants. The work that has been undertaken by
both groups has been exceptional.
Members of the Friends of Blind Creek Billabong, ably
led by Fay Rimmer, have managed to plant a range of
indigenous species along their section of the creek. As
well as that, they have conducted regular weeding and
clean-up events. After the 2010 election I was very
pleased to provide that organisation with a $50 000
grant from the government. That provided financial
assistance for the planting of a whole section with
indigenous species. I was pleased to participate in that
planting, and just recently I had the opportunity to see
how the plants have taken off in that section of Blind
Creek.
The Friends of Koolunga Native Reserve organisation
has been in operation for 20 years. Its members are ably
led by Kathleen Loxton, who has been a stalwart of the
Ferntree Gully community, and the work they have
done is nothing short of amazing. Twenty years ago the
Koolunga reserve was an area overgrown with weeds
but more importantly it was not a place that locals
would go to. The members of the group have eradicated
significant weed species and have undertaken planting
work. With the inclusion of a range of paths, the reserve
is now a community asset. The previous government
provided $50 000 to the Koolunga reserve group, which
helped with the removal of large sections of
tradescantia, or trad weed, from the creek bed. That has
enabled the group to do some really important planting
along that section for the first time.
Just recently the shadow minister for environment, the
member for Gembrook, was able to join me to meet
with both groups and look at the work that has been
undertaken, but we identified that more needs to be
done. I call upon the Minister for Environment, Climate
Change and Water to take action by providing funding
grants of $15 000 for each group so we can ensure that
the important work the groups have been doing is
continued.
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Mentone Reserve
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Sport. The action I seek is
for the minister to prioritise funding for the upgrade of
Mentone Reserve, home of the St Bedes/Mentone
Tigers Amateur Football Club and the Mentone Cricket
Club, following the Andrews Labor government’s
$1 million commitment to upgrade the buildings and
grounds.
St Bedes/Mentone is a fantastic community sporting
club within the city of Kingston, playing in the
Victorian Amateur Football Association. The amateurs’
motto is ‘For the love of the game’ and the club
epitomises the spirit and values of what underpins the
association. Players are not paid to participate each
week, which can lead to difficulties in keeping players
at clubs, but St Bedes/Mentone has a rich history of
over 100 years and has seen generations of local
sporting stars remain at the club.
The club’s on-field success is remarkable. The current
Western Bulldogs coach, Luke Beveridge, was the
coach for several years and he did the unthinkable: he
won three grand finals in a row as head coach from
2006 to 2008, elevating the team a division with each
premiership and catapulting him into the AFL coaching
spotlight. This demonstrates how well this club is run
both on and off field; it is a shining light for the city of
Kingston. This could not be more evident than it was
on my visits throughout last year when I had the
opportunity to meet players, support staff, parents and
life members. The culture is infectious and makes you
want to be part of it.
When I visited the club I was convinced it needed
support and partnership. It was so pleasing to join the
Premier last year to commit to strengthening the future
of Mentone Reserve. Together with the Mentone
Cricket Club, there is well over 100 years of history in
Mentone on that site. One has only to walk into the
clubrooms to get an appreciation of how significant the
club is in forming the identity of our region.
St Bedes/Mentone is now undertaking a master plan for
the site with the Kingston City Council. This is an
exciting development and should link in well with the
council’s vision for Mentone as an activity centre. I
hope the master plan goes beyond a pavilion upgrade
and looks at how we can leverage the best outcomes at
Mentone Reserve. I am pleased the Kingston City
Council is working closely with St Bedes/Mentone, the
Victorian government and the wider community to look
at how vital Mentone Reserve is for the region.
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Finally, I would like to reflect on a recent study of the
benefits of community football undertaken by La Trobe
University on behalf of AFL Victoria. It found that for
every $1 spent on a community football club at least
$4.50 is returned in social value and for every 1 player
football clubs reach 10 people in their communities. It
also found that association with football clubs
significantly increases chances of securing
employment, via networks provided by the clubs. With
these considerations, the investment in Mentone
Reserve is a fantastic community outcome. In
conclusion, I seek that the Minister for Sport prioritise
funding for the upgrade of Mentone Reserve and
support these wonderful community clubs.

Lilydale railway station
Mrs FYFFE (Evelyn) — My request for action is to
the Minister for Public Transport. The action I require
is for the minister to say when the reopening of the
second entrance at Lilydale station will be carried out,
fulfilling an election commitment.
Prior to the last election, the government committed to
fixing what it called a big problem for local commuters.
The commitment was to reopen Lilydale station’s
second entrance. The Labor candidate for Evelyn made
a great deal about the severity of the problem and its
impact on residents, saying:
People shouldn’t have to walk down the middle of the road in
the dark to get to their cars.
That’s why Labor will work to make the second entrance at
Lilydale station safe and reopen it in a timely manner.

The crossing was initially closed by Labor’s mates in
WorkCover, who deemed the crossing to be unsafe.
That is despite no known accidents having occurred at
that crossing. One thing I do agree with the Labor
candidate about is that it was wrong that people had to
walk down the middle of a long, unmade car park,
passing potholes and with cars pulling in and out,
possibly in the dark. The crossing should never have
been closed.
I have been informed that to install a crossing to today’s
standards would cost around $870 000, which would
ensure the proper interlinking of all necessary signal
panels. I have also been told that the myki equipment
that was at the now-closed second crossing has been
removed and installed at Seymour station. If this is true,
it will add to the costs of reopening. However, with this
government’s decision not to proceed with the coalition
government’s east–west link, which would have
modernised Victoria’s road infrastructure and removed
the east–west divide, taxpayers will now be paying out
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a fortune in costs — $640 million plus. This may
impair the government’s ability to fund other worthy
projects such as the promised Lilydale station crossing.
Residents of the Yarra Ranges should not be
disadvantaged. Residents making the right decision to
park and ride to reduce environmental emissions should
not be disadvantaged by having to walk long distances
back to their vehicles. After being promised the
reinstatement of the second crossing, and with the
infrastructure inconvenient to use, people will stop
using it. Because the government’s myki system is
prone to fare evasion, revenue from fares is already
down compared to revenue under the former ticketing
system. The government cannot afford to have fewer
fare paying people using the public transport system if
it is to remain viable. I urge the minister to fulfil the
promise made by the Labor candidate and the former
shadow transport minister and expedite the construction
of the second crossing.

Craigieburn railway station
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke) — I direct my adjournment
matter to the Minister for Public Transport. The action I
seek from the minister is an update on any plans to
address the car parking shortage at Craigieburn station.
Both before and after the election residents have
frequently raised this problem with me. There are only
267 parking spaces at Craigieburn, but a significantly
higher number of residents seek to use the station on a
daily basis. This poses a significant problem for locals
to access public transport services for work, study and
leisure, with many now parking a significant distance
away or forgoing the use of public transport altogether
and pushing more traffic onto our increasingly
congested local roads.
The insufficient number of parking spaces is
compounded by two additional factors: the additional
patronage from suburbs further north, as Craigieburn is
the last station on the line, and the rapid residential
growth in the Craigieburn area. Craigieburn is growing
at a massive rate and has become a community of
choice for many new families, and we need to ensure
that services and infrastructure remain appropriate for
the ever-increasing population.
Residents in Craigieburn are hopeful that the Andrews
government will provide a lasting solution to this
problem, given that it was the previous Labor
government that recognised the need to electrify the
line from Broadmeadows to Craigieburn. By contrast,
the Liberal government was made aware of the need by
my predecessor, by Public Transport Victoria, by Hume
City Council and by residents, but rather than
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supporting this growing community, the Liberal
government did nothing. During the four years of that
government the community faced significant
population growth, and instead of recognising this
growth and the need for a strong public transport
system, the government cut bus services and left rail
commuters in the lurch.
I ask that the minister provide information to my
community on any plans for parking at Craigieburn
station under an Andrews government that is getting on
with delivering for Melbourne’s growth areas.

Victoria Israel science innovation and
technology scheme
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) — I direct my
adjournment matter to the Premier. The action I seek is
for the Premier to ensure that funds are made available
in the upcoming budget to continue the very important
Victoria-Israel science innovation and technology
scheme (VISITS), an innovation and collaboration
partnership between Victoria and Israel. VISITS
encourages our great two states to work collaboratively
on projects of mutual benefit and access international
markets. This program has had bipartisan support in
previous years and was launched in 2005 by the then
Minister for Innovation, John Brumby, when it was
known as the VISTECH program.
In 2012 I led a review of this program with input from
the chancellor of Monash University, Dr Alan Finkel,
AM; the chairman of the Australia-Israel Chamber of
Commerce, Leon Kempler, OAM; the former deputy
chief of mission to Australia, Meir Itzhaki; and the
trade commissioner of the Israel Trade Commission,
Ethy Levy. The scheme was reformed under the name
VISITS and consisted of four program streams,
including VISTRADE, supporting trade missions;
VISTRIP, grants for companies to attend conferences,
trade missions and meetings in Israel; VISFPC, grants
of up to $50 000 for Victorian and Israeli companies to
collaborate on feasibility or proof of concept plans; and
VISTECH, joint funding to leverage further investment
in collaborative projects. In the two years of reviewing
the program the Victorian government ran two trade
missions, including one focused on health led by former
Deputy Premier Peter Ryan. That helped launch
Melbourne’s health innovation plan. Since the
establishment of the reformed VISITS scheme a
number of companies have applied for grants and as a
result it has resuscitated the progress in innovation and
collaboration between Victoria and Israel. However, I
am now informed the agreement has been put on hold.
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In answer to a question asked in the other place on
19 March the Minister for Small Business, Innovation
and Trade failed to guarantee the continuation of the
program. On the Victorian government website all of
these programs have now been put on hold, and I have
been informed by a number of applicants that they have
not heard about their pending applications. In a speech
made to the Australia-Israeli Chamber of Commerce on
22 October 2014 the now Premier announced a
$60 million Startup Victoria election commitment.
Now is the time when we need bipartisan support on
this to ensure that this program continues and that we
are able to collaborate with such countries as Israel, the
world leader in start-ups.
As the shadow minister for innovation I value
investment in idea generation, new industry
development and the opportunity for us to learn and
collaborate with such countries as Israel, which is the
world leader in start-ups. I call on the Premier to not
throw the baby out with the bathwater and instead build
on the great work that is being done and guarantee
funding for the VISITS program. This a great
international collaboration and business building
initiative which deserves bipartisan support.

Tandana Place
Mr DIMOPOULOS (Oakleigh) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Mental Health. The
action I seek is a commitment from the minister to visit
Tandana Place in Oakleigh, which is run by Waverley
Emergency Adolescent Care (WEAC), to discuss
specialist programs for young people in the
south-eastern suburbs and possible funding sources that
could be available to such community organisations.
WEAC, led by the inspirational Maureen Buck and a
great team of staff, does a terrific job on a limited
budget to provide care and support to young people in
the eastern and southern suburbs of Melbourne.
Established in 1985, WEAC relies heavily on local
families and volunteers.
Last year I was pleased to join the Minister for Youth
Affairs and Minister for Families and Children when
she visited WEAC with the former member for
Oakleigh. WEAC provides a number of essential
services to our community. These include the provision
of emergency accommodation for teenagers within
their own communities to enable continuity with local
networks such as school, employment and family.
WEAC also provides counselling and family mediation,
training and education for carers, parents and teenagers,
as well as a level of direct financial assistance to
families, dependent on the organisation’s budget. In
Victoria WEAC is also at the forefront of dealing with
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youth drug and alcohol rehabilitation through a live-in
service at Tandana Place. This incredible and very well
regarded facility opened in 1998 and provides
residential care in a 12 to 16-week program for young
people between the ages of 12 and 20. This is the only
facility in Victoria that provides a live-in rehabilitation
service for young people under the age of 16 years.
Since its inception Tandana has helped over
200 people, with many of the referrals coming from
Corrections Victoria and close to 50 per cent of clients
being from regional and rural Victoria. The young
people who need the service provided by Tandana are
amongst the most at risk in our community. There are
varying reasons for this, such as drug and alcohol
addiction, abuse, family violence and mental health
issues. A disturbing recent trend is the use of ice by
clients referred to Tandana. The number of clients using
ice rose from 15 per cent to 62 per cent in just a
five-year period.
The stated aims of Tandana are to prevent total family
breakdown by providing an opportunity for time-out
accommodation, together with preventive or additional
services such as medication, family therapy and
specialist counselling. The service to our community
provided by WEAC, including Tandana, cannot be
underestimated. I have visited Tandana in the past, and
I know firsthand that this is an organisation that looks
after the most vulnerable in our society, and they need
to be supported.
It is important to commend the mission statement of
Tandana, which is to provide a safe, caring
environment where young people are empowered to
address their substance abuse and mental health issues
and develop strategies for a life without drugs. WEAC
is a not-for-profit agency that operates on a mixture of
funding from donations as well as from government,
but like many community organisations it is under
financial pressure. I very much hope to visit Tandana
Place again in the near future with the Minister for
Mental Health to discuss future options for this fantastic
organisation.
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Narbethong, the name of which sounds very similar to
the Taungurung name Naah Naah Dhong.
It does not seem to be common practice in Victoria for
many of our landmarks to be recognised by their
traditional Aboriginal name as well as their English
name, and this is something that could be pursued,
particularly in this area. We have many towns and
rivers with Aboriginal names, and some people know
them, but granting my request would celebrate the
cultural history of this area a little more. The request
was made of me by a local Taungurung elder, Uncle
Roy Patterson, who lives at Taggerty. Uncle Roy has
been in the area forever. He is very passionate about
this matter, and he has pursued it over the years without
success. No-one seems to be listening. He has only just
raised it with me, and I said I am more than happy to
support him because what the Taungurung people have
contributed to the area over a very lengthy period is
quite significant.
Uncle Roy himself is quite a character. He is always
good for a bit of history and a story. He informed me
that mountain peppercorns are unbeatable — and he
has some for me. He also told me some of the local
history of the area, having grown up in the bush.
Aboriginals would make a crossing at what we call the
Black Spur, so it was originally known as the Blacks
Spur. The Taungurung, like many others, were moved
towards Coranderrk, outside of Healesville, and their
numbers in the area have never recovered. Granting my
request would be a great way of recognising the cultural
history of the area.
The Cathedral itself is quite iconic; it stands out. You
see it as you drive down the Maroondah Highway, and
it looks like a cathedral. At the right time of day the
sunlight catches on the sedimentary rock, and it is
absolutely magnificent. I have been known to stop and
take photos of it. There is a lot of activity and there are
many visitors in and around Cathedral Range State
Park, and granting this request would allow people to
understand the Taungurung history in the area.

Education conveyance allowance
The Cathedral Indigenous name
Ms McLEISH (Eildon) — I rise to make a request
of the Minister for Environment, Climate Change and
Water. The action I seek is for the minister to have The
Cathedral in Taggerty formally recognised by its
Taungurung name, Naah Naah Dhong, as well as its
English name. The Cathedral is in Cathedral Range
State Park, located between Taggerty and Buxton, and
it is not far from a nearby community called

Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) — The matter I raise is for
the attention of the Minister for Education, the Deputy
Premier. The action I seek is for him to take urgent
action to address the school conveyancing mess
delivered to families in the electorate I represent,
following the withdrawal of the conveyance allowance
two years ago by the former Minister for Education, the
member for Nepean, and the former Minister for Public
Transport, the member for Polwarth. That cruel and
unconscionable decision resulted in some families in
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my electorate having to pay $1500 per annum to get the
students in their families to school, and many have no
bus services at all.
I refer to a document that was tabled in a secretive
review conducted two years ago. Families kept telling
me that the then government was reviewing the
boundaries and the fees to be paid by students, but the
government kept denying it. Finally, under freedom of
information requests, I was able to successfully obtain a
copy of that review, which resulted in the postcodes of
Woollert, Beveridge, Doreen and Mernda being
included in the urban area and therefore no longer
eligible for the conveyance allowance.
However, the problem was that there were no buses
anyway. The assumption was that there were route
buses, but at the same time that cruel government had
cut more than $60 million worth of bus services out of
my electorate on route buses. Therefore some women
with teenagers are actually having to give up work in
order to get the students in their family to school. It is
causing many problems. The current minister and I
fought against it two years ago when in opposition, and
I know he understands it because it particularly
impacted on his electorate of Monbulk in the Yarra
Ranges, and I know the member for Melton and others
in the interface council area campaigned against this as
well.
I also acknowledge the support of the Minister for
Public Transport, who has just today replied to an
adjournment matter I raised on 11 February. She has
confirmed that there will be new route bus services
beginning to service the Mernda and Doreen areas in
2016 that will particularly take care of the needs of
students getting from those places to Diamond Valley
College, which they will have to do for many years
because of the underinvestment in local high schools
and in Doreen and Mernda over the previous four years.
My community will very much welcome that news
from the Minister for Public Transport, but for the rest
of the year the community and the many families in the
area need the support of the Minister for Education to
assist in a review that includes and supports the families
trying to get to secondary college, which is their right.

Nunawading Primary School site
Ms RYALL (Ringwood) — My request is to the
Minister for Finance, and the action I seek is to ensure
that the City of Whitehorse is provided with negotiating
terms for the former Nunawading Primary School site
on a restricted community use basis, offering a
significant discount for our local community to retain
the site. The City of Whitehorse needs to be able to
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make a decision on whether it will or will not purchase
the former site so that our community is able to have
some certainty about what will happen with the site,
which is in a prominent position on Springvale Road in
Nunawading.
The former Nunawading Primary School was closed by
the Labor government when it was last in office, and
the school community merged with the former
Springview Primary School in Junction Road,
Nunawading. The site was identified by the Department
of Education and Training as being surplus to its needs.
It was then declared surplus to government needs when
all other government departments declined to request
the land for their needs. In 2014 the former government
cleared the land of the old and unused buildings and
cleared the graffiti from the heritage building that was
the original primary school building. I also sought for
the roof to be patched to prevent water damage to the
interior of the original building and have fencing put
around the building to prevent further vandalism and
graffiti. Unfortunately, regardless of the fencing, the
building is being vandalised again, with new graffiti
appearing regularly.
The community of the Ringwood electorate seeks the
preservation of the land for community use. Many
people want the land used for sporting facilities so that
our local children have somewhere to play sport, which
is vital for learning life skills and maintaining fitness.
The Nunawading Vikings Basketball Club, local table
tennis organisation and netball and other sporting
organisations are very keen to see this outcome, as their
needs for facilities are unmet locally. The Nunawading
Vikings has over 100 teams and yet only has two courts
in what was originally a basketball training facility. It
has to spend significant amounts of money on hiring
courts, many outside our municipality. Ultimately this
means it is more expensive for the club to function, and
increased costs affect fees for families. I would
appreciate the minister giving our community certainty
so councillors of the City of Whitehorse can make a
decision as to whether they will buy the site for the
community at the discounted price on a restricted
community-use basis. If they choose not to, I request
that the minister then explain to the community what
will happen to the land.

Daylesford Secondary College
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) — I raise a matter for the
consideration of the Minister for Education concerning
Daylesford Secondary College. The action I seek is that
the minister visit Daylesford Secondary College at his
earliest convenience and again confirm the
government’s commitment to allocate $10 million to
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complete the rebuild of this fantastic government
school. I have raised the issue of Daylesford Secondary
College a number of times in this place, and I continue
to do so because this facility is desperately in need of
funding to complete its much-needed rebuild. It is a
rebuild that was commenced by the previous Labor
government and completely abandoned by the Liberal
government.
In the past 12 months the minister has visited the school
on two occasions. That means, I believe, he has already
been there twice as many times as the former minister
managed in four years. The new Minister for
Education, the Deputy Premier, is responsive to the
needs of our community. He gets out and about visiting
schools and taking action. What a contrast to the
previous minister, who hid in his bunker at 2 Treasury
Place while our government schools were left to
crumble. We hear a lot in this place from opposition
members about how they understand the needs of
country Victorians and about how good they are at
representing the interests of country Victorians. If that
were the case, then Daylesford Secondary College
would not be in the state it is in today. If they were that
good, they would not now be sitting on the opposition
benches after one failed term in government.
Daylesford Secondary College is very much at the heart
of the community. Over summer a group of dedicated
volunteers led by Marcus Swetnam and Carolyn Lau,
which included past and present students, began work
on a major overhaul of the school gardens. Victorian
certificate of applied learning students have been
making and installing panels to decorate outdoor
learning spaces and plans are in place to create outdoor
seating for the students. Once the gardens are complete
and the rebuild funded by this Labor government is
complete, the community of Daylesford will have an
attractive, inviting and contemporary learning
environment for its students. That will have been due to
the work of this government and of those volunteers.
The minister’s commitment to allocate $10 million to
Daylesford Secondary College has been warmly
welcomed. I look forward to confirmation of that
allocation. I know a Labor government will not let
down my community. I encourage the minister to visit
as soon as possible to assure the people of Daylesford
that under Labor this school rebuild will be completed.

Responses
Mr FOLEY (Minister for Mental Health) — I thank
the honourable member for Oakleigh for his
adjournment matter. If anyone was privileged enough
to hear the member’s inaugural speech and his
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commitment to the issues of mental health reform and
justice in this society, they would not be at all surprised
that the member has raised this matter with me. I
commend the member for his sustained and deeply held
passion and commitment to mental health reform and
justice in this society. The member has asked me to
come with him to visit Tandana Place, a service run by
Waverley Emergency Adolescent Care in Oakleigh. I
will certainly do so. I look forward to the opportunity to
see the fantastic services that the member has indicated,
which are largely delivered through the philanthropic
support with which that community organisation has
managed to be put together.
It is particularly timely that we are having this
discussion on mental health — ever so briefly here
tonight, which honourable members will be pleased to
hear — because earlier today the Prime Minister and
the federal mental health minister released the long
sat-on National Mental Health Commission’s review of
mental health programs and services. The first and
foremost recommendation of that report by Allan Fels
and the team around him is that the sector is plagued by
poor planning, coordination and operation between
different levels of government, resulting in duplication,
overlap and gaps in services. This is no more apparent
than in the crossover areas of alcohol and drugs and
mental health. Sadly, I have to share with the member
that the former government’s botched recommissioning
of both community alcohol and drug programs and
mental health programs in the community has seen a
substantial diminution of services. Fortunately, in a
way, this particular organisation was spared from that
in that, as an emerging organisation, it was not involved
so much in the system.
But the national mental health review and the botched
mental health, alcohol and drug recommissionings by
the former government give us the perfect opportunity
to refocus on these kinds of services and organisations,
perfectly reflected in the honourable member’s
assessment of this organisation. The opportunity to visit
with him to meet a community-based organisation that
knows firsthand the effect that the scourge of drugs,
particularly ice, can have on young people in a
community setting is something that I look forward to,
because what it will deliver and what it will show to us
all is how far we have to go with the mess we have
inherited from the former government on this issue. I
very much look forward to that opportunity.
Ms ALLAN (Minister for Public Transport) — The
member for Evelyn raised a matter for me regarding the
Lilydale station. Is it not fantastic to see the member for
Evelyn embracing the Labor Party’s election
commitments and wanting to make sure that it delivers
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on them? I can assure the member for Evelyn that we
have absolutely every intention of delivering on our
election commitments, including those that those
opposite did not support but rather opposed. We will be
getting on with doing that.
I am pleased to advise the member for Evelyn that
Public Transport Victoria is currently working through
the implementation of this commitment. The reopening
of the entrance requires the government and Public
Transport Victoria to address the very safety concerns
that initially caused its closure. I note for the record that
the member for Evelyn in her contribution described
WorkCover, in taking the decision to close down the
entrance on safety grounds, as ‘Labor’s mates’. What
an astonishing insult to an independent statutory body
that is concerned about the safety of workers and the
community. That is an extraordinary way to describe
WorkCover, which is known for its independence and
its commitment to safety. It is an astonishing comment.
One of the issues that needs to be considered with the
delivery of this election commitment is another
important election commitment that was opposed by
those opposite, and that is the removal of the 50 most
dangerous level crossings across Melbourne. The
Maroondah Highway level crossing, which is adjacent
to the station, is one of those and needs to be taken into
consideration when we consider what to do to address
the safety issues at Lilydale station. I assure the
member for Evelyn that we will absolutely deliver on
those election commitments, with or without the
support of those opposite.
The member for Yuroke raised a matter for me, and it
goes to another election commitment that we made
around supporting additional car park spaces at train
stations. The member for Yuroke outlined very clearly
the issues around the Craigieburn train station and how
they reflect some of the pressures that that station and
indeed many other stations on the metropolitan network
are experiencing with car parks that are filling up earlier
and earlier each day. It is making it more and more
difficult for people to get onto public transport and
travel in and out of the city. That is why we made a
$20 million election commitment to unlock government
land at or near train stations that can be used to provide
additional car parking spaces.
Work is already underway on this commitment, with
Public Transport Victoria and VicTrack working on
identifying a list of stations that will be in the first batch
to be undertaken. I am very pleased to advise the
member for Yuroke that Craigieburn train station has
been identified as a priority through this process and we
will soon be moving to the development phase. I look
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forward to working with the member for Yuroke on this
project. I encourage her to relay the information that
she needs to relay to her community to demonstrate
how like the former member for Yuroke she is. The
former member for Yuroke was a pretty powerful
advocate for her community, and I am sure the new
member for Yuroke will be as well. I look forward to
working with her on this.
In response to the remaining matters, the members for
Eildon and Ferntree Gully raised matters for the
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water,
which will be referred for her attention.
The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Sport to be referred to him.
The member for Caulfield raised a matter for the
Premier, which he will respond to.
The member for Ringwood raised a matter for the
Minister for Finance, which will be referred.
The member for Macedon raised a matter for the
Minister for Education, which will be referred.
The member for Yan Yean also raised a matter for the
Minister for Education, which I will refer to him on her
behalf. I note that she is pushing this issue pretty
strongly with all the ministers she possibly can. She has
previously raised the matter with me as the Minister for
Public Transport and having some responsibility in this
area, and she is pushing on with the Minister for
Education on behalf of her community. The member
for Yan Yean is another example of someone who is
absolutely dedicated to supporting their community. I
am sure the Minister for Education will be pleased to
respond to her adjournment request.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Ms Thomson) —
Order! The house is now adjourned.
House adjourned 5.40 p.m. until Tuesday, 5 May.
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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.

Tuesday, 14 April 2015
Warrandyte electorate
Question 56
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

REPLY:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
In August 2014, VicRoads met with Victoria Police and the Country Fire Authority (CFA) to discuss short-term options to
improve access during an emergency in Warrandyte. Long-term options such as strengthening of the Warrandyte Bridge to
increase its traffic capacity and a temporary second Yarra River crossing were also discussed.
VicRoads has developed a proposal to carry out an investigation of bridge options, which include the construction of a second
bridge or the widening of the existing bridge.
I am pleased to advise that short-term solutions such as Disaster Plan boxes and folding traffic management signs were installed
in late 2014 in readiness for the 2014-15 bushfire season. Improved traffic management plans developed jointly between
VicRoads, Victoria Police and the CFA have also been finalised.
The traffic management signs and Disaster Plan boxes (which contain equipment needed to assist with traffic management
during emergencies), were implemented as a result of a multi-agency review of how the Warrandyte Bridge might cope during
an emergency evacuation.
All agencies that have been involved focussed on the safe and prompt evacuation of residents during an emergency. These
traffic management signs and Disaster Plan boxes will make traffic management over the bridge much easier for Victoria
Police, and for residents, the directions for evacuation will be easier to follow.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 57
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian Government has committed $95 million to duplicate the 3.9 km section of Yan Yean Road between
Diamond Creek Road and Kurrak Road in Plenty.
VicRoads has commenced the activities associated with formal declaration of Yan Yean Road as an arterial road
between Kurrak Road and Bridge Inn Road.
A joint inspection of Yan Yean Road has been undertaken by VicRoads with both the Nillumbik Shire Council and
the Whittlesea City Council to address issues that require rectification to ensure Yan Yean Road meets VicRoads’
requirements for its declaration.
Rectification works have been identified and are scheduled for completion by the end of June 2015.
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Upon completion of all steps associated with the declaration processes, VicRoads will publish the appropriate
notice in the Victorian Government Gazette transferring the management responsibility for the road to VicRoads,
later in 2015.

South-West Coast electorate
Question 58
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South-West Coast
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am aware of community requests for the installation of electronic speed limit signs on Commercial Road, Koroit
in front of the Koroit and District School Primary.
VicRoads has been installing electronic school speed signs on roads which have been assessed as having a higher
risk, based on the prevailing speed limit and daily vehicle volumes.
Roads with speed limits greater than 60 km/h have been treated with electronic signs. Electronic signs have also
been installed on 60 km/h roads where the vehicle volumes exceed 10,000 vehicles per day. Static school speed
limit signs have been installed on other 60 km/h roads with lesser traffic and 50 km/h roads.
Commercial Road near the school has a speed limit of 50 km/h and traffic volumes of about 3,600 vehicles per day.
VicRoads’ current guidelines for school speed zones indicate that in this case, static 40 km/h speed limit signage is
appropriate.
VicRoads will continue to monitor the existing signage to see if any improvements can be made to enhance road
safety for all road users.

Ivanhoe electorate
Question 59
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

REPLY:

I would be delighted to visit the East Ivanhoe shopping village to talk about these issues with the local community.
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads is working with the Banyule City Council to investigate options for the implementation of speed limit
changes along Lower Heidelberg Road within the East Ivanhoe Shopping Village. The speed limit on McArthur
Road is also being considered as part of this investigation.
VicRoads anticipates that the investigation will be completed by mid 2015.

South Barwon electorate
Question 60
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for South Barwon
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
24 February 2015

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 14 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

1141

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
VicRoads is in ongoing discussions with the Surf Coast Shire regarding this intersection and is investigating its
suitability for funding under various road safety improvement programs.

Broadmeadows electorate
Question 61
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Broadmeadows
Treasurer
24 February 2015

REPLY:

In response to the Member for Broadmeadows’ constituency question raised in the Legislative Assembly on 24
February 2015, I confirm that I would be delighted to attend and address an economic and cultural development
summit in Broadmeadows.
As raised in my response to the Member for Broadmeadows’ adjournment matter of 11 February 2015, under
coalition governments Broadmeadows has been left with an unemployment rate of 26.4 per cent — higher than that
of Spain and equal to that of Greece.
I congratulate the Member for Broadmeadows for his work in advocating for jobs in his community. The Labor
Government is committed to fixing the jobs crisis through our Back to Work plan which includes:
– $100 million (over 2 years) for Incentive payments targeting young, long term unemployed and retrenched
workers;
– $500 Million for the ‘Premiers jobs and investment panel’; and
– $200 Million for Future Industries: Medical, New Energy Tech, Food&Fibre, Transport, defence and
construction technology, International Education and Professional Services.
I look forward to working with the Member for Broadmeadows and his community to find more opportunities.

Ringwood electorate
Question 62
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ringwood
Premier
24 February 2015

REPLY:

I can advise that:
The Labor Government’s priority is to get Victorians back to work. Between December 2010 to November 2014,
unemployment rose from 4.9% to 6.8%.
That’s why the first piece of legislation introduced into Parliament was the Back To Work Act. The Back to Work
Act will establish a $100million fund for payroll tax relief for companies who hire unemployed young people, the
long-term unemployed and retrenched workers.
I can also advise the Member that the Victorian Government is getting on with vital infrastructure projects to assure
workers, contractors and small and medium businesses.
The Victorian government will work with the private sector to deliver:
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– removing the 50 worst level crossings–creating 4,500 jobs
– Melbourne Metro Rail–creating 3,500 jobs
To see the full jobs and infrastructure plan, I encourage the Member to direct people in Ringwood to
premier.vic.gov.au

Kew electorate
Question 64
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

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

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
I am pleased to advise that VicRoads is undertaking planning and early design work for the Chandler Highway
project.

Ferntree Gully electorate
Question 72
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ferntree Gully
Minister for Public Transport
25 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as that the date the question was raised:
On 5 November 2014 the Coalition made an election promise to provide 110 additional commuter parking spaces
on the western side of Ferntree Gully station.
The Andrews Labor Government took a raft of public transport commitments to the election which it will be rolling
out.
The Andrews Labor Government has committed $20 million to unlocking land at or close to train stations to create
additional public car parking; to provide thousands of new parking spaces at stations across Melbourne, with a
focus on outer suburbs, utilising existing Government land identified as being both available and appropriate for car
parking.
Public Transport Victoria is currently preparing advice on priority stations to include in this program. Ferntree
Gully station will be considered as part of this metropolitan-wide review.

Thomastown electorate
Question 73
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Thomastown
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
25 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
As part of our Project 10,000 plan, the Victorian Government committed to contribute $40.7 million toward a new
‘diamond’ interchange connecting O’Herns Road to the Hume Freeway in Epping, the duplication of a 1.4km
section of O’Herns Road east of the interchange and construction of auxiliary lanes along the Hume Freeway
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between O’Herns Road and Cooper Street. The balance of funding will be sought from the Commonwealth
Government.
On behalf of the Victorian Government, VicRoads is currently preparing a Business Case to enable the project to
be considered in the 2016-2017 State Budget.

Macedon electorate
Question 75
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Education
25 February 2015

REPLY:

Thank you for your question regarding Daylesford Secondary College.
This government is committed to delivering on all its election commitments and understands how important this
project, which was ignored by the previous Government, is to the local community.
I had the privilege of visiting Daylesford Secondary College a number of times last year when I was Shadow
Minister for Education and Understand how strongly the school community feels about this project.
I would also like to thank the Member for Macedon, Mary-Anne Thomas for campaigning so tirelessly on this
matter and seek to assure her and her constituents that the Stage 2 rebuild of Daylesford Secondary College is a
high priority for this Government.

Benambra electorate
Question 76
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Benambra
Minister for Education
25 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
I am advised that the Department has worked with the school and the architects to achieve the objectives of the
school and expectations of the community.
It is anticipated that the project will commence in September 2015 and will be completed well before the end of
2016.
It has been determined that the demolition of the main old block will be the first stage of the construction of the
new facilities.

Bendigo West electorate
Question 77
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Bendigo West
Minister for Training and Skills
25 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
The Government is rebuilding the TAFE sector with the $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund.
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I am pleased to report that we have already committed $7.8 million in asset funding from the Government’s TAFE
Rescue Fund to Bendigo Kangan Institute to expand agricultural training at its Charleston Road campus. The
institute is currently developing a business case for the project. There is an opportunity to align the project with the
Government’s Back to Work Plan.
The Government has also allocated an initial $2 million from the Government’s $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund
to support Bendigo Kangan Institute to retain and redeploy staff.
Bendigo TAFE and Kangan Institute amalgamated in 2014. Successful implementation of the amalgamation will
be challenging, but with this initial support, students and staff at Bendigo Kangan Institute should start feeling more
optimistic about the institute’s future.

Eildon electorate
Question 78
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eildon
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
25 February 2015

REPLY:

I thank the honourable member for responding to my statement on the impacts of cattle on Australia’s high country.
It is correct that Australia’s first national park was established in 1879.
Nonetheless, it is a fact that scientific reports have been documenting the impacts of cattle on the high country for
decades.
There are over one hundred research papers and reports published over the past fifty years about cattle grazing in
high country environs. It is clear that cattle grazing causes significant negative impacts on the environment and that
vegetation type, not cattle grazing, determines the severity and intensity of bushfires.
In Victoria alone, there are two recent peer reviewed reports by Williams et al (2006), and Williamson et al (2014)
which demonstrate that cattle grazing does not reduce bushfire risk.

Caulfield electorate
Question 80
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Caulfield
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
25 February 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Auditor General’s office tabled a report into the Management and Oversight of the Caulfield
Racecourse Reserve in Parliament on 17 September 2014, during the term of the former government.
It made a series of findings regarding the operation of the Caulfield racecourse, notably that trust hadn’t effectively
managed the operation of the racecourse reserve.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning is working closely with the Caulfield Racecourse
Reserve Trust to improve its governance arrangements, including the development of an appropriate suite of
documents that meet good governance practices for public sector entities.

Box Hill electorate
Question 83
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Box Hill
Minister for Education
26 February 2015
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REPLY:

Thank you for your question regarding Koonung Secondary College.
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government and we are committed
to spending $530 million on school facilities during the period 2015–2018. This funding is the first step in
addressing the chronic underfunding of school capital under the previous government.
You may be aware that Koonung Secondary College was allocated $1.2 million for capital works in the 2014-15
State Budget. This project will enable the college to further improve and modernise its facilities.
The Department will work closely with the Koonung Secondary College to deliver its capital project, helping to
ensure the best outcome for the college and local community.

Eltham electorate
Question 86
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Training and Skills
26 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
The Government’s $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund is already flowing to TAFEs in need. Seven TAFE institutes
have already received a share in the first $20 million of the TAFE Rescue Fund.
The fast-tracked TAFE Rescue Fund grant will help TAFEs in financial turmoil to stay afloat, so they can retain
staff and improve training, courses and job opportunities for students.
The Government has also committed $10 million to re-open Melbourne Polytechnic’s Greensborough campus.
Discussions are underway with Melbourne Polytechnic.

Macedon electorate
Question 88
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Planning
26 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian Government is committed to reinvigorating the wind energy industry to promote renewable energy
investment, support jobs and open the doors for community wind farms in the Macedon Ranges. I have asked the
Department of Environment, Land, Water & Planning to provide advice on how to best facilitate community wind
farms in the planning system, including consultation with key stakeholders. I will consider this matter in due course
and advise Ms Thomas, Member for Macedon, of my decision and a timeline for the delivery of this commitment
accordingly.

Shepparton electorate
Question 89
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Shepparton
Minister for Public Transport
26 February 2015
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REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
In preparing the Network Development Plan for Regional Victoria, Public Transport Victoria (PTV) will be
working closely with communities to understand issues and opportunities in their local areas.
Specifically for Shepparton, PTV expects to engage the community and key stakeholders, such as the City of
Greater Shepparton through its Make Shepparton Greater campaign, later in 2015.

Carrum electorate
Question 90
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
26 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
At the last State Election, the Government made a commitment to the duplication of Thompsons Road between
Frankston-Dandenong Road and Clyde Road. This commitment will upgrade the two remaining unduplicated
sections of Thompsons Road between Frankston-Dandenong Road and Clyde Road.
I am pleased to advise that a commitment of $500,000 in funding to fast track planning and preconstruction works
for Thompsons Road has already been made and has allowed these works to commence.
A business case has been prepared for consideration by Government on the detailed scope, cost and staging options
for the duplication.
Preconstruction activities including survey, site investigations, design development, utility service investigations
and environment studies required for permit approvals, are now underway and are progressing well.
A communications strategy is currently under preparation to ensure that the community and various interested
stakeholders are informed of progress in the ongoing planning and delivery of this important project.

Dandenong electorate
Question 92
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Dandenong
Minister for Multicultural Affairs
26 February 2015

REPLY:

The Victorian Government has made a commitment to provide $500,000 to establish an Indian Cultural Precinct.
The Victorian Government will undertake a thorough consultative process to determine the best location for the
precinct. The location will be determined in consultation with an appointed panel, which will include
representatives from the Indian community, as well as local government and relevant experts. A feasibility study
will also inform the choice of location for the precinct.
The Victorian Government is committed to investing in multicultural infrastructure initiatives that will help
promote and support an inclusive and harmonious society.
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Warrandyte electorate
Question 93
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Warrandyte
Minister for Youth Affairs
17 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that:
As you would be aware, the Scouts and Guides Facilities Grants Program delivered through Scouts Victoria and
Girl Guides Victoria is a program that began under the former Brumby Labor Government.
As the previous Minister for Youth Affairs, you should also be aware, local scout and girl guide groups applied for
this funding through Scouts Victoria and Girl Guides Victoria and applications were assessed against a range of
criteria including hall condition, local scout group involvement, consultation with other local bodies, community
access to the facility, youth participation in the local area and ongoing viability of the facility.
As part of the funding allocation process, Scouts Victoria was required to nominate a list of priority scout projects
for funding and the 1st Warrandyte /Park Orchards scout hall was not identified as a priority project during the
entire term of your Government.
I recently met with Scouts Victoria to discuss how the Andrews Labor Government can work with them in light of
our vision for young people in Victoria and the strategic direction and priorities of Scouts Victoria.
The previous Coalition Government only committed funding to Scouts Victoria and Girl Guides Victoria for four
years to 30 June 2015. Funding for many programs that the previous government only funded on a short term basis,
without consideration of future viability or sustainability, now have to be considered across government within the
context of the overall 2015-16 State Budget.

Gippsland East electorate
Question 95
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Gippsland East
Minister for Environment, Climate Change and Water
17 March 2015

REPLY:

At the time of the question my office had already spoken to both John Mulligan, Chairman and Margaret Stevens,
Secretary of the East Gippsland Wildfire Taskforce to arrange a meeting. That meeting has been arranged with the
Parliamentary Secretary, my office and the East Gippsland Wildfire Taskforce for early April.

Box Hill electorate
Question 103
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Box Hill
Minister for Education
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government and we are committed
to spending $530 million on school facilities during the period 2015–2018. As announced in the lead up to the
election, Box Hill High School will share in this funding.
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The Victorian Government is prioritising its school infrastructure commitments for funding in the May State
Budget. The majority of these will be funded in 2015-16, and the remaining projects will be resourced in
subsequent years. The Government will use all available data, including condition assessments, when allocating
funding in this and future State Budgets.
The Department of Education and Training is commencing planning for all schools announced as election
commitments by the Government, including Box Hill High School. I am advised that members of the school’s
leadership team attended a training session on 16 March 2015 to assist them in preparing a five-year Asset
Management Plan for works at the school. Commencing planning now will ensure the best outcome for the school
community when funding is provided in a future State Budget.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with Box Hill High School on its plans for capital
improvement.

Narre Warren South electorate
Question 108
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Education
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
When acquiring new school sites, the Department endeavours to purchase properties with at least three street
frontages to provide parents with a broad range of parking opportunities.
Traffic management adjacent to school sites, parking restrictions and traffic flow are the responsibility of local
government and/or VicRoads. In this case, involving local roads only, the responsibility resides with the City of
Casey but representatives of the Department's South-Eastern Region Office would be pleased to participate in local
government and community discussions about options to address traffic concerns at schools such as Berwick Fields
Primary School.
In the context of finding solutions to safety issues around schools, the Victorian Government has committed to
improving pedestrian safety by establishing a pilot high-level School Safety Panel. The Panel will be piloted in the
Brunswick area, an outer-suburban area and a regional area. Schools in the pilot areas will be able to bring their
traffic management problems to the attention of the Panel.

Eltham electorate
Question 110
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Eltham
Minister for Education
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government supports a whole-school approach to building resilience and promoting respectful
relationships that includes a range of initiatives and strategies to prevent and respond to bullying, cyber-bullying,
abuse and unacceptable behaviour.
All Victorian schools are required to develop and implement a bullying and cyber bullying prevention policy
collaboratively with staff, students, parents or caregivers and the wider school community.
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The prevention of bullying is a shared responsibility and school communities are assisted by a range of staff whose
role it is to implement wellbeing strategies at the whole-school level. Staff such as Primary Welfare Officers,
Student Wellbeing Coordinators, Chaplains, and Student Support Service Officers provide important support in the
prevention of bullying.
To further support whole school communities to effectively prevent and respond to bullying, the Department
developed the Bully Stoppers initiative in partnership with national and international experts. Bully Stoppers has
been in place for the past three years and has resulted in:
– The development of a nationally recognised online toolkit
– 251 Victorian schools receiving grants to implement strategies or programs that prevent and respond to bullying,
and
– a series of community awareness raising campaigns.
In addition, over 1680 Victorian schools received funding to participate in eSmart Schools, which is a cyber-safety
framework developed by the Alannah and Madeline Foundation to guide schools through the process of developing
and implementing policies and practices that support the safe and responsible use of information and
communications technology.
The National Day of Action Against Bullying and Violence is an annual event held in March, celebrating the work
of jurisdictions across Australia to combat bullying, cyber bullying and violence.
Nationally, schools from all states register to participate in the fifth National Day of Action Against Bullying and
Violence, and this year over 306 Victorian schools registered to participate in the 2015 NDA.
In the lead up to the 2015 National Day of Action, the Department launched the Bully Stoppers-Being Cool Online
campaign. Being Cool Online activities included Bully Stoppers online netiquette quizzes for primary and
secondary students and a live blog on the Herald Sun website with adolescent psychologist Dr Andrew Fuller.
The campaign culminated on the National Day of Action with Andrew Fuller making a presentation to Year 7
students at Monbulk College, and the Australian Communications and Media Authority Cybersmart Team running
a virtual presentation for 1200 primary school students from 56 Victorian schools.
I attended this event at Monbulk College, and valued the opportunity to speak to young people about bullying,
cyber bullying as well as the safe, smart and responsible use of social media. It is vital that young people are
empowered to work together to stop bullying when they see it, and equipped with skills and strategies to do this.
I enjoyed participating in the roundtable discussion, speaking with the participating students about the impact of
bullying, and listening to practical solutions they suggest may effectively address bullying.

Brighton electorate
Question 111
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Brighton
Minister for Education
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
Investment in education and school infrastructure is a priority for the Victorian Government and we are committed
to spending $530 million on school infrastructure during the period 2015-18. This investment will build on the
existing school capital works program.
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The Victorian Government is prioritising its school infrastructure commitments for funding in the May State
Budget. The majority of these will be funded in 2015-16, and the remaining projects will be resourced in
subsequent years.
The Department of Education and Training is commencing planning for all schools announced as election
commitments, including Elwood College. I am advised that members of the school’s leadership team attended a
training session on 10 March 2015 to assist them in preparing a five-year Asset Management Plan for works at the
school. Commencing planning now will ensure the best outcome for the college community when funding is
provided in a future State Budget.
I have asked the Department to continue to work closely with Elwood College on its plans for capital improvement.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 112
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Emergency Services
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am advised that:
The Victorian Government greatly values the work of volunteer and career firefighters of the Plenty Country Fire
Authority (CFA) Brigade and the Wattle Glen CFA Brigade, who selflessly devote their time and skills to promote
the safety and wellbeing of the community.
The Government has committed to a range of initiatives to better support firefighters, including the recruitment of
350 CFA career firefighters; new CFA stations and upgrades; installation of toilet and washroom facilities at up to
100 rural CFA stations; delivery of 50 Medium Tankers; and expansion of the Emergency Medical Response
Program.
The Government has also committed to implementing presumptive legislation for career and volunteer firefighters.
The proposed new Victorian legislation will reflect the cancers covered and service thresholds in the current
Tasmanian legislation. The Government is currently developing the legislation and will consult with relevant
stakeholders before finalising it.
The Government has also committed and fully intends to honour its commitment of $1.4 million to build a new fire
station in Plenty and $500,000 to upgrade of the fire station in Wattle Glen.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Euroa electorate
Question 119
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Euroa
Minister for Ambulance Services
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that:
There are concerns in the Rushworth community about ambulance services in the local area. Your interest in this
issue is welcome and I share your desire to have an ambulance system that responds appropriately to the needs of
patients and the community.
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Ambulance performance over the past four years has seen slower response times and poorer survival rates for outof-hospital cardiac arrest. I can assure you that it is a priority of this government to improve ambulance
performance. When considering the allocation of new resources there are a number of factors taken into account
including local demand, availability of resources in neighbouring areas and broader health system requirements.
Ambulance Victoria continues to monitor response workloads to ensure its resources are most appropriately located
to meet community demand.
In recent months I convened the Ambulance Performance and Policy Consultative Committee. This is a committee
that brings together active paramedics together with representatives from Ambulance Victoria and other key
organisations to review and consider ways to tackle long-standing problems in the ambulance service; and make
recommendations to improve Ambulance Victoria's service performance and culture, including:
– improving ambulance response times
– reducing off-stretcher times at hospital emergency departments (known as 'ambulance ramping')
– a review of ambulance call-taking and despatch
– improve the management of workload and fatigue of paramedics
– resource allocation and responses to caseload growth
– alternatives to ambulance transport
An interim report of the Committee's deliberations was released in March 2015 and is publicly available. The final
report is due by the end of the year.
There will be future opportunity for public input into the Committee's deliberations.

Ferntree Gully electorate
Question 125
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Ferntree Gully
Minister for Education
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed as follows:
Knox Gardens Primary School received funding of $336,000 for building improvements in the 2013-14 Budget
and works on Buildings B, C and the Grade 6 Amenity have recently been carried out.
I am advised that while the works carried out did not include improvements to surrounding site infrastructure, such
as drainage, the Department of Education and Training’s Central Office and North-Eastern Regional Office are
currently working with the school to obtain the necessary hydraulic engineers’ reports, a recommended scope of
works and indicative pricing for drainage improvements.
I am further advised that, as part of this process, various funding options will be examined, including whether the
school may be eligible for funding assistance via the Department’s Emergency Maintenance Program.
The Emergency Maintenance Program is a limited program targeted to address unforeseen maintenance matters
which pose a risk to safety.
I have asked the Department to work closely with the school to ensure these issues are addressed as expeditiously
as possible.
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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.

Wednesday, 15 April 2015
Kororoit electorate
Question 63
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Kororoit
Minister for Public Transport
24 February 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Work continues on the new Caroline Springs station. The tender process for the main station construction works
opened in late 2014 and closed on 5 February 2015. A tender is expected to be awarded in May 2015 and
construction on the station will commence in mid-2015. The station is expected to be completed in early 2016.
PTV will provide further information to the public, including the council and the local community, subject to tender
evaluation and award timeframe. This will also include the official station name and the successful tenderer.

Nepean electorate
Question 97
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Nepean
Minister for Ambulance Services
17 March 2015

REPLY:

The Rosebud Ambulance Station commenced in March 2015, following finalisation and award of the construction
tender.
Completion is scheduled for December 2015.
The Rosebud Ambulance Service is operating from Ambulance Victoria’s MICA 12 Branch in Rosebud during the
construction period.

Carrum electorate
Question 100
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Carrum
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
17 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Pre-construction work has commenced for the $8.2 million project to install traffic signals at the intersection of
Frankston-Dandenong Road, Wedge Road and Boundary Road, in Carrum Downs.
The project is currently in the detailed design phase. Service relocation work will take place over the next six
months.
Some land acquisition is required and this process has commenced.
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VicRoads expects to publicly advertise the tender for construction work by the end of May 2015, with construction
to commence in late September 2015 and be completed by the end of June 2016.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 102
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Ambulance Services
17 March 2015

REPLY:

The Wallan Ambulance Station project was funded in the 2010-11 State budget.
The project was delayed by the previous Government.
In August 2014, land was compulsorily acquired at a site on the main road leading in to Wallan and adjoining the
new Wallan GP Superclinic.
Construction commenced in December 2014 and the project is progressing well to a scheduled completion in May
2015.

Macedon electorate
Question 104
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Macedon
Minister for Public Transport
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as of the date the question was raised:
I am pleased to advise that I have asked Public Transport Victoria (PTV) to commence planning for the
implementation of a community bus service in Woodend during this term of government.
PTV will consult with the community in the development of the Woodend Community Bus service.

Prahran electorate
Question 109
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Prahran
Minister for Mental Health
18 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that:
Prahran Mission has significant experience in engaging and working with vulnerable and disadvantaged Victorians,
many of whom have an identified mental illness and psychiatric disability and an experience of long-term or
recurring homelessness.
The organisation works with clients to address the factors that drive the cycle of entrenched homelessness and
disadvantage and provide permanent pathways out of homelessness.
Government funding for mental health service delivery is targeted to meet the needs of people with severe mental
illness and the programs delivered through restoring this funding must deliver community support and recovery
outcomes.
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We will work with Prahran Mission to design programs to directly support recovery outcomes for local constituents
with mental illness.

Niddrie electorate
Question 118
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Niddrie
Minister for Public Transport
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Taxi and Hire Car Ministerial Forum was announced on Thursday 19 March 2015, with the first Forum to be
held on 27 April. The Forum will be chaired by out-going Taxi Services Commission CEO, Marnie Williams.
Members include representatives from the taxi and hire car industries including the Victorian Taxi Association,
Victorian Taxi Families, Victorian Hire Car Association and Uber Black. Key community stakeholders such as
Victoria Police, the Victorian Council of Social Services and the Victorian Human Rights Commission have also
been invited to participate.
The Forum, which will meet quarterly, will consider ways to reform the industry, reduce red tape, deliver a
first-rate Multi-Purpose Taxi Program and wheelchair accessible taxis and other matters including the Knowledge
Test and the emergence of ride-share activities.

Geelong electorate
Question 120
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Geelong
Minister for Ambulance Services
19 March 2015

REPLY:

The Andrews Government values the important work that paramedics do. We’ve moved quickly to resolve the
Enterprise Bargaining Agreement dispute, referred the issue of pay rates to Fair Work and released response time
information. We’ve also established the Ambulance Performance and Policy Consultative Committee, so we can
work directly with paramedics to improve ambulance services, as they know the system best.
As Chair of this Committee I am keen to ensure that the Committee’s work is well informed by those on the front
line. I was delighted to attend the consultation forum on the Ambulance Performance and Policy Consultative
Committee’s Interim Report in Geelong on Thursday 9 April 2015.

Yan Yean electorate
Question 122
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Yan Yean
Minister for Public Transport
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Andrews Labor Government is aware of the demand for car parking at Wallan station and other stations across
the network. Expanding car parking availability and capacity across the network is a priority.
The provision of additional car parking at Wallan station will be considered when determining future priorities for
railway station upgrades and as additional funding becomes available.
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Narre Warren South electorate
Question 124
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Narre Warren South
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Narre Warren Cranbourne Road duplication project is approximately six months ahead of schedule and is
expected to finish in mid 2015.
I am also pleased to advise that $1million from the project budget will be utilised upgrading capacity at the busy
Pound Road/Greaves Road intersection on this project. This important additional work is expected to be complete
by the end of 2015.

Oakleigh electorate
Question 126
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Member for Oakleigh
Minister for Public Transport
19 March 2015

REPLY:

I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The Victorian Government remains committed to the $5 million plan to improve train, bus, car, taxi and bicycle
connections to Monash University’s Clayton campus through an upgrade to the Huntingdale station bus
interchange.
Consistent with Huntingdale station’s status as a critical gateway to Monash University, the Clayton Innovation
Precinct and the Monash Employment Cluster, Public Transport Victoria will continue to work closely with
Monash University, Monash City Council and other government agencies to ensure an integrated and considered
design is delivered.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 14 April 2015
Education
2.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — has the Government made any funding
commitments to the Knox Innovation, Opportunity and Sustainability Centre in Wantirna; if so:
(1)
(2)

How much funding.
How will it be utilised.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This Government is committed to providing students with practical learning experiences to equip them with skills
for their future careers.
That is why we have based our Tech School initiative on elements of successful models such as the Knox
Innovation, Opportunity and Sustainability Centre (KIOSC) at Swinburne University in Wantirna.
As the KIOSC was established under the previous Australian Government’s Trade Training Centres in Schools
Program, funding required to construct and equip the facility was provided by the Commonwealth Government
under the provisions of a Project Specific Schedule.
A Joint Use Agreement between the Minister for Education, the School Council of Rowville Secondary College (as
the Lead School) and Swinburne University of Technology (on whose land the facility is constructed) states that
the Government and the Department of Education and Training are not required to make any financial contribution
to recurrent costs. The School Council is responsible for the cost and insurance of its own staff participating in
KIOSC programs.
The Government is providing KIOSC $1 million over four years to provide professional development, training and
support and act as a demonstration centre for the implementation of our ten Tech Schools.

Education
6.

Ms VICTORIA to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the promised rebuilding of The
Basin Primary School:
(1)
(2)

When will building works commence.
Is funding available for 2015/16.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The new Victorian Government has a strong and ambitious agenda to grow educational opportunity for all
Victorians. We understand that education is the window of opportunity for people as well as a key driver of
economic success and prosperity for our state. Our immediate priority is to progress the election commitments in
our portfolios-in particular our promise to provide $530 million to upgrade and build new schools, $50 million to
build new and refurbish existing kindergartens, and $320 million to support TAFEs. We also plan to establish 10
new Tech Schools across the state for students in Years 7 to 12.
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The Government has committed to providing $5.7 million to The Basin Primary School to build new classrooms,
physical education and administration areas and new joint facilities with the Basin Community House. The
Government is committed to upgrading government primary and secondary schools across the state; however, it
must responsibly balance and prioritise the needs of over 1500 government schools in Victoria.
The Government is in the process of prioritising its election commitments for funding in the 2015-16 State Budget.
The Department of Education and Training will work with the school to plan and deliver the project, ensuring the
best outcome for the school and local community. In the meantime, the school is encouraged to maintain its
facilities as usual, using funds allocated annually through the Student Resource Package.

Planning
29.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Planning — what was the selection process for appointing
members to the committee investigating the issue of serviced apartments in Docklands.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
The selection process involved identifying groups with interests in the conduct of short-stay occupants in CBD
apartment buildings and those with expert knowledge in the governance of owners corporations and subdivision
law. These groups were then either invited to directly participate or to nominate a representative.
The panel includes members representing residents of apartments, owners of apartments, tourism, local government
and managers of owners corporations. The panel chair, Simon Libbis, is an experienced property lawyer.
Any further enquiries you have about the panel should be addressed to the Hon Jane Garrett MP, Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Gaming and Liquor Regulation, who I am working jointly with on this matter.

Energy and resources
30.

Ms SANDELL to ask the Minister for Energy and Resources — how much did Macquarie
Resources/Denehurst pay the Government in mining royalties annually from 1992 to 1996, when they
operated the Benambra mine.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No mining royalty was paid by the licensee during the timeframe identified.

Education
31.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Mernda P–12
school:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 14 April 2015

ASSEMBLY

1159

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
The Victorian Government has committed to progressing development of the new Mernda Central Prep to
Year 12 (P-12) school.
The new schools PPP Project will deliver 13 new government schools across a number of Victoria’s fastest
growing metropolitan and regional communities.

2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

3)

When will construction begin on the school?
The Victorian Government has sought to fast track the New Schools PPP Project with the release of the
Request for Proposal (RFP) tender documents to two experienced shortlisted bidding consortia on
25 February 2015. Final proposals are due to be submitted in mid-June 2015 with the successful bidder to
start construction on the first tranche of new schools in late 2015 and the second tranche in late 2016.

4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

5)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project, with quarterly payments subject to ongoing facility and service
quality standards being met.

6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
32.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Point Cook
Senior School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
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How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
There are a number of stages that are undertaken before construction can begin, including planning and land
acquisition. Planning is currently underway to find a suitable site for the Point Cook Senior Secondary
College. Construction can then begin on the school after these stages are completed and subsequent
construction funding is received.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
Point Cook Senior School is subject to further planning, land acquisition and construction considerations.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
33.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Taylors Hills
Senior School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
There are a number of stages that are undertaken before construction can begin, including planning and land
acquisition.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
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The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.
(3)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
34.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Davis Creek
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
There are a number of stages that are undertaken before construction can begin, including planning and land
acquisition.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.

(3)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.
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Education
35.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Edgars Creek
Secondary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
There are a number of stages that are undertaken before construction can begin, including planning and land
acquisition.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.

(3)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
36.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Armstrong
Creek West Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
The Armstrong West Primary School is not part of the Public Private Partnership (PPP) project.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The expected opening date of Armstrong West Primary School is subject to further planning, land acquisition
and construction considerations.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
37.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Gum Scrub
Creek Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
There are a number of stages that are undertaken before construction can begin, including; planning and land
acquisition.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
The Department of Education and Training purchases sites at the market value as determined by the Victorian
Government Valuer General. The price is reflective of the location and the size of the land.
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What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
38.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Craigieburn
North West Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
Construction will commence once appropriate State Budget processes have taken place.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(3)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
Building construction costs vary subject to individual building specifications and site considerations.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.
The Victorian Government funds the construction of all government schools.

Education
39.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Richmond High
School:
(1)
(2)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
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What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Government has committed $10 million to support the first stage of delivering a new secondary school in
Richmond.
The proposed site for the school is already owned by the Department. Should this site prove feasible for
construction of the new school, there will be no cost of land acquisition.
Details of the number of classrooms, cost of buildings and likely construction start date will be identified during the
feasibility process.

Education
40.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed South
Melbourne Park Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition at the depot site on Albert Road.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
During the election, this Government committed $11.5 million to build the South Melbourne Park Primary School;
a prep to Grade 6 school. The proposed site for the school is the Albert Park Depot site which is already owned by
the State.
The Department of Education and Training is currently undertaking an in-depth assessment of the site to ascertain
its future development options. Our focus is on ensuring the best educational outcomes for the community.
Details of the number of classrooms, cost of the buildings and dates for construction will be identified during the
feasibility process.

Education
41.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Footscray
Education Precincts (Footscray City Primary School, Footscray City College and Victoria University)
Feasibility Study and Master Plan:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When will the precincts feasibility study commence.
When will the precincts feasibility study conclude.
When will the precincts master plan commence.
When will the precincts master plan conclude.
Who will assess the viability of the precincts Master Plan.
Are there alternative policies under consideration.
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When will construction of the precinct commence.
What is the expected completion date of the precinct.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This Government has committed to an extensive program of new schools and school upgrades, including the
Footscray Learning Precinct. The Government committed $15 million to bring together Footscray City Primary
School, Footscray City College, Victoria University and other stakeholders.
The Department has begun the process of consultation with key external stakeholders, including representatives
from the Maribyrnong City Council and Victoria University. This consultation will inform the development of
governance and project delivery arrangements, including the proposed timing of the precinct feasibility study and
master plan. Our focus is on ensuring that the Footscray Learning Precinct achieves the best educational outcomes
for the community.

Education
42.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Bannockburn
P–12 school:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
The Victorian Government has committed to expanding the relocation of Bannockburn Primary School to
include Prep to Year 12 provision at the new Milton Street site.
The New Schools PPP Project will deliver 13 new government schools across a number of Victoria’s fastest
growing metropolitan and regional communities.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018. The opening date for Bannockburn P-12 School will be
confirmed through this tender process.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.
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What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

Education
43.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Armstrong
Creek Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school.
Armstrong Creek Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.

(2)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(3)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

(4)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(5)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1168

ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 14 April 2015

Education
44.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Armstrong
Creek Special School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Armstrong Creek Special School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million. The Victorian Government has fast tracked the Project with the release of the Request for
Proposal (RFP) tender documents to two experienced shortlisted bidders on 25 February 2015. Final
proposals are due to be submitted in mid-June with the successful bidder to start construction in late 2015.
Whilst the PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million, under the PPP model the design,
construction and 25 year maintenance is tendered to an experienced private sector consortium who must
demonstrate value for money through whole of life asset management. As the 13 schools are to be delivered
as a package, the value for money assessment does not focus on individual school costs but rather the total
whole of life cost of the Project. The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole
of life costs will be paid by Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.
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What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

Education
45.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference the relocation of Bannockburn
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will Bannockburn Primary School community be relocated.
What site will Bannockburn Primary School be relocated to.
What is the total cost of the relocation.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What will happen to the empty Bannockburn Primary School site once vacated.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will Bannockburn Primary School community be relocated?
The Victorian Government has committed to expanding the relocation of Bannockburn Primary School to
include Prep to Year 12 provision at the new Milton Street site.
The primary school component of the project is already included in the scope of the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.

(2)

What site will Bannockburn Primary School be relocated to?
The existing Bannockburn Primary School community will be relocated from the current constrained site on
High Street to brand new facilities at a new larger site on Milton Street in Bannockburn as part of the Project.

(3)

What is the total cost of the relocation?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project, with quarterly payments subject to ongoing facility and service
quality standards being met.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What will happen to the empty Bannockburn Primary School site once vacated?
Assessment will be undertaken to determine if there is any future educational need for the site.

Education
46.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Casey Central
East Primary School:
(1)
(2)

Will this school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
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What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will this school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Casey Central East Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across
a number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools
Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million. The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be
paid by Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

Education
47.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Cranbourne
South West Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When will construction begin on the school.
When will Cranbourne South Primary relocate to the new site.
Was there school community consultation about the relocation.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of construction of the school buildings.
What is the total cost for the relocation of Cranbourne South Primary School.
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How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

When will construction begin on the school?
Cranbourne South West Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package
across a number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New
Schools Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project. Through the PPP model, the schools will be financed,
designed, constructed and maintained over 25 years under a consolidated contract with a private sector
consortium.
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for Cranbourne South West Primary School will be
confirmed through the ongoing tender process.

(2)

When will Cranbourne South Primary relocate to the new site?
The New Schools PPP Project will see a brand new primary school delivered in Cranbourne South West.
As result of under-investment in new schools in recent Budgets, there remains a need for an additional new
primary school to meet high enrolment demand in the area.
Pending further community consultation and to ensure there is adequate provision in the area Cranbourne
South Primary School will remain open, providing the option for families to remain at the school or send their
children to the new Cranbourne South West Primary School.

(3)

Was there school community consultation about the relocation?
Pending further community consultation and to ensure there is adequate provision in the area Cranbourne
South Primary School will remain open, providing the option for families to remain at the school or send their
children to the new Cranbourne South West Primary School.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What is the total cost of construction of the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.

(6)

What is the total cost for the relocation of Cranbourne South Primary School?
The expected opening date of Cranbourne South Primary School is subject to further planning, land
acquisition and construction considerations.

(7)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(8)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.
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Education
48.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Epping North
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018
Epping North Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million. The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be
paid by Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
49.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Heather Grove
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
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What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Heather Grove Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018. The opening date for Heather Grove Primary School will be
confirmed through this tender process.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(4)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million. The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be
paid by Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(5)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(6) What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
50.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Mernda South
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction on the school commence.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Mernda South Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

When will construction on the school commence?
The Package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for Mernda South Primary School will be confirmed through
the ongoing tender process.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
51.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to Mill Park Lakes East Primary
School, was funding withdrawn from this school; if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Why has the Government decided to withdraw funding from this school.
Was the funding for this school withdrawn and redirected to Mernda P–12.
Was the school community consulted before this funding was withdrawn.
Are there any plans to reinstate funding for this proposed school.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Why has the Government decided to withdraw funding from this school?
Consistent with election commitments, Government has re-allocated funding for the Mill Park Lakes East
Primary School project in South Morang to the primary school component of the Mernda Central P-12
school.
There is currently no government secondary education provision for families in the rapidly growing Mernda
community, making this site a top priority. The delivery of the new P-12 school will address this gap. Student
enrolments in South Morang can be accommodated in the short-term within existing local schools.

(2)

Was the funding for this school withdrawn and redirected to Mernda P-12?
See response to Question 1.

(3)

Was the school community consulted before this funding was withdrawn?
Government consulted with Whittlesea Council prior to committing the re-allocation of funding from the Mill
Park Lakes East project to Mernda Central P-12.

(4)

Are there any plans to reinstate funding for this proposed school?
Student enrolments in South Morang can be accommodated in the short-term within existing local schools.
Enrolment growth in the South Morang area will continue to be monitored closely and the Mill Park Lakes
East Primary School project will be considered for funding as part of future Budget processes as the local
population grows.

Education
52.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed North Geelong
Special Development School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total construction cost of the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
North Geelong Special Developmental School (SDS) is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as
a package across a number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the
New Schools Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018. The opening date for North Geelong Special Development School
will be confirmed through this tender process.
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What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

When will construction begin on the school?
The Package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for North Geelong Special Developmental School will be
confirmed through the ongoing tender process.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
North Geelong Special Developmental School is being constructed on the former Western Heights College,
Quamby Campus which was in operation on the site since 1994. The students from the Quamby campus
relocated at the beginning of 2015 to the redeveloped facilities at the Vines Road campus.

(5)

What is the total construction cost of the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
53.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Pakenham South
West Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of construction the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Pakenham South West Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package
across a number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New
Schools Public Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
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The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018. The opening date for Pakenham South West Primary School will
be confirmed through this tender process.
(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

When will construction begin on the school?
The Package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for Pakenham South West Primary School will be confirmed
through the ongoing tender process.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What is the total cost of construction the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
54.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Point Cook
South P–9 school:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Point Cook South P-9 School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.
The new schools will be delivered in two groups, with the first group constructed to open in time for the 2017
school year and the second group for 2018. The opening date for Point Cook South P-9 School will be
confirmed through this tender process.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

When will construction begin on the school?
The Package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for Point Cook South P-9 School will be confirmed through
the ongoing tender process.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project.

(6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Education
55.

Mr WAKELING to ask the Minister for Education — with reference to the proposed Torquay North
Primary School:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018.
What is the expected opening date.
When will construction begin on the school.
What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site.
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What is the total cost of building the school buildings.
How many classrooms will be included.
What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

Will the school be part of group 1 schools opening in 2017 or group 2 opening in 2018?
Torquay North Primary School is one of 13 new government schools being delivered as a package across a
number of Victoria’s fastest growing metropolitan and regional communities through the New Schools Public
Private Partnership (PPP) Project.

(2)

What is the expected opening date?
The package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for each school will be confirmed through the ongoing
tender process.

(3)

When will construction begin on the school?
The Package of schools will be opened in two groups with the first group of schools open for students in 2017
and the second group in 2018. The opening date for Torquay North Primary School will be confirmed
through the ongoing tender process.

(4)

What is the total cost of land acquisition for the school site?
Individual school site acquisition costs are generally not publicly disclosed for commercial reasons related to
the negotiation of future site acquisitions.

(5)

What is the total cost of building the school buildings?
The PPP Project was originally funded in the 2014-15 Budget and has an estimated capital value of
$223 million.
The consortium will provide upfront financing for the Project and the whole of life costs will be paid by
Government over the 25 years of the Project, with quarterly payments subject to ongoing facility and service
quality standards being met.

(6)

How many classrooms will be included?
Classroom design and layout will be determined through the competitive design and tender process, which
will stimulate exemplary and innovative school design outcomes consistent with Government’s education
agenda.

(7)

What is the Victorian Government contribution to the cost of building the school?
The PPP Project has an estimated capital value of $223 million.

Regional development
67.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Regional Development — with
reference to the Government’s election commitment to fund Stage 2 of the Euroa saleyards:
(1)
(2)

When will construction begin.
Will funding be available in 2015–16.
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ANSWER:
Strathbogie Shire Council (Council) has been redeveloping the Euroa Livestock Saleyards to ensure they meet
industry standards and continue their vital role in supporting local livestock producers and generating economic
benefits for the agribusiness sector and wider economy.
Stage 1 of the redevelopment was completed at the end of 2014. This $450 000 stage was fully funded by Council
without any assistance from the former Liberal-Nationals Government and included partial roofing of the facility
and the improvement of stock pens.
As you are aware, on 5 March 2015 we were both in attendance at the opening of Stage 1 with the Mayor,
Cr Debra Swan. Council has done a great job to date but it is clear that there is more to be done through the Stage 2
works.
During the visit, Council advised that they are currently consulting with user groups (farmers, buyers, stock agents
and transport operators) as part of a Master Plan process for the Stage 2 works. The Saleyards Management
Committee (representing user groups) is considering a number of priority works for Stage 2.
It is expected that the Master Plan will be finalised over the next 2-3 months with Council ready to go to tender for
construction of the agreed works in mid-2015.
Accordingly, Council will be in a position to access the $500 000 committed by the Andrews Labor Government
for Stage 2 works during 2015-16, following the establishment of the Government’s $500 million Regional Jobs
and Infrastructure Fund (RJIF).
Thanks to support from Labor through the RJIF, construction to upgrade the Euroa saleyards is anticipated to
commence later this year.

Regional development
68.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Public Transport for the Minister for Regional Development — when
will the Government allocate funding to the Wandong to Bendigo Rail Trail.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Labor Party committed $150 000 to undertake a feasibility study to extend the O’Keefe Rail Trail from
Heathcote to Wallan. The Trail currently runs from Bendigo to Heathcote. The feasibility study will examine the
means and viability to extend the trail from Heathcote to Wallan, via Kilmore and Wandong.
On 20 February 2015, Regional Development Victoria (RDV) staff met with representatives from Mitchell Shire
Council, the Friends of the Bendigo-Kilmore Rail Trail Inc. and the Mitchell Bike Users Group to discuss the
governance, process and budget for the project.
The election commitment funding will leverage an additional $30 000, with $25 000 provided by Mitchell Shire
Council and $5000 from the City of Greater Bendigo to supplement the study. The Friends of the Bendigo-Kilmore
Rail Trail Inc. has also committed $5000 of in-kind labour and technical expertise toward the project.
Mitchell Shire Council has agreed to auspice the project and is currently developing a submission detailing the
scope of the project. It is anticipated that RDV will receive this submission within the next three weeks. The
assessment of the Heathcote to Wallan Rail Trail feasibility study project will be finalised once the submission is
received.
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Training and skills
69.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — with reference
to the Government’s election commitment to create a centre for agricultural studies at Bendigo TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

When will construction of the centre commence.
When will construction on the centre conclude.
When will the centre start taking enrollments.
What new courses will be offered.
How many training places will be offered to students each year and in what courses.
What will be the annual operating cost of the centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Unlike the former government, we will re-open closed campuses, upgrade TAFE learning facilities, and provide
TAFEs with cash support where necessary.
The Government is rebuilding the TAFE sector with the $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund.
The Government has already committed $7.8 million in asset funding from the TAFE Rescue Fund to Bendigo
Kangan Institute to expand agricultural training at its Charleston Road campus.
The institute is in the process of developing a detailed business case for the project which will establish the scope,
timing and delivery model for the centre.
The Government has provided $2.2 million from the fast-tracked $20 million to Bendigo Kangan Institute from the
$320 million TAFE Rescue Fund to support the Institute to retain and redeploy staff.

Training and skills
70.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — with reference
to the Government’s commitment to spend $10 million to re-open Swinburne Lilydale TAFE:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

When will the site re-open.
How many training places will be offered.
What courses will be offered at the campus.
What refurbishments will be undertaken at the site.
Has the Government allocated money to attract a provider to the site; if so, how much.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– As part of the $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund, the Government has committed $10 million to re-open
Swinburne University’s Lilydale campus and create a permanent home for Melba Support Services on the site
(up to $1 million).
– Melba Support Services is already operating successfully at the site and will continue to call the campus home
into the future.
– As is appropriate, my department is working privately with Swinburne University (as owner of the site) and
other TAFE institutes, on the sale and re-opening of the site to ensure courses will be delivered there as soon as
possible. This will involve agreements being reached between the parties — including the Government — this
year.
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– The volume and type of education to be offered, as well as any refurbishments needed, will be explored with
education providers involved in negotiating to reopen the site. The Government will only support proposals that
meet the needs of the local community and the Victorian economy — we are committed to training that helps
people get and keep jobs.
– Announcements will be made throughout the year on key developments as they occur.

Training and skills
71.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Education for the Minister for Training and Skills — over what
timeframe will funding from the Government’s $320 million TAFE rescue package be expended.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Unlike the former government, we will re-open closed campuses, upgrade TAFE learning facilities, and provide
TAFEs with cash support where necessary.
That’s why the Government’s $320 million TAFE Rescue Fund commenced flowing from the 2014–15 financial
year and will be expended into the 2018–19 financial year.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Assembly.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 15 April 2015
Roads and road safety
66.

Ms RYAN to ask the Minister for Roads and Road Safety — with reference to the Kilmore Wallan
bypass:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What recommendations have been made to the Government by the Inquiry and Advisory
Committee.
When will construction works begin.
Is the Government committed to retaining the original project timeline of completing the bypass
by the end of 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as that the date the question was raised:
The Victorian Government has confirmed the Western route for the Kilmore-Wallan Bypass.
The Minister for Planning’s Assessment of the Kilmore-Wallan Bypass EES Inquiry and the Planning Panel’s
Advisory Committee Report, released on 11 March 2015, is the final step in the process of selecting the preferred
route.
The assessment recommended the Western option as it would have the lowest environmental, social and amenity
effect on the community.
The Member for Northern Victoria, Jaclyn Symes, and I visited Monument Hill on 11 March 2015, to make the
announcement to members of the local community.
The priority now is for VicRoads to get the appropriate statutory approvals in accordance with the Minister for
Planning’s Assessment, finalise planning and then submit a funding proposal to government for consideration.
The Andrews Government is proud it has been able to deliver and work with the community on this project.
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