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Tuesday, 16 June 2020
The SPEAKER (Hon. Colin Brooks) took the chair at 12.02 pm and read the prayer.
Announcements
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
The SPEAKER (12:02): We acknowledge the traditional Aboriginal owners of the land upon
which we are meeting. We pay our respects to them, their culture, their elders past, present and future,
and elders from other communities who may be here today.
Members
MINISTRY
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:03): I inform the house that I will answer questions
until further notice in relation to the portfolios of consumer affairs, gaming and liquor regulation,
suburban development, Assistant Treasurer, veterans, small business and local government.
Announcements
HOUSE COMMITTEE
The SPEAKER (12:03): Before calling for questions, I want to advise the house that tomorrow
the House Committee will be meeting. As members are aware, we have had a lot of cooperation from
all members and staff around the different form of sitting in relation to the restrictions of COVID-19.
Over the winter break, given that there has been some easing of restrictions more generally, I think it
is important for the House Committee to consider carefully whether we can reopen part of the
Parliament to public access. But I understand that this does create some issues and it is a complex one.
So I want to ask members, if they have any concerns or comments to make, to please pass them on to
the Presiding Officers or members of the House Committee so that we can take that on board as we
consider that issue.
Questions without notice and ministers statements
MEMBER CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:04): My question is to the Premier.
The Premier has led the Labor Party for 10 years, a period during which Mr Somyurek’s branchstacking has been well documented. Is the Premier seriously expecting Victorians to believe that,
despite a massive, organised branch-stacking system within his own government corrupting minister
after minister, the first he knew about it was on Sunday night?
The SPEAKER: I make an obvious ruling. Those who have been here for some time will know
that matters of party administration are not relevant to government business, but I will ask the Premier
to answer the question given that ruling that I have made.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:04): The answer to the question is yes.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier and the Leader of the Opposition!
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:05): When the Premier reappointed
Adem Somyurek as minister, he said:
To my good friend, Adem Somyurek, I’m very pleased to welcome Adem back to the cabinet and he’s going
to do a fantastic job.
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The Premier appointed Adem Somyurek to the ministry not once but twice, and has now sacked him
twice. How can Victorians have any confidence in this Premier’s judgement when it has proven time
and again to be fatally flawed?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Euroa!
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:06): I reject the contention, the very broad contention,
that the Leader of the Opposition makes in his supplementary question—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members on my left!
Mr ANDREWS: It is a very serious matter, and those opposite would, I think, do well to refer to
the statement—
Mr M O’Brien interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order.
Mr ANDREWS: Well, the question is so important that they will not listen to an answer.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr ANDREWS: I reject the assertion, the very broad assertion, that is made in the question. And
what I would indicate to the Leader of the Opposition and all Victorians is I took the appropriate action
yesterday in not accepting a resignation from Adem Somyurek. I did not give him the opportunity to
resign—he is not worthy of that. He is not worthy of that—he was terminated as a minister, and he
was yesterday the recipient of a lifetime ban from the Australian Labor Party.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, in 3 seconds I ask the Premier to come back to
answering the question, which is: why should Victorians accept his judgement when it is twice—
twice—proven to be fatally flawed when it comes to Adem Somyurek?
The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has concluded his answer.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:07): I rise to update the house on our staged, cautious
and considered plan for the gradual easing of necessary restrictions right across our state in response
to this global pandemic. There have now been 1741 confirmed cases of coronavirus in Victoria; that
is nine new cases since yesterday. Six patients are in hospital, including two of those six in intensive
care—and we send our best wishes to them, to their loved ones and to the teams of dedicated health
professionals taking such excellent care of them.
Testing has been the key to our response. We have now done more than 600 000 tests across Victoria.
That is a mighty effort, and I thank all of those clinicians as well as all of those Victorians who have
come forward even with very mild symptoms and indeed some asymptomatic targeted testing. That
testing gives us the data and the evidence to chart a cautious path forward, one that is based on science
rather than guesswork.
Now I of course appreciate that there are some that would like to see more opening up faster, but the
strategy is a cautious one. The strategy is about making sure that we avoid a second wave, an
economically crippling second wave that will make the very substantial challenges we currently face
even worse. Other countries around the world have opened up too much too quickly. That is a strategy
that has not worked, and it is not I think in anyone’s interest for us to emulate the example that they
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have set. Instead, let us stay the course, let us not let our frustration get the better of us. But at the same
time let us be pleased to think that we can go from 20 patrons to 50 patrons in our hospitality venues;
that alcohol can be served without food; that we can have limits in cinemas, concert venues, theatres,
auditoriums, amusement parks, libraries, community centres, religious gatherings, house auctions and
so many others, where they can lift to 50 from midnight on the 21st of this month. This is a cautious
approach. I thank everybody for abiding by the restrictions we have put in place. They have done an
amazing job, and that is why we have a situation that is the envy of the world.
MEMBER CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:09): My question is again to the
Premier. Yesterday and again today the Premier made the claim that the first he knew about systemic
branch-stacking and corruption in the Labor Party is when he watched the TV on Sunday night. Apart
from the three ministers that have been sacked or stood down, will the Premier guarantee to this
Parliament that no other minister in his government is engaged in the same or similar conduct?
The SPEAKER: Again I call the Premier in relation to government business.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:09): It is my expectation, my experience and the
standard that I require that all ministers and their staff act appropriately at all times.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:10): So no guarantee, no guarantee.
Since the Premier’s government has come to power ministerial staff numbers have almost tripled. In
fact this Premier has got more personal staff than the Prime Minister. Will the Premier today commit
to sacking any taxpayer-funded ministerial and electorate staff who are shown to be conducting
internal Labor Party activities within business hours, or does opposing this serious misconduct only
extend to his internal factional opponents?
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! If everybody has finished discussing the question. There are parts of that
question that relate to parliamentary administration and other parts that relate not to government
business, but I ask the Premier to answer the parts that do relate to government business.
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:11): Following your guidance, Speaker, to the extent
that that question relates to my ministerial responsibilities, I would again make it clear that there are
clear expectations for appropriate conduct in all things and at all times, and anybody who does not
meet that standard will be appropriately dealt with.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:11): I rise to update the house on the targeted COVID-19 testing regime,
amongst the world’s best, here in Victoria. I am pleased to update the house that Victoria’s per capita
testing system has now reached some 9050 per 100 000 people—that is, some 600 000 Victorians
have come forward to be part of the testing system to achieve that impressive figure.
Our massive testing blitz saw Victorians come out in huge numbers, and now we are strategically
looking to how we target testing of specific communities so we can make sure we get the full picture
for managing COVID-19. Targeted testing will run until the end of August, and it will focus on those
local government areas (LGAs) with lower testing numbers, communities with high case numbers,
high-risk workforces and vulnerable community groups. It will be specifically rolled out in four threeweek waves across different locations—Mildura, Kyabram, Dandenong and Brimbank. Other LGA
areas will include Melbourne, Moreland, Melton, Colac Otway, Whittlesea, Surf Coast, Hume and
Wyndham. Of course testing will remain available across the rest of the state. It will also focus on new
testing sites to add to our 127 existing locations.
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The message is, if you have any symptoms, no matter how mild, please come forward to be tested,
and this way help keep yourself safe, your family safe and the state safe. More than 81 000 tests over
the past two weeks have seen 12 cases of community transmission—that is, unrelated to overseas
travel or known outbreaks—detected. This means that we are continuing to track well and we will be
able to proceed with our previously announced easing of restrictions from midnight this Sunday.
MINISTERIAL STAFF
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:13): My question is to the Minister for
Equality. Can the minister provide a guarantee to the house that none of his taxpayer-funded staff have
ever used time during working hours to conduct internal Labor Party factional activities?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:13): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question, and I repeat
precisely the comments made by the Premier that we have expectations regarding how appropriate
behaviour of all taxpayer-funded positions is indicated. And in regard to—
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, it was a very specific question. It does not invite the
minister to rephrase it or reshape it. I asked him to provide a guarantee in relation to the question that
was asked. Will the minister do it, yes or no?
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot direct the minister how to answer the question, but he is being
relevant to the question that has been asked.
Mr FOLEY: As I was saying, I give the undertaking that all ministers give, that there is an
expectation on all our professional ministerial staff that they act completely appropriately in
accordance with the provisions—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: The minister will resume his seat.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, under sessional order 11 the answer needs to be direct,
factual, succinct and relevant to his portfolio, and I would ask you to bring him back to answering the
question that has been put to him by the Leader of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER: Order! I thank the member for his point of order. The minister is being relevant
to the question asked.
Mr FOLEY: I give the undertaking that all ministers would give in the circumstances: that we
make sure that our staff, our professional staff, act in accordance with the obligations that they have,
and that is precisely the undertaking that I give to the house as in regard to the specific question that
the Leader of the Opposition has asked. If there is any accusation that the Leader of the Opposition is
willing to make, then he should make it. But the truth of the matter is the expectation that every
minister has that our staff act in accordance with their obligations under the terms of their employment
to act on behalf of their staff. And that is the position that I stand for.
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do need to be able to hear the minister’s answer when he is giving an
answer to the question.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:16): The minister’s adviser Mat
Hilakari is a senior convener of the Socialist Left faction of the Labor Party. Can the minister guarantee
that Mr Hilakari has never used your taxpayer-funded ministerial office or their resources during office
hours to conduct Labor Party factional activity?
Mr FOLEY (Albert Park—Minister for Mental Health, Minister for Equality, Minister for
Creative Industries) (12:16): I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his question, and I restate my
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earlier position to the substantive question that all of my staff—all of the government’s ministerial
staff—act in accordance with the obligations that are placed on them. And I can certainly undertake
that all of my staff act in accordance with that undertaking and that obligation.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COMMUNITY SPORT
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Community Sport, Minister for Youth, Minister for
Multicultural Affairs) (12:17): I rise to inform the house of the return to competition for community
sport and how the sector has continued to benefit from the Andrews Labor government’s short-term
survival package. We know that getting back on the field or court means so much to so many
Victorians; it is critical to their physical and mental health and wellbeing.
Over 3 million Victorians are involved in community sport. That is why I am thrilled that a return to
competition for community sport was announced on Sunday. From kids enjoying a kick on a Saturday
morning to over-18s getting back on the field, community sport is finally coming back. There will be
a staggered return to the competition. Juniors will be able to return to full-contact training and
competition 22 June, and adults will return to full-contact training on 13 July ahead of a competition
start date on 20 July.
I am also pleased to advise the house that we have not wasted a day getting support to community
clubs across the state, with around 4250 grant applications received for the short-term survival
package. With community sport returning in the coming weeks, we are also making sure that more
clubs can access this funding by extending the application process for the $1000 grants to the end of
June. This will help clubs with basic running costs and to get them back to competition safely and
hygienically. This is an exciting time for thousands of clubs and tens of thousands of competitors
across Victoria. A big thanks to each and every one of them. I know that members will be cheering
every player, every umpire, every coach and every volunteer as they return to competition.
ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER INCARCERATION
Dr READ (Brunswick) (12:19): Since the beginning of the Andrews government the number of
Aboriginal prisoners in Victoria has—
Members interjecting.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will come to order. Which minister?
Dr READ: The question is for the Premier. Since the beginning of the Andrews government, the
number of Aboriginal prisoners in Victoria has increased by 70 per cent. This is a direct result of the
law and order policies that are toughest on people whose relatively minor crimes, like shoplifting, are
linked to disadvantage. Recent tightening of the bail laws has meant that many of our prisoners are
Aboriginal people, sitting in prison waiting for court dates because they could not get bail. Will this
government introduce legislation in the next sitting week to reform these unfair bail laws so that lowlevel offenders are more likely to get bail?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:20): I thank the member for Brunswick for his
question. With his indulgence, if I can make some general comments and then come to the specifics
of his question, the fact that so many Indigenous Victorians and indeed Indigenous Australians are
incarcerated both at youth justice and adult correctional facilities is something that all of us should be
deeply, deeply ashamed of. We have to do better. If there are ways in which our government can make
a contribution, not just to a national conversation but to a national plan of action, to reduce Aboriginal
offending, Aboriginal incarceration, Aboriginal recidivism and reincarceration—if there are things we
can do to deal with that cycle, I think you are right not to excuse any individual bad behaviour. But
the point around cyclical crime, the point around disadvantage, the point around all of those drivers
that have got nothing to do with the criminology of these matters and everything to do with the fact
that we have over-representation of Aboriginal people in many other cohorts: unemployment, child
protection, poverty, lack of school attendance, lack of school and educational attainment, family
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violence, substance abuse, the list goes on and on—all of those things are appropriately part of a
conversation and then a plan of action, and one that I would hope involves all parties and all
perspectives.
If we do not build a better future together, then we will all pay a price for that. It is not cheap to lock
somebody up in a jail for a year. My colleague and friend the Minister for Corrections will correct me
if I am wrong, but I think it is in the order of between $250 000 and $300 000 a year. It is a very, very
significant financial burden. What is more, for many people, particularly those who have committed
crimes at what we would all agree—regardless of our quote unquote law and order credentials—were
at the lower level of offending, we should acknowledge that there is a massive cost in many different
ways, measured in dollars, in years of life, in life opportunity, and of course a cost that is unbearable,
and that is the fundamental injustice—
Dr Read: On a point of order, Speaker, on relevance, if the Speaker could coax the Premier back
onto the specific question, which was reforming the bail laws.
The SPEAKER: Order! It was a very long question that did tail off with a specific question, but
the Premier is being relevant to the question that was asked.
Mr ANDREWS: As I was saying, there is a massive cost measured in many different ways. We
cannot settle for the circumstance we currently confront, where just 3 per cent of the community in
some settings accounts for 30 or 40 per cent of our youth justice population, for instance. I cannot
commit today to bail reform. What I can announce or reconfirm for the member for Brunswick is that
the Attorney-General will move before the end of this year to introduce the decriminalisation of public
drunkenness, which is exactly in line with the aspiration that your question puts forward, the point you
are making about low-level crime with low-level harm that leads to criminal records, leads to
incarceration and leads to all the outcomes that I have just spoken about.
Dr READ (Brunswick) (12:23): First of all, I would like to thank the Premier and Attorney-General
for committing to the decriminalisation of public drunkenness. However, 10 per cent of Victoria’s
prisoners or thereabouts are Aboriginal. Public drunkenness only accounts for a very small proportion
of that, welcome though that reform will be. So will the Premier now work with Aboriginal
organisations and commit to setting a percentage target for reducing the level of incarceration of
Indigenous men, women and children—a target that would be annually monitored and reported in the
next and in future budget papers?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:24): I will inform the member for Brunswick, if he is
not aware, national cabinet has set this as a key priority, and Victoria has signed up to that process.
We, with some enthusiasm and a real sense of absolute obligation, will make our contribution to that
national cabinet Indigenous affairs framework, particularly as it relates to these matters. I do not think
you can have this discussion without pointing to the fact that we are the only state in the country that
has taken such profound steps towards justice and fairness and a shared future through a treaty. That
is unique. It is something that everyone in this house should be proud of. I know certainly the
government is very proud to have advanced it.
Dr Read: On a point of order, Speaker, again I thank the Premier for his words, but it just really
would be great to get an answer to the question as to whether we will see targets in the Victorian
budget papers.
The SPEAKER: Again, the Premier is being relevant to the question.
Mr ANDREWS: I am coming directly to the question, and I want to be as respectful as I can in
my answer. But it is not my habit to tell Aboriginal communities what they need or what they want. I
am happy and I do every day—and my ministers do and the government does—engage with the
Aboriginal community, particularly through the First Peoples’ Assembly, another unique forum
delivered by this government. We will have a partnership. Whether it be with regional justice
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agreements, whether it be with the representative forum treaty process, it will be driven by Aboriginal
Victorians for Aboriginal Victorians.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: COVID-19
Mr PAKULA (Keysborough—Minister for Jobs, Innovation and Trade, Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events, Minister for Racing, Minister for the Coordination of Jobs, Precincts and
Regions: COVID-19) (12:26): I rise to update the house on the next stage of COVID normal for our
racing industry. Across all three codes the racing industry has done an outstanding job to carry on
through the period of coronavirus restrictions. With strict biosecurity protocols, which have often gone
above those which were required by health authorities, administrators have ensured that racing has
carried on in every corner of Victoria, protecting tens of thousands of jobs and the welfare of animals.
While racing has been in the sporting spotlight, turnover has been very strong, despite some claims to
the contrary, member for Euroa. It is up 20 per cent year on year for thoroughbred racing. Even so, as
some members in this place well know, not every punter has an online account and reopening the totes
is an important part of supporting our industry and the almost 3000 jobs in TABs across the state, 85 per
cent of which are in our pubs and clubs. So from midnight next Sunday our TABs will reopen with
strict cleaning protocols, particularly around electronic betting terminals, and density requirements in
place. Moreover, from next Monday owners will be permitted back on course and restaurants on
racetracks will be able to take bookings, subject to the same rules as restaurants elsewhere.
Whilst that on-course access will be permitted from next Monday, it will not actually commence until
administrators and clubs agree on the protocols to make it a reality, because whilst we are very keen
to see owners, members, punters and fans back on racetracks, the one thing our administrators will not
do is risk the gains that we have made so far, the welfare of participants or indeed the thousands of
jobs that have so far been protected as a consequence of the very strict biosecurity protocols that the
industry has put in place.
MINISTERIAL STAFF
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:27): My question is to the Premier.
Under his leadership the Labor Party has had a systematic pattern of using taxpayer-funded staff to
improperly conduct internal Labor Party business—the printing rorts scandal, the red shirts rorts
scandal and now industrial-scale branch-stacking from ministerial and electorate officers. Why has the
Premier yet again allowed taxpayer-funded resources to be diverted from serving the public interest to
serving the grubby political interests of the Australian Labor Party?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:28): I would simply refer the Leader of the Opposition
to a statement I issued yesterday where matters canvassed on the 60 Minutes program on Sunday
evening and since reported on in the Age and other newspapers have been referred to IBAC and
Victoria Police. These are serious matters. It is a referral that is made so as to provide complete arm’s
length from government proper investigation of any and all matters related to this issue.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, this goes to a pattern of conduct. This happens time
and time and time again—printing rorts, red shirts, now branch-stacking. Why does this Premier have
such great trouble differentiating between Labor Party money and public money?
The SPEAKER: Order! There is no point of order. The Premier has concluded his answer.
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:29): Will the Premier now commit to
an independent audit of the activities of all Labor ministerial and electorate office staff to ensure the
work they are doing is actually work for the taxpayer and not work for Labor’s factional warlords?
Mr ANDREWS (Mulgrave—Premier) (12:29): I am not sure; the Leader of the Opposition may
not have been listening to my substantive answer. These matters, all of them, have been referred to
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Victoria Police and to the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission. That is a fact. That
is the most appropriate referral, and that is my answer to his question.
Mr M O’Brien: On a point of order, Speaker, the Premier cannot get away with trying to ignore
what the question was. The question relates to the need for an independent audit of all Labor ministerial
and electorate office staff work to make sure that this constant corruption is not being repeated in office
after office after office in this Labor Party.
The SPEAKER: I understand the point of order. The Premier was relevant to the question asked
and has concluded his answer.
MINISTERS STATEMENTS: DISABILITY AND AGED CARE FUNDING
Mr DONNELLAN (Narre Warren North—Minister for Child Protection, Minister for Disability,
Ageing and Carers) (12:30): I want to update the house on the support the government is providing to
the disability and aged-care sector through this COVID-19 pandemic period. Recently I was very
pleased to announce a $50 million boost to maintenance upgrades for disability and aged-care
accommodation. That was part of our nearly $500 million housing package, which included building
168 new social housing units and upgrading 23 000 more houses.
As many people in the house would know, Victoria has the largest public sector aged-care system in
the country, and 80 per cent of aged-care beds in country Victoria we represent. So what we know is
that these were going to be flogged off, but fortunately since we came to government we have invested
over $232 million in a range of initiatives to further develop public sector aged care.
Recently, as I was saying, a $20 million boost was announced to enable 33 metropolitan, regional and
rural aged-care services to undertake upgrades, maintenance and also capital upgrades to improve
them for both the residents and the staff. So if we look from Beechworth, my favourite wine area in
Victoria, to Bundoora, Noble Park to Yarram, San Remo, Maryborough and Heywood—so far and
wide—these 33 facilities represent about 1200 beds, of which more than 250 are dedicated to
supporting the mental health of our elderly community. And as the Premier was intimating before, a
lot of jobs are going to be coming out of this.
But that is separate to the $30 million we announced also to upgrade our 450 disability accommodation
properties across the state, again with 30 per cent of these being in country Victoria. It represents
1800 Victorians who call these 450 properties their homes, and it is only fair that we make sure they
feel at home and that they have the appropriate facilities to be in. So it is accessibility improvements,
bedroom upgrades and a whole lot more. (Time expired)
Constituency questions
ROWVILLE ELECTORATE
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:33): (2597) My question is to the Minister for Education., When will
Carrington Primary School receive funding for much-needed upgrades? Carrington Primary School
has an extremely hardworking staff, and the facility is simply no longer adequate. I received an email
from a concerned parent who has informed me about the disappointing lack of maintenance with
certain parts of the school not being upgraded in over 50 years. This includes both inside and outside
structures. There has even been an incident where a student has tripped over old, worn-out carpet and
broken their arm. This is obviously extremely alarming for the parents as the safety of their children
is being compromised. The other issues pointed out include rusting of outdoor equipment and the
drainage system being so damaged it is unable to drain away even moderate amounts of rain. It is not
fair that schools in my electorate of Rowville are being left behind and neglected by the Andrews
Labor government. Parents, students and staff deserve to feel safe and comfortable at schools,
especially at Carrington Primary School.
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BAYSWATER ELECTORATE
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (12:34): (2598) My constituency question is to the Minister for
Education. I rise to ask the minister for the latest update on the works being undertaken at Boronia
Heights Primary School. Early on last year I stood alongside the education minister to officially open
their brand-new state-of-the-art competition-grade gym, proudly delivered by the Andrews
government—
A member interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: Absolutely. But students, staff and principal Leanne Jennings spoke to me a lot
about how their oval just was not up to scratch. Having visited the school several times and looked at
it for myself I could tell that it was in desperate need of an upgrade there, with puddles of water more
suited to a pool than a football oval. That is exactly why I was stoked to be able to deliver $1.3 million
to fix this problem in last year’s budget and deliver a heap of extra landscaping alongside this too.
Since then work has moved quickly, and I am extremely excited that the kids are going to get their
new oval and open space project soon. I am always proud to be able to deliver for our local schools—
a new building for Bayswater Primary, which has been delivered, new toilets for Marlborough Primary
and Bayswater West Primary, along with other education projects in Bayswater. The list is long and I
am excited to keep adding to it. I appreciate the minister’s consideration of my question and the work
the Andrews government continues to do to deliver for the Education State in Victoria in my electorate
of Bayswater.
OVENS VALLEY ELECTORATE
Mr McCURDY (Ovens Valley) (12:35): (2599) My question is to the Minister for Ambulance
Services in the other place and I ask the minister to assist the Webster family in Wangaratta, who have
been incorrectly billed for an ambulance attendance and pick-up. The ambulance was called to the
Webster home in Wangaratta to take 17-year-old daughter Grace to Northeast Health. The Websters
have ambulance cover and Grace is a dependent. They have since received a substantial bill for the
patient transfer, which the Websters believe should not be payable as Grace is a dependent on their
ambulance subscription. Having made further inquiries, the accounts receivable department of
Ambulance Victoria have reviewed the claim and are still pressing on to collect the money.
I seek your support to personally review this claim, as it seems incomprehensible that a dependent
whose family holds a current Ambulance Victoria subscription is now being asked to pay the transport
cost. If this is enforceable, it begs the question: who is eligible for cover within a family membership,
and will all Victorians be charged for a trip to hospital, even if they are subscribers?
NARRE WARREN SOUTH ELECTORATE
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (12:36): (2600) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Housing regarding the coronavirus housing economic stimulus package. Minister, how will this
housing stimulus package benefit my electorate of Narre Warren South? Social housing investment is
such an important aspect of ensuring the welfare of our communities, especially with COVID-19
causing financial hardships for so many. This $500 million package will provide safe and secure
housing for some of the most vulnerable Victorians while also boosting the local and state economies
as we recover from the coronavirus pandemic together. I would appreciate any information on how
the state government’s package is supporting social housing, investment and jobs in my electorate,
and I look forward to sharing the minister’s response with my community.
CROYDON ELECTORATE
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (12:36): (2601) My constituency question is for the Minister for
Planning, and I acknowledge his presence in the chamber. I ask the minister: when will the minister
announce the government’s intentions for the future use of the former school site at 150 Cambridge
Road, Kilsyth? The Government Land Standing Advisory Committee was due to hand a report to the
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minister in February which was to consider the community’s submissions and to provide
recommendations on the suitability of the proposal. It is now June, and the 6200 constituents in and
around the Croydon electorate who signed a petition regarding keeping this land for public open space
would like to know the outcome.
CARRUM ELECTORATE
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:37): (2602) My question is for the Minister for Equality. Over the
last five years the Andrews Labor government has created a much more inclusive Victoria. This
government has reformed legislation to remove discrimination towards the LGBTIQ community, we
have built the Victorian Pride Centre and we have provided strong support and investment in LGBTIQ
organisations, community events and festivals. Now more than ever we need to support everyone in
Victoria to live a life of equality, free from harm, violence and discrimination. Minister, how can
people in my electorate get involved with, and contribute to, the Victorian government’s first ever
whole-of-government LGBTIQ strategy to shape this state’s equality agenda for years to come?
MELBOURNE ELECTORATE
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (12:38): (2603) My question is for the Minister for Creative
Industries. Melbourne’s live music scene is the envy of the world and it makes our city a great place
to live. In fact Melbourne has more live music venues per capita than any other city in the world—that
was until COVID-19 hit us. Live music was one of the first things to be cancelled because of
COVID—rightly so to protect everyone’s health—but it will probably also be one of the last things to
reopen, and if we do not support venues to survive in the meantime, we are at risk of losing the live
music scene altogether. A Melbourne, I am sure we can agree, without live music would be a very,
very sad thing indeed. So that is why venues across the city, including the John Curtin Hotel in my
electorate, are calling for a $50 million survival package to make sure that live music survives after
the pandemic. If our government can find $44 million for the horseracing industry and funding to keep
pokies venues alive, I am sure that they will be able to support live music. So my question is: Minister,
will you support live music with the $50 million support package that venues are calling for?
YAN YEAN ELECTORATE
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (12:39): (2604) My constituency question is to the Minister for Transport
Infrastructure regarding the upgrade of Yan Yean Road stage 2. I was excited to see the many
innovative community engagement strategies that were utilised in place of the ordinary methods of
doorknocking and drop-in sessions. I am very keen to hear the results surveyed during the COVID-19
lockdown, and can the minister please advise my community on how the Andrews Labor government
undertook community consultation and what steps will be taken next on this important project?
BENAMBRA ELECTORATE
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (12:39): (2605) My constituency question is to the Minister for Roads
and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC in the other place. Why have the Up River and Gooramadda
roads been thrown back into the mix for a Rutherglen bypass? This whole process has been shambolic
from day one. It started out as $4 million to examine the option for the bypass, got hijacked by the
roads authority or council, or perhaps both, to be used as roadworks, all ending up delivering a solution
that would have taken traffic off Main Street and down a residential road past the town’s major sports
ground and a unit block for the elderly. The backlash was furious and understandable; the retreat is
inevitable. Now Regional Roads Victoria has gone weak at the knees and thrown the Up River and
Gooramadda roads back into the mix. This is the same mob that sat at kitchen tables along this route
and told people the road was not wide enough, the bridges were too weak and the pavement
understrength. Now they see their road is back in the mix via a website. Minister, please explain.
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IVANHOE ELECTORATE
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (12:40): (2606) My constituency question is to the Minister for Health,
whom I am fortunate to work closely with as her parliamentary secretary. In particular can I say that
it relates to the community hospital which the member for Eltham is doing a lot of lead work on in our
broader community, outside of our electorates of course but across the Banyule and Nillumbik areas.
Some of the information that I seek from the minister is the start date for construction in relation to the
community hospital commitments that we have made in our broader Nillumbik and Banyule
community. In particular, given the very significant work at Austin Health, at Warringal hospital, at
Mercy Hospital for Women, at the Heidelberg repat and across the Banyule Community Health
service, there have been very significant contributions from our local community and our health
providers. The community hospital in our broader region will continue to add to the stellar health
services in our community, and I look forward to that information from the minister.
Bills
CONSUMER AND OTHER ACTS MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms HENNESSY (Altona—Attorney-General, Minister for Workplace Safety, Minister for the
Coordination of Justice and Community Safety: COVID-19) (12:41): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to make miscellaneous amendments to the Associations Incorporation Reform
Act 2012, the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act 2012, the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998, the Residential Tenancies Act 1997, the Residential Tenancies
Amendment Act 2018, the Rooming House Operators Act 2016, the Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996,
the Victims of Crime Commissioner Act 2015, the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 and
the Working with Children Act 2005, to make statute law revision amendments to consumer acts and for
other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:42): I ask the Attorney-General to give a brief outline of the bill.
Ms HENNESSY: I would be absolutely delighted to give you a brief explanation of the bill because
the bill inevitably covers a number of regulatory areas. First and foremost there are reforms to the
Victims of Crime Assistance Act to deal with some efficiencies and some administrative
arrangements. There are amendments to the Working with Children Act. That will provide greater
information-sharing capacity between the Australian Criminal Intelligence Commission and
participation in the national reference scheme. There are some amendments to clarify arising out of
the Residential Tenancies Act 1997 and the 28 amendments in order to clarify when some of the
COVID changes take effect and the interrelationship between those two bills. Finally the amendments
to the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 go to implementing the government’s election commitment
around policy decisions regarding the Keno Licensing Project. There are many other things of a statute
law revision nature, but that is an oversight of the most substantial policy reforms that are contained
in this bill.
The SPEAKER: I thank the Attorney-General for that explanation. I do not know if it was a brief
explanation but it was very well done.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Mr MERLINO (Monbulk—Minister for Education, Minister for the Coordination of Education
and Training: COVID-19) (12:44): I move:
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That I introduce a bill for an act to amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:44): I ask the Minister for Education to give a brief explanation of the
bill, please.
Mr MERLINO: The bill seeks to amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to clarify
that the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority has a limited power to employ people on a
sessional or casual basis for a fixed period to undertake functions such as exam-marking for senior
secondary school students. The bill also clarifies the definition of ‘early childhood teacher’ in part 2.6
of the act as a consequence of recent amendments to the Children’s Services Act 1996.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
NATIONAL ENERGY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Introduction and first reading
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (12:45): I move:
That I introduce a bill for an act to amend the National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005, the National Gas
(Victoria) Act 2008 and to make related amendments to the Electricity Industry Act 2000 and the Gas
Industry Act 2001 and for other purposes.

Motion agreed to.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (12:46): I ask the minister to provide a brief explanation of the bill.
Ms D’AMBROSIO: The bill will change the regulatory control period in which distribution
network prices are set from a calendar year to a financial year cycle. The bill also validates the
Australian Energy Regulator’s actions under the National Electricity (Victoria) Law, the National
Electricity Rules, the National Gas (Victoria) Law and the National Gas Rules to facilitate change to
the financial calendar.
Read first time.
Ordered to be read second time tomorrow.
Business of the house
NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices given.
The SPEAKER (12:47): Notices of motion 11 to 24 will be removed from the notice paper unless
members wishing their notice to remain advise the Clerk in writing before 2.00 pm today.
Petitions
Following petition presented to house by Clerk:
MELTON CHILDCARE CENTRE
To the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
The Petition of
The Residents of Melton Victoria 3338
Draws to the attention of the House
At the Melton City Council Meeting on the 3 February 2020 a planning application was approved for a
childcare centre at 232 Clarkes Road, Brookfield, Victoria.
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We, the undersigned, do not support the development of a childcare centre at 232 Clarkes Road
Brookfield Victoria for the following reasons:
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Assembly of Victoria
Petition to stop the poorly planned childcare centre Clarkes Rd Brookfield
At the Melton City Council Meeting on the 3 February 2020 a planning application was approved for a
childcare centre at 232 Clarkes Road Brookfield.
We the undersigned do not support the development of a childcare centre at 232 Clarkes Road
Brookfield for the following reasons:
•

Lack of consultation with residents: Council did not undertake consultation with the wider
Brookfield community and did not provide adequate information to surrounding residents.

•

Centre to be built between 2 houses: the childcare centre will be surrounded by houses on all
sides and the outdoor play area will be allocated directly next to a residential property.

•

Insufficient car parking: Melton City Council’s Planning Scheme requires the centre to have
19 car spaces for the 90 childcare places planned for the centre. The planned parking for this
childcare centre is 2 spaces for staff and 17 spaces for the 90 childcare places. This does not meet
the requirements of the planning scheme. Staff carparking and the affect these extra cars will have
on resident parking was not considered in Council’s assessment.

•

Increased traffic congestion: Council has failed to adequately address residents concerns
regarding the increased traffic the centre will generate. Council has not addressed how this
increased traffic will be managed alongside the multi lot subdivisions planned for Clarkes road or
how the extra traffic will affect already congested arterial roads.

•

Lack of planning for childcare by Council: Council has not adequately planned for childcare
facilities in Brookfield and surrounding suburbs. Melton City Council has spent years planning the
nearby Cobblebank but has failed to properly plan for childcare. Due to lack of planning, Council
is now relying on poorly planned facilities run by private companies.

•

Deterioration of quality of life: The planned centre will greatly affect the quality of life of
surrounding residents by increasing noise, affecting the amenity of the area and restricting the way
surrounding residents can spend time in their own backyards.

By Mr McGHIE (Melton) (66 signatures).
Tabled.
Committees
SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 6
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (12:48): I have the honour to present to the house a report from the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, being Alert Digest No. 6 of 2020, on the following bills:
Police and Emergency Legislation Amendment Bill 2020
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020
Wildlife Rescue Victoria Bill 2020

together with appendices.
Ordered to be published.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
Inquiry into Auditor-General’s Report no. 202: Meeting Obligations to Protect Ramsar Wetlands
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (12:48): I have the honour to present to the house a report from the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee on the inquiry into the Auditor-General’s report no. 202,
Meeting Obligations to Protect Ramsar Wetlands 2016, together with an appendix and transcripts of
evidence.
Report and appendix ordered to be published.
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DOCUMENTS
Incorporated list as follows:
DOCUMENTS TABLED UNDER ACTS OF PARLIAMENT—The Clerk tabled the following
documents under Acts of Parliament:
Commissioner for Environmental Sustainability Victoria—Framework for the Victorian State of the
Environment 2023 Report: Science for Sustainable Development
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981—Review of the Medically Supervised Injecting
Room
Financial Management Act 1994:
Report from the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change that she had not received
the reports 2019 of the:
Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board
Mount Buller and Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board
Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board
Southern Alpine Resort Management Board—
together with an explanation for the delay
Report from the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change that she had received the
Report 2016–17 of the Yorta Yorta Traditional Owner Land Management Board
Multicultural Victoria Act 2011—Victorian Government Report in Multicultural Affairs 2018–19
Parliamentary Salaries, Allowances and Superannuation Act 1968—Report 2018–19 under s 7C
Planning and Environment Act 1987—Notices of approval of amendments to the following Planning
Schemes:
Ballarat—C216 Part 1
Darebin—C189
Glen Eira—C206
Greater Bendigo—C239
Greater Dandenong—C213
Greater Shepparton—C212
Kingston—C191
Maribyrnong—C165
Melbourne—C382
Melton—C173
Swan Hill—C76
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency Measures) Act 2020—SR 45
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989—SR 44
Residential Tenancies Act 1997—SR 48
Road Safety Act 1986—SR 46
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994—SR 47
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994:
Documents under s 15 in relation to Statutory Rules 36, 41, 44, 45, 46, 47
Documents under s 16B in relation to:
Fisheries Act 1995—Initial quota order under s 64 for the eastern octopus zone of the Victorian
octopus fishery
Gambling Regulation Act 2003—Ministerial Direction under s 4.8A.2
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Victorian Inspectorate:
Annual Plan 2020–21
Report 1 July to 31 December 2019 under s 30Q of the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.

Bills
ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2020
Council’s agreement
The SPEAKER (12:50): I wish to advise the house that I have received a message from the
Legislative Council agreeing to the Assisted Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill 2020 without
amendment.
GREAT OCEAN ROAD AND ENVIRONS PROTECTION BILL 2019
Council’s amendments
The SPEAKER (12:50): I have also received a message from the Legislative Council agreeing to
the Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection Bill 2019 with amendments.
Ordered that amendments be taken into consideration later this day.
ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE TREATMENT AMENDMENT BILL 2020
CRIMES AMENDMENT (MANSLAUGHTER AND RELATED OFFENCES) BILL 2020
DISABILITY SERVICE SAFEGUARDS AMENDMENT BILL 2020
NORTH EAST LINK BILL 2020
Royal assent
The SPEAKER (12:50): I inform the house that the Governor has given royal assent to the Assisted
Reproductive Treatment Amendment Bill 2020, the Crimes Amendment (Manslaughter and Related
Offences) Bill 2020, the Disability Service Safeguards Amendment Bill 2020 and the North East Link
Bill 2020.
Motions
MEMBER CONDUCT
Mr M O’BRIEN (Malvern—Leader of the Opposition) (12:51): I desire to move, by leave:
That this house, pursuant to section 16 of the Ombudsman Act 1973, refers the following matter to the
Ombudsman for investigation and report:
(1) allegations aired on 60 Minutes and in the Age that the member for Preston, the member for Kororoit
and another minister misused members’ staff and other budget entitlements against the provisions of
relevant statutes, guides and rules of the Parliament of Victoria for internal ALP purposes, including
branch-stacking; and
(2) any other breach of applicable policies, laws or codes in relation to these allegations;
and requires the Clerk to write to the Ombudsman to convey the terms of the resolution.

Leave refused.
Mr Wells: On a point of order, Speaker, there is a bit of noise going on at the moment. I just want
to be very clear that the government has refused leave to allow an allegation of corruption to be referred
to the Ombudsman, as put forward by the Leader of the Opposition. I just wanted to make sure that
that is what the government is now saying, that it will not refer it to the Ombudsman.
The SPEAKER: Order! As I have indicated to the house, leave is refused.
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ELECTORAL MATTERS COMMITTEE
Membership
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for Priority Precincts, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (12:52): I move, by
leave:
That the member for Bulleen be a member of the Electoral Matters Committee.

Motion agreed to.
Business of the house
PROGRAM
Ms ALLAN (Bendigo East—Leader of the House, Minister for Transport Infrastructure, Minister
for Priority Precincts, Minister for the Coordination of Transport: COVID-19) (12:52): I move:
That, under standing order 94(2), the orders of the day, government business, relating to the following bills
be considered and completed by 5.00 pm on Thursday, 18 June 2020:
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020
Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020
Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020.

I am very pleased to present this strong government business program on behalf of the government
for this coming sitting week. Keen observers of the legislative program and the policy agenda of the
Andrews Labor government will note that there are matters to be considered this week that are
important policy matters, including commitments that we have given to the Victorian community,
most notably the ongoing work we are doing to support staff in our health and hospital systems with
the ongoing commitments to deliver improved nurse-to-patient or midwife-to-patient ratios—noting
of course that it was a Labor government that introduced these ratios and continues to inject funds into
our health system to support the employment of those staff.
I note that in relation to the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill, there
has been a request from the opposition for that bill to be taken into consideration in detail. As I have
indicated previously to the house, that will be considered towards the back end of the week, should
there be time available to consider that. I know we have many members who are very keen to speak
on all of these bills, but the drug court bill also continues a strong reform agenda of the Andrews Labor
government, improving access to justice and equality before justice. The Premier touched on some of
these matters in question time today when he was answering the question from the member for
Brunswick about acknowledging that there has been a lot done but there is always more to do,
particularly in those areas of equality for Indigenous Australians.
Also, as has just been indicated to the house, the Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection Bill 2019
has returned from the upper house with amendment, and we indicate to the opposition and members
of the crossbench that we will be considering that as a first item in government business following
members statements today. And I understand that is relatively straightforward. I also note, for
completeness, that the two planning amendments that have been moved by the Minister for Planning
relating to planning amendments to do with the Upper Yarra Valley and Dandenong Ranges Regional
Strategy Plan and the Whittlesea planning scheme, those two matters, will be considered tomorrow as
part of the government’s business program as well.
As I said, we have a very strong program. There is a lot to debate and consider over the course of this
week. Also, I gave members a bit of a preview in my contribution last sitting week of the government’s
intentions with the sitting of the house motion towards the end of this week. I have got the right week
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this week—I will acknowledge that—and will just indicate that I will take this matter up separately
with the Manager of Opposition Business.
However, we may wish to move an open-ended sitting of the house motion given the coronavirus
pandemic. The current sitting schedule has us returning on 4 August, and we may want to deploy some
flexibility as we have done previously when the house came back earlier than had previously been
scheduled for that one sitting day on 23 April. But, as always, I look forward to discussing these
matters with the Manager of Opposition Business as we look forward to the smooth operation of the
house this week. There is a lot to debate and consider, and I look forward to the unanimous support of
this motion from the house.
Mr WELLS (Rowville) (12:56): I speak on the government business program, and this week we
will be debating three bills: the Education and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student
Accommodation) Bill 2020, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters)
Bill 2020, and then what can be debated from Wednesday onwards is the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to
Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020. We will be opposing the government
business program, and there are a number of reasons why we will be opposing the government
business program.
Firstly, as quite rightly the Leader of the House did say, we have contacted her in regard to going into
the consideration-in-detail stage to move amendments in regard to the Drug Court and other matters
bill. Our Shadow Attorney-General has put forward a very strong case and has raised serious concerns
about this bill and wishes to move amendments. Now, I know that the Leader of the House has said
towards the end of this week we will see how we are going time wise. The issue is that we have not
had in this term of Parliament the opportunity once to be able to go into the consideration-in-detail
stage—not once. So when the Leader of the House says, ‘Oh, well, we will look at it towards the end
of the week’—if you only have three bills, surely you can put some time aside to be able to go into the
consideration-in-detail stage. It has not happened this term of Parliament, but let us see how we go. It
is one of the reasons why we are going to be opposing the government business program.
The other issue that we still are very concerned about is there has been no genuine attempt by the
government to replace the sitting dates which have been cancelled due to COVID-19. The Leader of
the House just made mention about the ability to be able to have a flexible return date, but that may
mean coming back earlier or may mean coming back later. The reality is that we still would want a
commitment from the government to make sure that those sitting dates which were cancelled due to
COVID-19 are put in place and that we do come back earlier or go later into the winter break to make
up for those times that are already lost.
The important part of the role of opposition is to hold the executive government to account. And we
have the role—we have that responsibility—to be able to scrutinise the government. The most
effective way of scrutinising the government is for us to be in here in Parliament raising questions
without notice, being able to raise all the other points in debate to make sure that the executive
government is scrutinised. We have sat 16 days this year—16 days this year. It is hard to believe, and
at the end of this week it will be 19. But when you look at it, bushfires at the start of the year—we
cannot forget those country communities—we have had the government expenditure around COVID19 and the scrutiny that needs to go along with that, and then of course on Sunday night, lo and behold,
the 60 Minutes program raised unbelievable concerns about taxpayer-funded staff being used as
nothing more than Labor branch stackers.
Now, we need the sittings of the Parliament to be extended to replace the cancelled sitting dates so
that we can get to the bottom of these corruption allegations. It is okay for the Premier to get up and
to say he has referred matters to the police and matters to IBAC, but quite rightly the leader of
opposition business said, ‘Well, what about all the other ministerial officers—
Ms Allan: No, no. The Leader of the House, not the leader of opposition business. That is your job.
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Mr WELLS: The Leader of the Opposition raised questions.
Ms Allan: ‘Leader of opposition business’ is what you said.
Mr WELLS: The Leader of the Opposition raised genuine questions about all the other ministerial
staffers and electorate office staff. Are they there to represent the minister or the member of Parliament
in regard to the electorate or are they purely there to be paid by the taxpayer to just ensure ultimate
industrial-sized branch-stacking?
They are the reasons why we have to oppose the government business program. Firstly, we need the
right to be able to go into the consideration-in-detail stage on the drug court bill, and secondly, we
need a commitment from the government to make sure those extra sitting days are in place so we as
an opposition can legitimately hold the government to account. We need to be able to properly
scrutinise this government and hold them to account.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (13:01): I rise today in support of this terrific government business
program and to support the points that have been outlined by the Leader of the House. Now, I do want
to go to the points that have been raised by the opposition in relation to consideration in detail. As the
Leader of the House has outlined, this week’s program is one that really speaks to all of the values that
Labor holds very dear. Indeed one of the challenges will be accommodating all of those on this side
of the house who are passionate about speaking on these very important bills and the reforms that this
government is leading.
In particular, when I think about the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Amendment Bill 2020, I for one am very much looking forward to speaking on this bill, and indeed I
enjoyed very much speaking on our first bill to enshrine nurse-to-patient ratios in the last term. I noted
at that time that those on the other side had one speaker on that very important bill—only one speaker.
The fact that those on the other side have no interest in making a contribution on various bills is nothing
to do with those of us on this side of the house.
As the Leader of the House has said, she will have to see how things are going. But I know for sure
that people on this side of the house are very keen to speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020 and on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020—two very important bills. Of course the
education and training reform amendment bill is about child safety, and I would hope that those on the
other side would have some speakers that would be in support of increasing the safety and wellbeing
of children in boarding schools. The justice legislation amendment bill of course seeks to expand the
Drug Court to the jurisdiction of the County Court in order to ensure that we have a suite of options
available for the treatment and rehabilitation of prisoners or of those who have been convicted of
crimes so that we rehabilitate people.
And of course, as I said, there is the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios)
Amendment Bill 2020. This is a signature piece of Labor policy. It is one that puts the safety of patients
at the centre by ensuring that our nurses are best placed to be able to give the excellent care that we
know they provide in our hospitals and healthcare settings across Victoria. Of course it is very fitting
that we do so in a time of pandemic, when our healthcare workers have led the way in their courage and
in their commitment to ensure that we in Victoria have been so far to date so successful at containing
this deadly virus. So I would hope to see that on this matter those on the other side of the chamber would
take the opportunity to get up and applaud our healthcare workers, to applaud nurses, and to say thank
you to them for their work and of course, better than saying thank you, to actually support this bill and
ensure that we enshrine those very important nurse-to-patient ratios.
This is an excellent government business program. It is a terrific one on which to end this very strange
summer–autumn sitting that we have had. I take the opportunity to wish you, Deputy Speaker, and other
members a good winter break. I want to take the opportunity to invite you to spend some time in regional
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Victoria on your winter break. We would love to see you. Come and bring your city dollars with you,
and as restrictions are further eased, we would like to see you. I commend the business program.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (13:06): I stand to speak again on the government business
program, and I think we can all say we have seen this movie before—and that might apply to a few
things that we will talk about this week. It certainly applies to the notion from the Leader of the House
that our request for going into consideration in detail on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug
Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020 will be considered. Yes, we have seen that movie before. We have
seen the government tell us regularly that they will consider it. How many times, Manager of
Opposition Business, has it actually been offered to us?
Mr Wells: That’s a zero.
Mr D O’BRIEN: Zero—big fat doughnuts. We have never actually had the chance in this
Parliament to go into consideration in detail on a bill that the opposition would like to consider in
detail. I note the reason why is that the Leader of the House says there are a lot of members who want
to speak on bills. Well, that is right; we often see a lot of members on the other side speak on bills. I
take up what the member for Macedon talked about. I cannot even remember which bill it was, but
she said there was only one speaker on this side about a particular piece of legislation. I would wager
that that one speaker gave a better speech on the legislation than the 20 or 30 dittos that we get from
the government members who get up and give the exact same speech. They get up and talk about their
history, and there is obviously a line in the government’s speech notes that says, ‘Insert your union
here so you can talk about your particular background’. And yet there is not time for us to actually go
into detail when the opposition wants to do so. We have seen before that that is what they want to do.
I might suggest, though, to the house that perhaps this week there might be a few less government
members wanting to speak on bills, because there are probably a few of them running around on the
phones and into different offices at the moment, all looking for jobs, because there are a couple of jobs
available now. I am sure the member for Macedon would be one of them. She would be looking to
see whether she can get a job.
A member interjected.
Mr D O’BRIEN: But the right has gone. We don’t know who is going to replace them.
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I appreciate the member for Gippsland South uses
these opportunities to audition to his colleagues as to the opportunities they are missing from his
glorious contributions in the house. I put it to you, Deputy Speaker, that the matters the member for
Gippsland South is canvassing are outside of the scope of the government business program, even
with the latitude that was given to the Manager of Opposition Business. The occupations of members
of Parliament or their staff are not a matter of the government business program.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I uphold that point of order, and I do ask the member for
Gippsland South to speak on the government business program.
Mr D O’BRIEN: Well, I do come back to the government business program and the reasons that
the opposition is opposing the government business program, and that is the lack of a government
business program that we had in, as the member for Macedon described it, a very different and
interesting autumn session, where we lost two weeks—14 days, I think—overall.
Members interjecting.
Mr D O’BRIEN: Sixteen for the year. Well, we have lost days.
Ms Allan: Three, because of the coronavirus pandemic.
Mr D O’BRIEN: Oh, okay. We lost them because of the pandemic. We have been very cooperative
on this side in dealing with that, but in the spirit of cooperation we offer the opportunity to the Leader
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of the House to come back in July. None of us can go on an overseas trip this year, ministers in
particular, so we are very happy to be here in July. As the Manager of Opposition Business said, there
is a very good reason that this Parliament should be sitting, because at no time has it been more
important for the government of the day to be held to scrutiny. From what we saw on 60 Minutes on
Sunday night, from what we have seen in the Age in the last day or two, this government needs more
scrutiny—it needs this Parliament sitting more often. We have seen three ministers go in 24 hours—
two of whom were given the Premier’s confidence only 24 hours ago, and they did not even last another
24 hours. We have had the red shirts rort. We have had the former Speaker and the former Deputy
Speaker go under rorts. We have had the former Deputy President go under rorts, linked to a printing
rort that was a cash-for-stacks issue. And we have had, of course, the Patch and Ted—
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I renew my previous point of order. I know the
member for Gippsland South has been practising this contribution all night. It is not relevant to the
debate.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member’s time has expired.
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:11): I am very pleased to make a contribution on the government
business program. Of course it is a great disappointment but no great surprise that the member for
Gippsland South seems to have lost count of the number of days the Parliament has sat and how many
days that he has actually been here since the last election. I am certainly happy to remind him that it
will be 19 days that those opposite have been sitting on the opposition benches through the Parliament
this year.
I would implore those opposite to give some consideration to raising more than just their finger at
nurses when they have the opportunity to cast a vote in support of our bill, the Safe Patient Care (Nurse
to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020. Particularly in relation to those
opposite, when they have had the opportunity to express their support for nurses the best they could
do, through Marshall Baillieu, was raise a finger at our nurses. That is the best evidence we have seen
of what those opposite think of nurses in our state.
Can I say as a member of Parliament who represents the Austin Hospital—a hospital that those
opposite tried to privatise, tried to sell—the last time a Liberal member represented the people of
Ivanhoe we threw him out the door, and their plans to sell off and privatise our Austin Hospital. It took
a Labor government to build two hospitals on one site, the Austin and Mercy hospitals in Heidelberg,
and we have seen the very significant number of nurses that work at those locations, let alone those
who also provide great service at the Warringal Private Hospital across the road, down at the repat
campus looking out for our veterans, and those of course in our allied and community health services,
such as Banyule Community Health.
I know in relation to the government business program and in relation to the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to
Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020 it is a very significant issue for many, many
thousands of healthcare workers in my electorate, particularly those nurses who provided great services
right throughout the COVID-19 pandemic and continue to do so, putting themselves at the forefront of
the community, at the forefront of risk to themselves—a calculated risk because of the commitment they
are prepared to make to their fellow Victorians. I have stood with them many times in our community
across the Austin and Mercy hospitals, and with the support that they provide to the community and the
great regard we have for them, I look forward to debating and holding to account those opposite to
demonstrate their support and commitment to our nursing workforce right across the state.
Can I say also that I am pleased to see the amended Great Ocean Road and Environs Protection
Bill 2019 returning to the house for consideration of those amendments. Having previously worked
and lived down in Geelong, a very significant economic driver of activity is the Great Ocean Road.
There is a hotchpotch of management and lack of accountability with regard to the greatest iconic
asset, frankly, in our state and within our country. It needs much better oversight, much better

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Tuesday, 16 June 2020

Legislative Assembly

1675

governance and much better direction and leadership to manage the rights and responsibilities and the
aspirations of those that live and make a living and provide employment opportunities across the Great
Ocean Road. But it belongs to all Victorians, to all Australians, and we have an obligation—to the
marine parks, down to Apollo Bay, right through the tourism services that support growing regional
communities and also the work that that provides and the opportunities and responsibilities right across
the Geelong region—to make sure that the consideration of those amendments from the upper house
is given its due weight and also to get on with the task of providing new and more informed and, I
think, more direct leadership and custodianship in future of the Great Ocean Road here in Victoria.
Can I say also that we are going to have the opportunity to speak to the regulation of student
accommodation in the Education and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student
Accommodation) Bill 2020. In broad terms, though, we know in relation to student accommodation
that it is a reflection on those overseas and international students who have been really left for dead by
the Morrison’s government lack of support and contributions to support their efforts to maintain their
studies here in Australia and in Victoria and also to be able to access appropriate services when
employment has been denied to them, given the pandemic in particular. For La Trobe University, who
have provided great leadership in my community and support of not only international students but all
students and staff to try and work their way through those challenges, I think there is an opportunity
to explore some of those matters in relation to the education and training reform amendment bill.
I certainly commend the government’s business program. I know that we will lead very strongly on
what continues to be delivering for the people of Victoria.
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (13:16): I rise to speak on the government business program, which, as the
Manager of Opposition Business has indicated, the Liberal-Nationals will be opposing.
I note that the member for Ivanhoe joined the debate. No doubt he did so after realising that the member
for Essendon has spoken on this debate 74 times since he got to this place but has decided obviously
this week that it is now beneath him. The call-up has come and so now we are speaking on the
government business program he is not to be found. Of course he finally got the announcement that
he was making it to the—
Ms Allan: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I think it is patently obvious that the member for
Ripon has so little to contribute on the government business program that she has to stray far and wide
from the actual substance of the government business program, even given some of the latitude that
has been granted to previous speakers. I do recall last sitting week the member for Ripon had so little
of substance to say on the government business program that she had to stray from the subject matter.
If the member for Ripon does not have something that is relevant to the matter before the house, I
would suggest she sit down.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I think we are all missing the member for Essendon’s
contribution on the government business program. I do ask the member for Ripon to return to the
government business program.
Ms STALEY: Thank you. One of the bills on the government business program this week is in
fact the Safe Patient Care (Nurse to Patient and Midwife to Patient Ratios) Amendment Bill 2020, and
of course the reason we have this bill coming before us this sitting week is the government got it wrong
last time and now has to clean up its mess.
Interestingly, though, the last time the government brought a health bill to this place, which was in
March, I happened to speak on that bill and so did the member for Essendon. At that point he was very
keen in the government business program for that week during debate on a health bill, and of course
we have a health bill this time, to make sure that he could put on the record his admiration for the way
that the Chinese government had handled the coronavirus outbreak. That was no doubt why after he
had been in fact to visit China in November 2019—
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Ms Allan: On a point of order, Deputy Speaker, I am sure the member for Essendon will be mightily
flattered by the close watch that the member for Ripon is keeping on him and his contributions and her
near-obsession with the member for Essendon. I am sure he will be mightily flattered by her observation
of him, the number of times he has contributed to the house on this program and his contributions.
However, it is not relevant to the motion before the house. If she does not have something that is relevant
to the government business program motion, I would ask you to sit her down.
Mr Wells: On the point of order, Deputy Speaker, I was listening very intently to the member for
Ripon. She was talking about COVID-19. I would have thought that the nurse-to-patient ratios were
absolutely and directly relevant to what the member for Ripon was talking about.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I do ask the member to refer to the government business program. She
had strayed somewhat.
Ms STALEY: Thank you, Deputy Speaker. Returning in fact to the safe patient care bill, it is an
amendment bill because they got it wrong the first time. I have been advised by the member for SouthWest Coast, who will lead the debate from the Liberal-Nationals side, that there is a further error in
the 13-page bill. This is a government that is bringing bills to this place that are not ready. They are
too busy with their internal branch-stacking and other internal illegal activities to actually look at the
legislation they are putting forward in this government business program. The bill is only 13 pages,
and we all know that by the time you get through the preamble and you get through the other things
there are not a lot of other clauses there. So to get at least one of them wrong shows deep, deep
incompetence. They are bringing this bill forward in this government business program because they
do not care. They are arrogant and absolutely without care for the people of Victoria or the legislation
they are putting forward.
House divided on motion:

Ayes, 16
Addison, Ms
Allan, Ms
Bull, Mr J
Carbines, Mr
Crugnale, Ms
Edbrooke, Mr

Fowles, Mr
Fregon, Mr
Green, Ms
Halfpenny, Ms
Hall, Ms

Halse, Mr
Kennedy, Mr
Kilkenny, Ms
Thomas, Ms
Ward, Ms

Noes, 11
Angus, Mr
Morris, Mr
Northe, Mr
O’Brien, Mr D

Sandell, Ms
Sheed, Ms
Southwick, Mr
Tilley, Mr

Vallence, Ms
Walsh, Mr
Wells, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Members statements
NIDDRIE ELECTORATE
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (13:27): I rise to pay tribute to the people of the Niddrie
electorate and to recognise and thank them for their incredible resilience and compassion in the face
of hardship through the coronavirus that has been brought to our doorsteps. I want to begin by
acknowledging Helping Hands Mission in Airport West, particularly their community pantry that
helps some of the most vulnerable members of the community, and also congratulate and thank
Moonee Valley City Council for their $20 000 investment in this wonderful and important facility.
We know investing in community, stimulating the economy and growing jobs are so important during
the pandemic. That is why I am very proud that we are continuing to build the Education State in the
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Niddrie electorate, beginning most recently with more than $9 million invested in Avondale Primary
School. I want to put on record my deep appreciation to the outgoing principal, Paul Mulroyan, for his
advocacy, along with the school council.
Can I also say to see the Western Autistic School and Rosehill Secondary College taking shape is so
important in our local community. These are wonderful schools. I am particularly proud of the Western
Autistic School in Garnet Street in Niddrie. More than $7 million is going towards this redevelopment
that will provide students with special needs the care and support they need. And just today principal
Arthur Soumalias from Rosehill Secondary sent me a video on the redevelopment of Rosehill
Secondary College, and I am very proud to see that school coming along in leaps and bounds.
I also spoke and met with the mayor of Moonee Valley last Friday and saw the 50-metre pool being
redeveloped as part of our state-of-the-art leisure centre in East Keilor, which is very important—a
regional facility, world’s best. Finally, Women’s Health West: we know domestic violence is a big
issue at the moment through the pandemic, so the $3 million to Women’s Health West is so critically
important.
EYRE STREET, ECHUCA, SCHOOL CROSSING
Mr WALSH (Murray Plains) (13:29): Student safety is being put at risk by the closure of the Eyre
Street school crossing in Echuca’s east. The decision is based on outdated data from July 2018, and a
recent count by school staff shows the crossing actually does meet the criteria to be kept open. The
crossing must be kept open for the safety of those students, and it would be a totally irresponsible
decision if it was closed.
RURAL VICTORIA GOVERNMENT SERVICES
Mr WALSH: Older Victorians are being constantly disadvantaged by the closure of government
agency offices and the move to online-only renewal of licences and registrations and the paying of
government charges. There needs to be a service in country towns so people can actually go to a
counter, they can actually talk to a person to carry out the transactions rather than relying on other
people to use a computer terminal to do their transactions with the government. It is critical that the
Andrews government retain services in country towns, and where those services are being taken away,
they return those services to country towns so particularly the older people in the community,
particularly those people who do not have internet access or have very poor internet speed, can carry
out the transactions they need to with the Victorian government. I would urge the Andrews
government to please make sure there are face-to-face counter services in country towns so that people
can actually carry out those transactions.
RAIL FREIGHT SERVICES
Ms HORNE (Williamstown—Minister for Ports and Freight, Minister for Public Transport)
(13:30): I rise to update the house on the Andrews government’s commitment to get more freight onto
trains and off local roads, particularly in my local electorate in Melbourne’s inner west. We are
investing in the port rail shuttle network that will link the planned $125 million on-dock rail to the port
of Melbourne, improving rail connections and shifting containers from road to rail.
We are getting on with the new intermodal terminals at Beveridge and Truganina and protecting land
around the terminals for related businesses. We are safeguarding the use of the old Melbourne Market
site for ports and freight use such as marshalling truck and container stacks, staging and storage, and
relieving pressure to undertake these activities in Brooklyn and Tottenham.
Our recent $4 million boost for the mode shift incentive scheme, extending it until 30 June 2021,
builds on a more than $20 million investment in the scheme over the past five years, which has
removed the equivalent of 28 000 truck trips off Victorian roads each year.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
1678

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 16 June 2020

The inner west of Melbourne continues to play an essential role in the operation of the port as the
home to a considerable number of container logistics businesses, and we are tackling the tough issues
of balancing the needs of the people living there while protecting our existing and future freight
corridors that connect the port of Melbourne with industry and are of critical importance to Victoria’s
economy.
PORTLAND ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (13:32): Last week the Shadow Minister for Energy and
Renewables, the member for Warrandyte, joined me in Portland where we met with the local
management of the Alcoa aluminium smelter to hear an update on the situation that vital employer has
in Portland and in Victorian manufacturing. We were both so pleased to hear a positive story of a
hardworking and dedicated workforce who are doing everything in their power to find better and more
efficient ways of doing their work. The entire team are dedicated to that smelter. They are constantly
innovating the way they work because they know the smelter is vital not only to Portland and the
south-west but to the whole of the state of Victoria.
The smelter plays a vital role in stabilising the energy grid. Its switching yard ensures that energy
generated from renewables can be fed back into the grid. When there is high demand the smelter can
power down to keep the lights on. It is also doing its bit for sustainability. While renewables are not
enough to power the smelter alone, last year 19 per cent of the smelter’s energy came from renewable
sources, up from 1 per cent in 2015.
The cost of energy will be the sticking point for the smelter’s future, but because of the policies of this
government, energy prices in Victoria are through the roof. It is hurting manufacturing businesses
which are vital to this state and must be supported. The Premier cannot afford for Portland Aluminium
to close, but Portland Aluminium cannot afford the high cost of power that the Premier’s reckless
energy policies have created. The team at the smelter are doing their bit; it is time the Premier joined
them in their fight for these jobs.
MORDIALLOC ELECTORATE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (13:33): It was great to join the Premier recently for a tour of
Mentone rail station and the amazing trenching work that has occurred. It has been an outstanding
project. Some 1700 workers are working around the clock to make sure that our community is
transformed for the better. A really great milestone recently was that for 139 years we have put up
with the level crossings at Cheltenham at Charman Road and at Park Road, and I know the member
for Sandringham will greatly welcome the work of the government in removing these level crossings
for good. Of course the coalition had a policy to put this back to 2023. That was a policy that saw these
level crossings pushed off into the never-never. The ‘Get back in control’ document listed those level
crossings beyond the forward estimates, but it is a Labor government that is delivering these projects,
creating jobs and creating construction workers’ opportunities. But it does not end there.
Just last week we got out there; we got on the Mordialloc freeway. What an incredible project this is:
400 construction workers have done 400 000 hours. It has been an outstanding project. This was on
the Navman, it was in the Melway and now it is on the iPhone, but we are delivering this project and
it is transforming our local community. Some 400 jobs is an extraordinary thing, and construction is
going to lead the charge back into the future as well. I know the member for Keysborough knows that
project very well as well. So that will be completed in 2021. There is a lot going on in the Mordialloc
electorate and the Sandringham electorate.
GEMBROOK ELECTORATE BUSINESSES
Mr BATTIN (Gembrook) (13:35): I rise to speak about, obviously, the electorate of Gembrook,
where we have had job losses, we have businesses that are struggling and we have got businesses that
are contacting us continually about some of the effects and impacts of the COVID virus, and they are
starting to create many concerns. The biggest issue they have been emailing me about this week is that
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they have got a government that does not care—a government that is more interested in its own antics,
in branch-stacking and in getting funds through. We saw video this week on 60 Minutes of people
within the Labor Party handing cash across to go and do branch-stacking and taking care of themselves
first. Well, when you walk around the Gembrook electorate, you see businesses that are struggling—
and I notice the member for Macedon has gone quiet now. People in my electorate are struggling to
get people into their restaurants and cannot have a cafe open. Because of the restrictions that have been
put in place, businesses are now saying they will not survive what they are going through. Pubs are
coming out and saying the one person per 4 square metres rule will effectively write off pubs around
Victoria and create issues. They are frustrated, they are annoyed and they are now at the stage where
they are getting angry—and if you thought they were getting angry about that, they are now getting
angry at everything they are seeing in the papers about what a disgrace this Labor Party are, who are
more worried about themselves than worried about putting food on the tables of everyday Victorians.
These people have worked hard to get their businesses going. What they do not want to see is a
government more interested in themselves than in delivering for all Victorians.
FIRST PEOPLES’ ASSEMBLY OF VICTORIA
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (13:36): Over the course of the last two weeks a significant number of
my constituents have been in contact with me regarding the Black Lives Matter movement and the
historic wrongs that have been committed to First Peoples and people of colour in Victoria, elsewhere
in Australia and indeed right across the world. The Victorian government is proud to be leading the
nation in entering a treaty process to begin reconciliation and to help heal the wounds of the past.
Whilst we cannot change our history, we have the responsibility to do better for our First Nations
peoples. Treaty is an important symbolic step with practical ramifications. It is also important to
address the daily needs of this cohort, such as through increased funding for social housing for
Indigenous Victorians, including the recently announced 12 new homes and $35 million in upgrades
and repairs to existing housing.
The Premier in question time today addressed the issue of the over-representation of Indigenous
Victorians in custody as well as in a number of other disadvantaged cohorts. It underscores why it is
so important that this week the First Peoples’ Assembly of Victoria will be hosting a live-streamed
meeting to continue community discussions on our nation’s first treaty. Representatives from the area
that includes Burwood include Alister Thorpe; Carolyn Briggs, AM; Esmerelda Bamblett; Trevor
Gallagher; Tracey Evans; Rueben Berg; Ngarra Murray; Muriel Bamblett; and Matthew Burns. I wish
all of them the very best in their deliberations.
The First Peoples’ Assembly is about empowering our Aboriginal communities and ensuring they
have a strong representative voice, and I am proud to be part of the only government in Australia
taking these important steps.
ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER INCARCERATION
Ms SANDELL (Melbourne) (13:38): Over the past month the Black Lives Matter movement has
taken hold across the world, and not just in America; it is forcing us to look at our own racism right
here in our own backyard. The reality is that in Australia Aboriginal people are more likely to end up
in prison and more likely to die in custody. It is unacceptable, and it needs to change.
Right here in Victoria the number of Aboriginal people in jail has increased 70 per cent since the
Andrews government came to power, and right now there are more Aboriginal people in Victorian
jails than at any other time in our history. It is a disgrace, but it does not happen by accident; it happens
because of the so-called ‘tough on crime’ policies that this government has introduced. For example,
we have Aboriginal people sitting in our jails for relatively minor offences like unpaid fines or
shoplifting, waiting for a court date, but they are not allowed out on bail because the Andrews
government tightened the bail laws. Being in custody or jail puts people at risk.
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Veronica Walker, Raymond Thomas, Tanya Day, GLW and an unnamed man: these are the First
Nations people who have died in custody on this government’s watch—on our watch. Aboriginal
communities are calling for change, so let us listen, but then let us act. Let us start with changing unfair
laws that are keeping people in jail, such as changing unfair bail laws and ending the crime of public
drunkenness, actually implementing the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal
Deaths in Custody and raising the age of criminal responsibility from 10 to 14. We can act, and we
can change these things, so let us do it now.
BAYSWATER ELECTORATE
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (13:39): In the Bayswater electorate we are continuing to deliver over
$200 million into key local projects. I said when I was first elected that I would work hard each and every
single day for the Bayswater community, and that is exactly what I have done, because they deserve
nothing less. I have enjoyed getting out there, listening to locals, working with them. At the moment I
am very proud today to talk about some of the projects that are very close to being finalised or are being
delivered, whether it is the Reimagining Blind Creek project and $2.6 million giving the waterways back
to our community, a brand-new building for Bayswater Primary School, the new HE Parker pavilion
redevelopment and $75 000 from the Andrews government to fit it out so the clubs there get some
fantastic rooms to use for many years to come, The Basin Primary School and the huge upgrade and
works there—it is really exciting and the kids, I know, are looking forward to getting out onto their brandnew oval—or the $5.5 million of works that are finished on the positive education centre at Heathmont
College as well as their under-construction, state-of-the-art, competition-grade gym.
The Canterbury-Bedford roads intersection—there are works underway there. There is the road
maintenance blitz on roads like Scoresby Road and Mountain Highway, as well as the Colchester
Reserve building upgrade for the Eastern Raptors. There is so much more to do and so much more
work to get done. Whether it is health care, whether it is jobs, whether it is roads and rail, it will all
happen, and I will keep delivering for the community.
Very quickly I would just like to thank a few community organisations who have done a great job over
the past few weeks: Knox Infolink, CHAMPION, Glen Park Community Centre, the Eastern
Community Legal Centre, Foothills Community Care, Shree Swaminarayan Temple, Pinchapoo, local
emergency services workers and all essential workers in the electorate. Thank you so much. You do
us all extremely proud.
COVID-19
Mr HODGETT (Croydon) (13:41): I rise today to speak on behalf of Mary-Anne Lowe and the
entire Victorian wedding industry, who are trying to function and keep their businesses afloat during
the coronavirus restrictions. The wedding industry contributes over $1 billion to the Victorian
economy, with many suppliers and businesses contributing to and relying on the wedding industry.
Mary-Anne operates Bramleigh Estate and has lost over a million dollars in wedding business, with
many couples having to cancel their weddings and receptions due to the current restrictions, and
Bramleigh Estate is only one of many affected wedding reception venues.
The wedding industry is seeking direction and a clear time line of when they may be able to cater for
larger wedding numbers so that they can prepare and plan. The Premier says that in recent weeks he
has laid out a plan for the gradual easing of restrictions. He says that because of the progress we have
made as a state we are able to bring forward a number of other changes too, but who is looking out for
the wedding industry?
From 11.59 pm on 21 June libraries, community centres and halls will be able to open to 50 people.
Religious ceremonies can also increase to 50. However, weddings are restricted to 20. Why? From
next Monday pubs and clubs will be able to host up to 50 seated patrons, but wedding reception venues
remain restricted to 20. Why? The industry wants to adhere to the health and safety requirements.
However, they are in desperate need of a clear plan to help guide the industry forward.
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What is the time frame for guest numbers to be increased? Many other states will be unrestricted,
based on current numbers, from July, yet we are still restricted to 20 with no forecast or time frame
for review. Will dancing be allowed? Will wedding cakes be allowed? Restaurants, casinos, brothels
and ski lodges all have a plan, but the wedding industry is being left behind. I call on the government
to provide a clear path forward for the wedding industry.
COVID-19
Ms COUZENS (Geelong) (13:42): It was great to have the Treasurer on a webinar with the
Geelong Chamber of Commerce in Geelong last week. I am pleased that the Andrews government
has provided Geelong businesses with millions of dollars in payroll tax refunds and helped thousands
more local businesses survive the coronavirus pandemic. New data shows Geelong and the Surf Coast
have benefited heavily from the government’s $1.7 billion economic survival package, which includes
a one-off $10 000 Business Support Fund grant for hard-hit businesses and full payroll tax refunds for
eligible employees.
The $1.7 billion package was rolled out to help businesses survive the economic impacts of coronavirus
and the restrictions necessary to slow the spread of the virus and save lives. In Geelong 438 businesses
have received full payroll tax refunds for the 2019–20 financial year, totalling $7.4 million. A further
1616 businesses have received $10 000 grants as part of the Business Support Fund.
The government recently unveiled its $2.7 billion economic stimulus package building works to get
shovels in the ground and Victorians back into jobs by kickstarting thousands of projects across the
state. In Geelong it includes $10.5 million for security and safety upgrades at Kardinia Park and
$9.6 million to revitalise the Portarlington pier. Schools in Geelong to benefit from the funding include
Newcomb Park Primary— (Time expired)
KEN CONNLEY
Mr TILLEY (Benambra) (13:44): The name Ken Connley is synonymous with the High Country.
Sadly last Wednesday the mountain man passed away peacefully with his family by his side at the
family property, Rosevale. Ken was a master horseman. On a horse or in the bush he was without peer,
but his contribution to the High Country over the past 74 years was just as profound. He was always
willing to share his High Country with those who were willing to have a go, but they had to share his
love of the country.
He was introduced into the Hollywood Stuntmen Hall of Fame after appearing in movies such as The
Man from Snowy River, one and two, Quigley Down Under, The Lighthorsemen and Red Hill.
Australian folklore loves a legend, a rogue, a character. Ken met all the requirements, and can I say he
did not die wondering. He was a passionate advocate for the protection and the use of the High Country
and committed to the proper management of the brumby. When the mountain men were able to catch,
run and cull, we did not have a brumby problem. We had a tradition and a link to our past.
Ken leaves behind wife, Joan; daughters Angela, Tarina and Sharlee; and son, Christopher. Long live
the mountain man—a horseman, a bushman, a legend and, to so many, a mate. Vale, Ken Connley.
COVID-19
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (13:45): The coronavirus pandemic has challenged us all—
everyday life has changed, not one person has been left unaffected. This has been an incredible
challenge for our community, and I could not be prouder of the way my community of Narre Warren
South has come together. Most of us have done the right thing, following the advice of the chief health
officer in stopping the spread of COVID-19. Following the expert health advice has been at the core
of Victoria’s response, with the quarantining of international travellers, staged restrictions, contact
tracing and extensive testing. If Victoria were a nation, we would be the third-highest testing
jurisdiction per capita in the world. The hard work of our health agencies and essential workers to
prepare for this pandemic and their professional response has been extraordinary.
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Victoria now has options, the result of everyone playing their part. We have started easing restrictions,
and I know many in my electorate are reuniting with friends and family, attending schools and
supporting our local businesses again. I cannot thank the people of Narre Warren South enough for
their understanding through these frustrating and fearsome times. They have shown their resilience,
their compassion and strength as they have adapted to a very different landscape. They have also
flattened the curve, with our local area only having a few active cases as of this day. My office and I
have also had over 2500 actual phone conversations with vulnerable members in our community and
continue to assist constituents remotely from home. I take this opportunity to thank my staff—Myles,
Chalo, Laura, Tamim and Declan—for their continued hard work throughout this time.
MENTONE GIRLS SECONDARY COLLEGE
Mr ROWSWELL (Sandringham) (13:47): Mentone Girls Secondary College needs state
government funding to develop a school master plan. They have been asking for this funding for
several years now, and I have personally backed their funding request in that time. Every school day
Mentone Girls Secondary College provides young women the opportunity to learn and to grow. There
is a place and an opportunity for everyone as they develop the next generation of female leaders for
our community. The Andrews Labor government talks about supporting the development of female
leaders. Well, now is the right time to put taxpayers money where their mouth is and back Mentone
Girls with master plan funding.
QUEEN’S BIRTHDAY HONOURS
Mr ROWSWELL: Last Monday four local residents were recognised in the 2020 Queen’s
Birthday honours list: Mr Colin Anderson, OAM, Mr Sarki Canella, OAM, Mr Graham Ludecke,
OAM, and Dr Heather Simmons, OAM. I want to acknowledge two of these recipients.
Col Anderson, supported by his wife, Sue, has served the Cheltenham sporting community for more
than three decades as a coach, committee member, president and club manager. He currently serves
as secretary of the Cheltenham Football Netball Club.
Graham Ludecke, supported by his wife, Pam, has served the Sandringham community for over five
decades in roles including chair of the Sandringham community bank branch and involvement in a
number of sporting clubs, including the Black Rock Sports Auxiliary, who make ongoing and sizeable
donations to the great Sandringham Hospital. Our community has been deeply enriched by the
contribution of these recipients, and I congratulate every one of them.
HOMELESSNESS
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (13:48): Right now in the district of Ringwood it is estimated that
233 people are homeless. They are sleeping rough, they are couch surfing, they are in crisis
accommodation, they are in boarding homes and they are in severely crowded dwellings. They are so
often caught in a cycle of poverty and disadvantage, so often the victims of family violence, of
unemployment and of health and mental health issues. And all of these people are deserving of a place
to call home.
Recently the Victorian government announced $500 million to refurbish 23 000 social housing
dwellings and to build 168 more, and this is on top of earlier commitments. It is a great start, and I
commend the Minister for Housing, but we can do much more. In Victoria we need to build thousands
of public and community housing dwellings each year just to meet demand, and the very best way to
do this is for our state government and the federal government to significantly increase investment in
this area. I use the term ‘investment’ because building homes for those who need them, for the most
vulnerable, is not just good social policy, it is good economic policy, particularly as we look towards
a post-COVID world. There is no better time than now to put more Victorians into the houses they
need for a life of dignity. I look forward to working with the minister on this important issue.
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QUEEN’S BIRTHDAY HONOURS
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (13:50): While the Queen’s Birthday honours have attracted some
controversy across the state, I am glad to say not up my way, where I was delighted to learn that eight
extraordinary people in the Macedon electorate had been awarded Queen’s Birthday honours:
Gisborne’s Julien O’Connell, AO, AM, for distinguished service to community health in the aged care
sector and to higher education; Jay Bonnington, AO, also from Gisborne, for significant service to the
community through support for charitable organisations and business; Malmsbury’s David Kram,
AM, for significant service to the performing arts, to opera and chamber choirs, and education;
Dr Susan Mayes, AM, from Riddells Creek, for significant service to physiotherapy, particularly to
professional ballet dancers; Dr Robert John Bartlett, AM, of Daylesford, for significant service to
orthopaedic medicine and national and international medical associations; Fryerstown’s Julie
Millowick, OAM, for her service to the visual arts, particularly photography; Scott Pape, otherwise
known as the Barefoot Investor, OAM, for service to the community and financial education; and Ron
Alexander, OAM, of Mount Macedon for his service to local government and to the community of
Greater Bendigo. Congratulations to you all. Thank you for your tireless work for our community in
Macedon and across Victoria.
STEPHEN BROCKMAN
Ms THOMAS: I also wish to take this opportunity to acknowledge the life of Stephen Brockman.
His love of music defined so much of his life. Stephen was a successful orchestral musician and
conductor. Vale, Stephen Brockman.
JOAN FENNELLY
Mr STAIKOS (Bentleigh) (13:51): I rise to pay tribute to the late Joan Fennelly, who passed away
earlier this year just shy of her 98th birthday. When I met Joan 15 years ago she was Joan Hill, the
secretary of the DJ Coakley East Bentleigh Senior Citizens Club, which was a role she held for many
years. It was very soon after my election to Glen Eira council that I received a letter, written in Joan’s
beautiful cursive writing, inviting me to visit the club. Joan was one of the first people I met as a 19year-old local councillor, and it is fair to say that I found this new role rather daunting. But Joan gave
me a very valuable piece of advice. She instilled in me just how important it is to help prevent
vulnerable people, whether that is older people or people with disability, from becoming socially
isolated. That is exactly why Joan was the secretary of her club. She would always say, ‘Life shouldn’t
stop when you retire’, and she would also say, ‘Keep kicking goals’. Joan was someone I met at the
beginning of my political career, and her example has certainly shaped me as a representative of the
Bentleigh community.
They say most people are lucky to have one great love in their lifetime, but Joan had two. Seven years
ago I was delighted to attend Joan’s wedding at St Peter’s church to long-time friend and club member
Tom Fennelly. I send my condolences to Tom as well as to Joan’s children, Michael, Tricia, Wendy,
Peter and Margaret. Vale, Joan.
COMMUNITY SPORT
Ms ADDISON (Wendouree) (13:53): Like many people, I love community sport. I know how
important it is for building safer, stronger and healthy communities. Local clubs, leagues and
associations have been hit hard by the coronavirus restrictions, and that is why the Andrews Labor
government has established the Community Sports Sector Short-term Survival Package. The
$1000 grants will make it that little bit easier for clubs to start to train again and head back to courts,
ovals, pitches, greens, tracks and fields across Victoria. I am pleased that the following clubs in the
electorate of Wendouree have been successful in securing $1000 grants: the Ballarat Bowling Club,
the Ballarat City Football Club , the Ballarat football club, the Ballarat Greyhound Racing Club,
Ballarat Gymsports, Ballarat North Bowling Club, Ballarat Pony Club, Ballarat/Redan Cricket Club,
Ballarat Royals Baseball Club, Ballarat Women’s Cricket Club, Brown Hill Cricket Club, City Oval
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Bowling Club, Drummo Dragons Basketball Club, Forest Rangers soccer club, Midlands Golf Club,
North Ballarat Football Club and Sports Club, Victoria Bowling Club, Western Croquet Club,
Webbcona Bowls Club, Wendouree Cricket Club and Wendouree Ballarat Rowing Club. Further
announcements are still to be made, and I look forward to informing the successful clubs. Sports club
are the hub of community life, and that is why I am so looking forward to the resumption of training
and competition over the next month. Game on.
FOOTSCRAY NORTH PRIMARY SCHOOL
Ms HALL (Footscray) (13:54): The land for Footscray North Primary School was purchased in
1920 and for almost a century the school has been a central part of Footscray’s story. This great local
school is about to embark on an exciting new chapter thanks to the Andrews government’s stimulus
program in response to the coronavirus pandemic. Footscray North Primary School is set to have a
$16.13 million upgrade—an extraordinary investment that will ensure the school can continue to grow
and deliver for generations to come. This funding will ensure that the school can accommodate
growing numbers of students: an additional 200 students will be added to their capacity. This means
upgrading, constructing and modernising buildings and will be truly transformational for this school.
Investments like this do not happen often and they do not happen overnight. The families of Footscray
North Primary School know that they have an incredible principal and advocate in Kay Willmott and
her leadership team, and I want to formally recognise their work in the chamber. I would also like to
thank the Minister for Education, the member for Monbulk, and the Parliamentary Secretary for
Education, the member for Mordialloc, for the work they do behind the scenes to make once-in-ageneration investments like this possible.
I would also like to note that when the member for Mordialloc and I visited the school to tell Kay that
her school had secured an inclusive schools grant for a sensory garden she cried. Her reaction to the
news when I told her that the school would be getting a $16 million upgrade was absolutely just as
heartfelt.
DAVID MCKENZIE, OAM
Mr CARBINES (Ivanhoe) (13:56): I rise to offer heartfelt congratulations on behalf of the Ivanhoe
electorate to David McKenzie, OAM, a recipient of that award in the recent Queen’s Birthday honours
list. It was a big time, early June, and of course on 30 May, David celebrated his 87th birthday.
As a former MHR for Diamond Valley—more familiar to people in this place as the seat of Jagajaga
in our federal Parliament—in those turbulent, exciting and reforming days of the Whitlam government
he was our local MP from 1972 to 1975 and set the gold standard for representation that we have seen
maintained by his successors, the Honourable Peter Staples and the Honourable Jenny Macklin.
Can I say also that in his work as a life member now, after 25 years service as a board member at the
Banyule Community Health service, with campuses in West Heidelberg and in Greensborough, his
work there has been exceptional, and we have seen of course that service recognised by the Premier
in the healthcare awards.
He has also worked as a former shire president at Diamond Valley and given many years service as a
councillor there, now well known to us across the Banyule and Nillumbik area. That work has been
most significant, and I congratulate him for being recognised for a lifetime of community service and
also for his wise counsel to me and support for me in the work that we continue to do together in our
community, and to his wife, Barbara, congratulations.
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Bills
GREAT OCEAN ROAD AND ENVIRONS PROTECTION BILL 2019
Council’s amendments
Message from Council relating to following amendments considered:
1.

Clause 48, page 39, line 30, omit “strategy.” and insert “strategy; and”.

2.

Clause 48, page 39, after line 30 insert—
“(g) engage with local communities in the development of public land management plans and
policies that are of particular relevance to those local communities.”.

3.

Clause 48, page 39, after line 33 insert—
“(5) The Authority must publish on its Internet site a report on the outcome of each engagement
with a local community.”.

Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (13:57): I move:
That the amendments be agreed to.

I am very pleased to receive this bill, as amended, from the Legislative Council. The bill does recognise
the importance of the iconic Great Ocean Road and its landscapes to not just of course the livability
but the economic prosperity of Victoria. These two things together are vital to the ongoing benefits
that we have enjoyed now for many, many decades from that beautiful part of our state.
The bill also establishes a new dedicated parks management authority, the Great Ocean Road Coast
and Parks Authority, and these amendments, which were proposed and endorsed in the upper house,
were put by the government. It makes it very explicit and without any doubt that our intention is that
the authority should engage with local communities. I do point to the fact that action 5 of the
government’s Great Ocean Road Action Plan requires the new authority to establish structures for the
ongoing involvement of local communities in the protection and management of the Crown land along
the Great Ocean Road. My department is currently working with local communities around that area,
consulting with them on the design of those types of consultative structures, and more work certainly
will be undertaken over the course of this year to refine a consultation model.
Ms VALLENCE (Evelyn) (13:59): Deputy Speaker, on this side of the house we will not be
opposing these amendments.
Motion agreed to.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: A message will now be sent to the Legislative Council informing them
of the house’s decision.
EDUCATION AND TRAINING REFORM AMENDMENT (REGULATION OF STUDENT
ACCOMMODATION) BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Mr MERLINO:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Ms McLEISH (Eildon) (14:00): I rise to lead the debate on this side of the house on the Education
and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. Regulation of
student accommodation is more commonly known and understood to be boarding schools’ boarding
houses. This bill is another in the child protection series that have been going pretty well for the last six
or seven years. Different bills have come to this house, and I will speak about those shortly.
The purpose of the bill before us today is to establish a framework to provide for the registration and
regulation of school premises at which boarding services are provided to the students who are enrolled
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or attending registered schools. In doing so, the bill before us will amend the Education and Training
Reform Act 2006 as well as make consequential amendments to the Child Wellbeing and Safety
Act 2005. The primary purpose of the bill, though, is to give the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority the power to establish and enforce a scheme for registering and regulating of boarding schools.
This bill clarifies the powers of the VRQA to regulate compliance with the Victorian child safe standards
made under part 6 of the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005 for boarding premises.
Just with regard to the child safe standards, there are, I think, 10 standards with seven different principles
that schools need to adhere to. This itself is not a struggle, but it takes some work for schools to adhere
properly to these standards. The protection of our children is paramount; we all know that, and boarding
schools are a high-risk environment and the key stakeholders in this field understand this. So what this
means through this bill is that the VRQA will be able to thoroughly investigate complaints they have
received from a variety of sources. These are the Commission for Children and Young People, parents,
students, teachers and other concerned parties. Knowing that these are in place will allow the VRQA to
go in and do that, because at the minute this ability does not exist.
I am going to give a little bit of context to the background of this bill. We have had some emphasis for
perhaps the last decade or so on the protection of our children. This is an area I think we can all agree
that society has probably neglected for too long, and sadly there are still instances now where children
are not adequately protected or have been neglected. In 2010 Ted Baillieu as Premier announced that
he would be establishing a landmark inquiry into the way we protect our children—the report of that
became known as Betrayal of Trust—and the Victorian parliamentary inquiry into the handling of
child abuse by religious and other non-government organisations was launched. Georgie Crozier in
the other place did an extraordinary job in guiding that inquiry. It was tough going for members on
both sides of the house, what they experienced, and they have spoken of that in this chamber a number
of times.
That led to a number of things. The Victorian government has introduced a suite of significant reforms
since the handing down of that report. There were three areas that could be dealt with through the
criminal law. We saw the Crimes Amendment (Grooming) Bill 2013. That was introduced by the
Attorney-General at the time, Robert Clark, and it was supported by the former Attorney-General in
the last Parliament, who is at the table. There were also other areas that the Crimes Amendment
(Protection of Children) Act 2014 brought forward relating to failure by a person in authority to protect
a child from a sexual offence and failure to disclose a sexual offence against a child. Adults are not
just morally obliged but also legally obliged to protect a child. There was a bit of a culture around the
non-disclosure, where the organisation and the perpetrator were actually protected rather than the child
being protected.
The facts were sometimes ignored, pushed under the carpet, and offenders, the perpetrators, were often
moved on, which really just was not good enough. So it became an offence to fail to protect a child
from a sexual offence, and this included churches, out-of-home care providers and government
agencies. There were further bills that came through the house, including the Working with Children
Amendment (Ministers of Religion and Other Matters) Bill 2014. There were bills in the children,
youth and family space. Perhaps more recently we had the Children Legislation Amendment
Bill 2019, which was trying to improve child protection and justice outcomes for child abuse victims.
Also we had the Children Legislation Amendment (Reportable Conduct) Bill 2016. That sought to
establish a reportable conduct scheme. So through this Parliament, through that initial inquiry, through
Betrayal of Trust, there have been quite a number of bills brought through to actually work to better
protect our young people, and particularly those who are most vulnerable.
Following that, in 2013 on the back of this, Prime Minister Gillard instigated the Royal Commission
into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, and that report was handed down—the findings
were handed down—in December 2017. That identified specific risk areas and recommendations
around boarding schools. Very sadly, children in boarding schools were over-represented in the reports
of the royal commission, and there were several reasons why they were. They were things that make
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absolute sense to us when you think about it: the closed nature of the schools, that there would be
unsupervised contact and of course that there was also some cover-up. Some of these sorts of things are
still coming to light now. People are finding the courage to speak up and talk about some things that
happened, and we see court action being taken against particular organisations.
The royal commission recommended that the school regulatory authorities actually dedicate
significant focus to enforcing child safety standards within boarding schools. I am going to read two
recommendations of the royal commission. Recommendation 13.4 was:
The Australian Government and state and territory governments should ensure that needs-based funding
arrangements for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander boarding students are sufficient for schools and hostels
to create child safe environments.

And recommendation 13.5 was:
Boarding hostels for children and young people should implement the Child Safe Standards identified by the
Royal Commission. State and territory independent oversight authorities should monitor and enforce the
Child Safe Standards in these institutions.

With that comes, ‘Well, who’s going to monitor it and how are they going to do it? What are the
processes that they can follow, the systems in place, to make sure this will happen?’ In fact it turns out
that there were no standards for regulation of boarding schools. As surprising as that may seem, it is
what happened. This was not a deliberate thing; it was an oversight. So the role of the VRQA regarding
compliance with child safe standards is unclear and it needs to be clarified, and this bill actually moves
to do that. As it stands, the VRQA do not have explicit regulatory powers in relation to school boarding
premises under the Education and Training Reform Act 2006, and because they do not have those
powers they actually do not do it. So we have got the situation where we need to be providing the
appropriate powers to the VRQA. They are the obvious body to do it. They are the ones that have the
regulations around our schools, so it is quite obvious that they are the ones that should be doing this.
The bill is establishing them as the correct authority and then making sure that they do have the systems
in place, the powers in place and the delegation to make sure that they can actually do that job.
Prior to the royal commission, in 2012 the boarding school industry recognised that there were
potential problems because there were no standards for boarding schools. So they actually got on the
front foot here. They knew that there were problems, so they themselves funded Standards Australia
to write Australian standards for boarding schools and residences. This was a good thing. These
standards were published in July 2015, and whilst they were voluntary at the time of publication, they
have since been made mandatory in Western Australia and Queensland for state boarding schools
there. Other states were working towards this. It is something that perhaps Victoria could have looked
at doing, adopting these standards that exist in other states so we have some consistency between
states, but instead we have the bill before us.
The international department within the VRQA used the standard that was developed by the Australian
Boarding Schools Association to ensure that they were best supporting international students. We need
to remember that there are a number of international students at Australian boarding schools, and often
these students do need protections because they do not always have the confidence or the language to
speak up or to speak out either. We have had instances of not just this sort of abuse but where children
have even been suffering from eating disorders and things like that and they have not spoken up. There
are quite a number of things around keeping kids safe in boarding schools.
This is the situation. We have had the history and we are now understanding what we need to do and
why we are doing it in terms of providing the powers to the VRQA, and the opposition is supporting this
bill. With regard to the provision of the powers to the VRQA, I have previously said that they do not
have powers around boarding schools, but they need the power to regulate, assess or take coercive action
against boarding schools and the internal or external entities that manage the facilities. This bill, as I have
said, will provide them with the appropriate mechanisms and clarify and expand on existing powers.

BILLS
1688

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 16 June 2020

A lot of this legislation is around the registration process. It is intended that the framework mirror to
the greatest extent possible existing processes for registering and regulating schools. We see that in
the bill quite clearly. If you have a look in particular at clause 11 and the powers of authorised officers
and what they are being able to do, they are the same sorts of things as what they do with a school but
they have just added ‘school boarding premises’. You can see quite clearly where they have tried to
reflect, as best possible, current systems and processes.
The bill contains prescribed minimum standards for registration and other registration requirements
for providers of school boarding services, and where appropriate and practicable they are consistent
with the standards and requirements currently in place. Existing boarding premises will be
grandfathered. They will be grandfathered on the basis that they are already aligned with schools, are
subject to five-yearly reviews and are deemed likely to be compliant. The department found that most
boarding facilities were already under the impression that they were liable to VRQA oversight and
inspection even though they were not. It was going on as though they were, but these changes certainly
do need to be made. So they did take care to ensure that they were compliant with relevant regulations,
but also, as I said, the boarding school industry had adopted the Australian standards and they were
working towards those in any case.
The definition of school that is provided here is not broad enough to encompass boarding schools. The
definition is currently ‘a place where students receive instruction during school hours’. Boarding
school is after hours, so the operative question here is: is accommodation being provided to an
individual for the primary purpose of facilitating their enrolment and attendance at a registered school?
The definition is intended to bring these third-party providers along. It applies to all of Victoria’s
boarding schools and boarding facilities in equal measure, so there is no distinction made between
whether they are a government or non-government institution.
As I have said, existing schools will be grandfathered. To be grandfathered boarding schools must
within three months of this bill’s commencement conduct a self-assessment and make a declaration of
compliance with these new regulations. This is something that they are aware of. They will be all
grandfathered within three years of the bill’s commencement. By term 1 of 2021 it is intended that the
VRQA will have the same suite of investigative and enforcement powers in relation to boarding
schools that it already possesses in relation to registered schools. These sorts of things are the powers
to request and examine documents and powers to inspect premises between the hours of 7.00 am and
9.00 pm. Previously they were only able to be there between 8.30 am and 5.00 pm, and we know that
at 6 o’clock the kids come in and have dinner and get ready for study and bed and this is an important
part of a boarding school. But also they have the powers to inspect and request financial and
infrastructural reports. The reporting requirements for the boarding facility will almost be identical to
stop duplicating processes that are already in place.
VRQA compliance officers must be approved by the department secretary or the VRQA itself, and
they will go through the same training and regulatory regime as those who inspect schools. I think it
is important to note this because I know that there were instances in the UK where the people who
were going in to do the inspections and compliance checks had no understanding about boarding
schools whatsoever. That is a concern still of the boarding schools, that people who do not understand
the nature and how they operate may be the ones that are going in to determine compliance.
Due to the high volume of inquiries related to the opening of boarding facilities, the bill also allows
for the making of regulations which will enable and guide the VRQA in assessing applications for
new boarding schools and facilities. Things they are likely to include are the need to maintain
documentary evidence of compliance with the minimum standards, the restatement of the ban on all
forms of corporal punishment—seems strange, but that is a possibility—and the need to comply with
the child safe standards themselves and with ministerial orders, such as with anaphylaxis, which we
know exists. The buildings and grounds also have to meet standards, and the staff obviously will have
to have working with children checks. They will have to be showing all these sorts of things.
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The VRQA will be empowered to make recommendations regarding conditions for suspending or
cancelling registration of a boarding school. That is quite serious. Historical abuses will not be grounds
for suspension or cancellation. If non-historical allegations are made against staff or students—so if
the current staff or students are accused of wrongdoing—the VRQA will immediately refer the matters
to the police. Pending the outcome of an investigation or explicit instruction from police a facility can
still be deemed compliant and permitted to operate in the interim. I think that is something that is very
important to know.
Where the VRQA moves to suspend a boarding school licence, powers and procedures will be the same
as powers and procedures in place for regular schools. It is important to note that this bill does not affect
homestay arrangements; they are covered under federal law. Camping, where they make a camping trip
to particular facilities, whether that is in tents or cabins somewhere, will be seen as an extension of the
school’s premises. There are some schools that have long-term residential offsite programs; Wesley
College have their program at Clunes for a term, and we have Timbertop, we have Howqua and we
have others that are quite well known that are not included as part of the regular school.
There is just one additional point that is picked up here. Part 3 of the bill corrects some shortcomings
and oversights in the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 that do not appear to have a strong
nexus with the regulating of boarding schools. For example, clause 15, in part 3, establishes that an
early childhood teacher can only be employed by a school council as an early childhood teacher if
registered correctly—funny how that one is just thrown in there.
There has been some degree of consultation. The government put out a consultation paper in July last
year, and schools were aware that this was coming. It talked about the changes that were being notified.
All of the boarding schools were consulted individually by way of a questionnaire, and there were some
group workshops that were convened as well. And of course Independent Schools Victoria (ISV), who
have the bulk of these schools, were consulted last year about the changes and also took part in a
working group with the VRQA and the department, as did other schools. I also went out and spoke to
the Australian Boarding Schools Association, Independent Schools Victoria and Catholic Education
Melbourne. Their concerns were about how the changes are going to be enforced and who is going to
be enforcing them. In particular they understood that it is important legislation and that the protection
of children is paramount. ISV fear very much the burden of increased red tape and worry about the
creeping of regulations in schools. The Catholic education system were wondering how the VRQA is
actually going to practically manage this. They did acknowledge also that it is a tough task for schools
to keep up child safe standards—even though they endeavour to, it is quite some effort.
On the Australian Boarding Schools Association I just want to point out some of their comments,
because they are a little bit disappointed that it ended up at this rather than perhaps looking at their
Australian standards—because as I have said they embarked on that. They represent and have
voluntary members at every boarding school in Australia, and they have engaged a certification
company to develop a certification scheme to ensure boarding schools meet this minimum standard.
So they had gone down a bit of a path, and now they fear very much—and this is a direct quote:
… that Victorian Schools will have to jump through two hoops—one for the Vicotiran registration, and a
further one if they wish to meet the National Minimum Standard.

I do encourage the department to look very closely, and the minister to look very closely, at this. Again
some of these people did not feel they were consulted with or listened to enough during that
consultation process—and questionnaires are not necessarily consultation; that is just getting their
feedback. I think that that is a little bit disappointing.
Now, I just want to talk about current boarding schools and the history perhaps of boarding schools in
Victoria. Boarding schools have been around for donkey’s. I will use Wesley College as an example.
They began boarding in 1866 when their school opened. That is quite a considerable time. In 1876,
20 per cent of the students there were boarders. They had 199 students, so that meant 40 of them were
boarders. There has been a long history of boarding. Wesley actually stopped boarding in 1980 and
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then in the year of their sesquicentenary, in 2016, resumed that tradition, so they had had that gap for
some period. But boarding houses also have changed over the period. You will have, like I think most
of us here will have, heard of cold showers, ordinary food and perhaps very shabby boarding house
accommodation. I have been to quite a number of boarding schools in recent times to see what they
have done and how they are trying to look after their permanent boarders. I will use Wesley as an
example again. When they came back in 2016 they had purpose-built facilities. They have quite a
number of Aboriginal students who board there. Wesley have a program with Yiramalay in the northwest of Western Australia that is offered. I think it is year 10 students that can go there for quite a
number of weeks and experience the schooling there, and likewise they will bring kids down. And
they have international students as well as students from Victoria.
Now, a friend of mine who went to a boarding school—he is in his 80s now—told me something that
was probably quite alarming but not surprising and that is, I guess, really at the nexus of what this bill
is about: they knew which boarding house masters to avoid. They knew who never to be alone with,
and it is sad that this is how they protected themselves—do not be with that master; not good things
will happen. The majority of them would have protected themselves, but there would have been those
who did not—who found themselves in the situations where they were abused—and I think that that
is quite a sad situation. But there has been a lot done now.
We have quite a lot of boarding in Australia in fact, with some 30-odd boarding schools in 2019 in
Victoria, 17 of which were co-ed, eight were girls boarding schools and five were for boys. A lot of
these are in country Victoria, with us having some 31 boarding schools, Queensland 54, ACT/New
South Wales 43 and WA 37. So there are other states with a lot more boarders than us. In 2019 there
were some 1485 boys and 1491 girls that were boarders, so that is some 3000 students. These numbers
have been fairly consistent over the years.
Now, we have had some new schools come on. Beaconhills College started boarding two or three
years ago, and Sirius College was expecting in term 2 to have boarding, I think it was, from Monday
to Friday. Sirius College is an Islamic school. They have got several campuses. I have not been to the
Broadmeadows campus, where this will be; I have only been to the Sunshine West one. But they were
due to take their first lot of boarders. I am not sure, with COVID, that they were actually able to do
that, because the schools would have had to adopt that work-from-home or remote schooling.
In my electorate there are actually three—almost three—campuses that would fall under this. We have
Worawa Aboriginal College in Healesville. Worawa is a wonderful school. It has Aboriginal girls,
boarders, from around the country—not so many from Victoria. They speak so many different
languages—it is really quite amazing. Lois Peeler has been the principal there for quite a number of
years. I have been out to that school on many occasions, and she has done a remarkable job with those
girls, having them start to move into the community a little bit more, be involved in some of the public
holidays and the Anzac services, sing at various events and build their confidence and their language
skills. All of these boarders at Worawa have seen extraordinarily bad times, whether it has been
physical or mental torment and abuse. Life has not always been good for them, and for some of these
girls this is the safest place they have ever known. They want these girls to become leaders and to go
back to their communities to show them how to speak out and stand up for themselves so that for that
entire cohort and their peers they can try and improve life for them. We have the Alpine School
Campus, where kids go off for a certain period, and they are also establishing in Don Valley a
leadership school as well—we look forward to that coming on in Don Valley. In fact I think it was in
2014, prior to the election, that I announced that the coalition would be moving to establish a campus
there. Things have moved very slowly, but now the wheels are in motion to make this happen.
As I have said, boarding schools are an important area in which to make sure that they do have the
appropriate regulations and the authorities do have the appropriate powers to do it properly. The nature
of boarding school means that kids will find themselves at times in a situation that could be
compromising, and we do not want that to happen. Now, of course you can never guarantee that we
are going to prevent all abuse, but all of the legislation that has been introduced into this Parliament
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over the last six or seven years is really about improving the protections and talking about it so that
schools understand that they cannot just push these incidents or reports aside—that they do need to
investigate them properly and that they in turn can also be investigated. It is such an important part of
our schooling.
We need to remember who is going to be going to boarding school. Typically it is students who live in
country areas. They may go to country boarding schools, and there are quite a number of those, but they
may also come to the city, and I know many people in my electorate do come to the city or Geelong to
board and have done for a very long period of time. But also we have people who come from the city
who board because their parents may have gone overseas or for particular reasons. Those families would
want to know for sure that if their children, their boys and girls, are in a boarding school, the best
protections available are in fact available to those students.
As I said not quite at the outset but early on, the coalition is supporting this legislation. We look forward
to its speedy passage through the house, and we know there is this system in place so that kids in
boarding schools will be protected.
Mr KENNEDY (Hawthorn) (14:30): I rise to speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. As a former school principal and
assistant boarding housemaster I appreciate the benefits for the many students across Victoria who
attend boarding schools. Students from a wideranging geographical area come together to be educated.
Hawthorn’s largest boarding school is Scotch College, with 160 students living across three separate
houses. Seventy per cent of boarders are from rural Victoria and New South Wales, while the other 30
come from across the world. Often relationships form across age groups. Rural and suburban students
form long-term friendships that benefit the state as they move into adult life.
Here I might mention two very fine alumni in the member for Kew and the member for Burwood,
who both attended Scotch College. Dedicated staff in these places form meaningful bonds to assist
students learning outside regular school hours, and for some their backyards are immaculate
sportsgrounds which they use on weekends and after school.
Between 1970 and 1975 I served as assistant housemaster at Sydney Church of England Grammar
School, more commonly known as Shore. I worked in Hodges House, one of their four boarding
houses. I became during those six years very much aware of many of the benefits of boarding school
life. However, of course, it was not always the case, and it certainly was true that it did not always suit
many, many students. Indeed, when I was growing up, I remember that if we were naughty, we were
threatened with ‘I will send you to boarding school if you don’t behave’. Fortunately that was not the
only way in which boarding school was regarded.
However, when I looked around in those days, it is true that there was a very relaxed atmosphere.
Sometimes, for example, a power point could be left exposed for months in a boarding house because
everyone told everyone, ‘Don’t put your finger on that power point’ for obvious reasons, and so on.
So you could say that some things were done in a very relaxed and friendly way, but they were not
always ways which were safe.
Benefits then, however, are only possible when safe practices are put in place. Important work was
done by the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse; it made
recommendations to improve the safety of boarding houses for students that this bill seeks to
implement. The royal commission identified that boarding schools can be a high-risk environment for
students, and unfortunately in Victoria some school boarding premises have been the sites of historic
cases of child sexual abuse and accidents of various kinds.
Currently there are no government regulations that directly monitor the compliance of school boarding
premises with the Victorian child safe standards. The bill will expand the regulatory powers of the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority, the VRQA, to ensure that this is no longer the
case. The VRQA will now have powers to regulate school boarding premises and require these
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premises to be registered with them. It is important to note that the bill is clear in defining what school
boarding premises are. The bill broadly defines them as:
… premises at which school boarding services are provided or intended to be provided by a person for a fee
or reward …

This is important as it excludes arrangements such as private residences, students staying with family
members, camps et cetera, which are already regulated for compliance with the Victorian child safe
standards. While currently there are no private operators running boarding premises in Victoria, unlike
throughout the 19th century, the bill does include provisions to ensure that the registration
requirements will also apply to any school building premises which are proposed to be operated by a
private provider in the future.
This bill will also include the ability of the VRQA to further prescribe minimum standards for
registration of school boarding premises. Minimum standards will be consistent with and similar to
those for schools already set out in the Education and Training Reform Act 2006. These include
enrolment policies, student welfare, governance of the school, probity of the proprietor and any person
responsible for managing the school, and the processes for review and evaluation of the school. After
the passage of this bill the department will commence work on developing the necessary amendments
to the regulations which will prescribe the bulk of the minimum standards for registration of school
boarding premises.
As a former principal I know the hard work that goes into preparing schools for the process of
registration. I know, for example, the enormous amount of time and individual effort that is put into
ensuring a productive time for students who are boarders. Having said that, there is no way we can
say, ‘Oh, well, because of that we can’t complain’, or, ‘We can’t accept lower standards of one kind
or another’. By linking wherever appropriate and practicable the requirements and review processes
with those already used by the school for registration, the bill seeks to reduce the additional regulatory
burden on schools. I think that is important to note, to codify these things as well rather than having
some sort of very vague list.
The VRQA will align review of schools with those of associated boarding premises to provide a
commonsense approach to this. These are simple measures that also seek to reduce the financial burden
of any changes. Should a school be found to be non-compliant, the bill also sets out the process for
review and grants the VRQA the necessary enforcement powers to ensure compliance. Powers
provided to the VRQA include imposing interim conditions on the registration of the premises before
completing a review; imposing conditions on the registration of the premises in other circumstances,
including after completing a review; prohibiting the premises from accepting any new boarders;
requiring the provider to report on the non-compliance to parents of boarders at the premises; and
suspending or cancelling the registration of the school boarding premises. Actions taken against
providers must be in the interest of the boarders or the greater public, and the provider will be given
the opportunity to make a submission to the VRQA and the minister to show cause why any action
proposed by the VRQA should not be taken.
It is important to note that the registration requirements for school boarding premises will apply to all
schools, including government, Catholic and other non-government schools. Therefore, as part of
preparing the bill, extensive consultation was conducted in 2019 with schools that have boarding
premises, the Australian Boarding Schools Association, the Catholic Education Commission of
Victoria Limited and Independent Schools Victoria. There was in-principle support amongst these
organisations.
It is important for the house to throw its support behind this bill as the amendments to the regulations
need to be developed and made in time for commencement by term 1 2021. Schools associated with
existing school boarding premises who were consulted during the development of the bill are
expecting these amendments to commence in term 1, and there should not be a delay. We all know in
the running of organisations like this the importance of preparation, and there is no difference when it
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comes to boarding schools. Most importantly, though, if this bill is not passed, we will not be able to
acquit the recommendations of the royal commission in the time frames that affected schools expect.
I commend this bill to the house as worthwhile regulation of a very important feature of Australian
educational life.
Ms RYAN (Euroa) (14:40): It is a great pleasure to rise this afternoon to speak on the Education
and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. I think, as the
member for Eildon noted, there can probably be no greater responsibility for members of the Victorian
Parliament—no more important job—than ensuring the safety and wellbeing of children, particularly
when those children are removed from the watchful eyes of their parents, as is the case when families
send their children to boarding school for whatever reason.
The purpose of this particular bill is to fix a regulatory gap—an oversight, really—and to do that it
seeks to establish a framework to provide for the registration and regulation of school premises at
which boarding services are provided to students who are enrolled at or attending registered schools.
The bill gives the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) the power to establish
and enforce a scheme around boarding schools and their registration and regulation. It also clarifies
the power of the authority to actually regulate compliance with the Victorian child safe standards in
school boarding premises. As I understand it many boarding schools were not aware that they were
not already obliged to be compliant with those child safe standards. Those seven standards are as
follows: strategies to embed a culture of child safety through effective leadership arrangements; a child
safe policy or statement of commitment to child safety; a code of conduct that establishes clear
expectations for appropriate behaviour with children; screening, supervision, training and other human
resources practices that reduce the risk of child abuse by new and existing staff; processes for
responding to and reporting suspected child abuse; strategies to identify and reduce or remove risks of
child abuse; and strategies to promote the participation and empowerment of children.
As a consequence of this amendment the authority will now have the power to investigate complaints
that are received. Those complaints might be from parents. They might be from children themselves
or from teachers or perhaps members of the wider community. I do know from talking to at least one
school in my own electorate that is a boarding school that schools are still concerned that they do not
know whether there will be separate standards or how these standards will relate to the Australian
boarding standards that are already in place. I guess until they actually get a draft of those standards
through the VRQA that remains a bit of a question.
I think it is important to note that boarding schools have a reputation, in many cases, as being the
domain of wealthy, inner-city families, but that is certainly not always the case. Regional Victoria is
still home to a number of boarding schools, including both Assumption College and the Kilmore
International School in my own electorate. You have got the Hamilton and Alexandra College and
Monivae College in the member for Lowan’s electorate as well and of course schools like Gippsland
Grammar, Geelong Grammar School, Ballarat Grammar, St Patrick’s College Ballarat—
Mr Morris: The Geelong College.
Ms RYAN: the Geelong College—thank you, member for Mornington—and Ballarat Clarendon
College as well. So there are a number of boarding schools still throughout regional Victoria. The
Australian Boarding Schools Association estimates that about two-thirds of students who board across
Australia actually come from rural and regional areas. That of course is because often in more remote
communities families do not always have a choice but to send their children to board. I think boarding
school was very common particularly for my parents’ generation, and it was often just the choice that
families made. It is probably more of an exception now. But for a number of young people in rural and
regional Victoria it does remain somewhat a rite of passage. So it is absolutely vital that as a Parliament
we ensure that that environment is well-regulated and that the safety of children is well protected.
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The origins of this bill can be traced back to the inquiry that was done by the Family and Community
Development Committee and the examination they undertook into the handling of child abuse by
religious and other non-government organisations. That inquiry was initiated by Ted Baillieu when he
was the Premier and of course chaired by Ms Crozier in the other place. I know that there are a number
of members of this chamber who participated in that inquiry, and that really did serve to lift the lid on
some horrific cases of child abuse and abuse by people who were entrusted to look after children.
It gave survivors of child sexual abuse the opportunity—for many for the first time—to tell their story,
and it also triggered some very big changes in Victoria to introduce, for example, new criminal
offences to protect children, and also to keep children safe with the introduction of minimum child
safe standards. Importantly, I think the Betrayal of Trust report shined a light into some of the darkest
corners of our society and went on to trigger the federal government’s decision to hold a Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.
That report, which was handed down in December 2017, identified specific areas of risk for boarding
schools. That five-year inquiry heard from many boarders who had been abused. In
recommendation 13.3 in the final report the royal commission says that:
School registration authorities should place particular emphasis on monitoring government and nongovernment boarding schools to ensure they meet the Child Safe Standards …

It does in fact surprise me that it has taken a further three years since the handing down of that report
to have this recommendation come before the house. In saying all of that, it is not to imply that
boarding schools in Victoria are not already following many of the standards that are set out here, and
I think that is very important to note. In fact, as I mentioned earlier, the feedback from the department
would indicate that most boarding facilities already believe that they are being regulated by the VRQA
and so they have been meeting the necessary requirements.
Sorry, Acting Speaker, I am not feeling particularly well, so I might leave my contribution there and
thank the house for the opportunity to speak on this very important bill.
Mr HAMER (Box Hill) (14:48): It is also a pleasure for me to rise today and contribute to the
Education and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020.
When announcing the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, the then
Prime Minister, Julia Gillard, said:
I believe we must do everything we can to make sure that what has happened in the past is never allowed to
happen again.

In the months and years that followed we knew we had to act. Prime Minister Scott Morrison, in the
national apology, described what happened to our children over many decades as ‘unrelenting
torment’. The full report, the Prime Minister’s national apology and the contribution by the then
Leader of the Opposition are well worth reviewing. They are a timely reminder of why we need to act
not just as parliamentarians but as members of the community. We all have an obligation to our
children to protect them from harm. When one child is let down, we are all responsible.
This bill deals particularly with the regulation of boarding schools. While the royal commission
documented many harrowing examples of abuse occurring at a range of school institutions, some of
the specific issues regarding boarding schools are worth repeating in this debate. Of the survivors who
testified to the royal commission about the abuse that they had suffered in school settings, almost one
in three said they were abused in a boarding school. Yet according to the data from the Australian
Bureau of Statistics and the Australian Boarding Schools Association, boarding school students
represent just over 0.5 per cent of enrolled students nationwide, meaning that a disproportionate
number of survivors who testified were abused in a boarding school setting.
In its chapter on schools, the royal commission found:
As residential institutions, boarding houses combine many of the features that heighten risk for child sexual
abuse. These settings have more opportunities for perpetrators to be alone with children, no parents to turn to
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for protection, and little external oversight of the institutions. Boarding facilities allow opportunities for abuse
through lack of privacy and eroded personal boundaries. We learned during our public hearings that boarding
facilities can present more opportunities for sexual abuse by children with harmful sexual behaviours due to
a lack of supervision, supervision being delegated to older students, and students of different ages and genders
being housed together. Schools should identify and mitigate risks in these environments.

Later in the report, it found:
The risk of child sexual abuse is heightened in boarding schools compared to day schools because students
spend up to 24 hours a day at school, living on school grounds. They are away from their families and under
the care of other adults, and they are often left in groups of peers and with older students.

On the basis of these findings, the royal commission recommended:
… that state and territory governments, through school registration authorities, place particular emphasis on
monitoring boarding schools to ensure they meet the Child Safe Standards.

The action that we take today is to give effect to this recommendation of the royal commission. It
seems like common sense now, like something we would already be doing, and I know from the
contribution of the member for Euroa that many of the schools are taking actions in their own hands,
and this is a process which will formalise the regulation of those child safe standards.
The bill will amend the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to expand the powers of the
Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority, the VRQA. These new powers will not only
allow for the direct regulation of school boarding premises but will also require registration of school
boarding premises. A minimum set of regulations will be prescribed with respect to the school
boarding premises, including in relation to Victorian child safe standards, along with the power to
amend or add additional regulations. The bill of course contains the necessary compliance and
enforcement powers to give effect to these important provisions.
These amendments are intended to come into effect by term 1, 2021. At that time existing school
boarding premises will be registered, and they will remain registered if they give to the VRQA a selfassessment of compliance of the premises with the minimum standards and a statutory declaration that
the self-assessment is true and correct. Should a school fail to provide this information, the VRQA
may carry out its own assessment against the minimum standards and then determine the registration
status of the boarding school premises.
The bill also provides for assessment powers by allowing authorised VRQA officers to enter a school
boarding premises at any time between 7.00 am and 9.00 pm to make inquiries, inspect and examine
records of people at the premises, inspect documents relating to the prescribed minimum standards
and take copies or extracts from those documents. The registration status of school boarding premises
will be reviewed within three years of commencement and then every five years. The five-year cyclical
review is consistent with current practices for schools.
This bill is needed because of the high level of risk in a boarding school environment. As I mentioned
at the outset, their closed nature, the power imbalance between adults and children, the unsupervised
contact with children and historical cases of child sexual abuse at some Victorian boarding schools
have made these changes absolutely essential. The bill gives the VRQA the powers it needs to take
action against school boarding premises for non-compliance with the prescribed minimum standards.
These powers include but are not limited to imposing interim conditions on the premises before
completing a review, requiring the provider to report on the non-compliance to parents of boarders at
the premises, accepting an unenforceable undertaking and, in the most serious cases, the suspension
or cancellation of the registration of the school boarding premises.
There is also a public interest test in that the VRQA must be satisfied that the proposed action is in the
interests of boarders at the provider or in the broader public interest. The VRQA must also provide the
school boarding service an opportunity to make submissions to the VRQA and the minister as to why
the proposed action should not be taken.
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It is vital that we pass this bill not only because it will give effect to a recommendation of the royal
commission but also because of the high-risk nature of boarding school environments that I spoke
about earlier. Unsupervised contact between adults and children where there is a significant power
imbalance is almost by definition a high-risk situation, and where we can mitigate that risk, we must.
As I said earlier, it is shocking to me and likely to others that boarding schools are not already subject
to these minimum standards.
I know that this debate is primarily focused on changing the regulations in relation to boarding schools,
but as I have touched on in my contribution, the changes proposed in this bill have arisen out of the
royal commission into child sexual abuse. I want to take this opportunity to draw attention to another
episode of child sexual abuse that did not occur at a boarding school but occurred in Melbourne—
allegedly occurred in Melbourne—at a Jewish school and has recently been in the news. I want to
place on record my strong support for Dassi Erlich, Nicole Meyer and Elly Sapper for their tireless
work in bringing alleged serial paedophile Malka Leifer to justice here in Victoria. They have shown
enormous bravery and courage under circumstances that would try the toughest amongst us. I would
also like to particularly thank members of this place, members of the federal Parliament and in
particular former Premier Ted Baillieu for his tireless support of the sisters in bringing Malka Leifer
to justice. To those who have helped shield Malka Leifer from the consequences of her alleged
depraved actions, I simply say that the rule of law matters. Just as we must give her the presumption
of innocence, we must give our courts the opportunity to make the case against her based on evidence
and facts.
I note also the allegations against former Israeli Minister of Health Yaakov Litzman of fraud in relation
to the allegedly fake psychiatric reports that have assisted in shielding Malka Leifer from justice. I find
these actions, if proven, to be repugnant to our basic standards of decency. Thank you again to Dassi
Erlich and her sisters. I very much hope that you get your day in court soon. I hope all members in this
place will join me in supporting this bill, and I wish it a swift passage in the other place. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (14:57): It is a pleasure to join this debate on the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020 which, while it does
a number of things, is essentially about the registration of premises, according to the long title, ‘at
which accommodation services are provided to students enrolled at or attending registered schools’,
essentially boarding schools. There are also some minor amendments relating to early childhood
teachers and there are some statute law revisions and some consequential amendments to the Child
Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005. But of course the meat of the bill really is in part 2, which is about
the school boarding house premises.
A number of members have gone through the provisions of the bill in quite some detail, and if time
permits I will do something similar, but I simply at this point make the observation that the key piece
of the bill is the insertion of a new division 1A, ‘Registration of school boarding premises’, and that
effectively sets out the framework. There are a range of associated provisions with it, all of which
appear to me to be more than reasonable. Certainly this afternoon I am speaking in support of the bill
and am pleased to do so.
As other members have alluded to, there is a significant backdrop to this bill. We have sadly become
aware probably over the last 20 years—perhaps a bit longer but particularly in the last 10 to 15 years—
of the extent of the abuse of children and the extent of the abuse of young people, not only in the state
of Victoria but certainly in the state of Victoria and across the nation and, as far as we know, across
the Western world. We have seen the reports from Ireland, we have seen the reports from the United
States and of course we have seen one particularly high-profile case recently, which was eventually
quashed. We have seen so many reports of similar events.
So I guess in the aggregate we are now pretty much aware of the appalling facts of the abuse that was
allowed to occur. Now, frequently that abuse was sexual in nature, but not always. Sometimes it was
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physical abuse, sometimes it was psychological abuse. Sometimes it was all three, which of course
makes it an even greater offence. It is hard to estimate the damage that the cumulative effect of that
has had on literally thousands of children and thousands of young people in recent years.
Others have also mentioned the Betrayal of Trust report, and anyone who was in the 57th Parliament
could not help but be staggered, and not staggered in a good way, at the revelations that came out of
that report. I still think of the toll it must have taken on members of the committee to simply hear that
evidence and to weigh it, and they certainly produced a very, very good report. I think that report is
evidence, if it was ever needed, of the capacity of this Parliament—and sadly it is a capacity that is
seldom harnessed—to actually undertake that significant work and to develop pretty far-reaching
recommendations for the betterment of the whole community. I think if the government was prepared
to commission similar inquiries on some of the intractable problems of today and approach them in a
similar manner, we might well all be better advanced rather than simply undertaking too often makework inquiries that are more about burnishing the government of the day, burnishing their political
standing, than simply doing the job, as was done in this case.
Four members of that committee remain in the Parliament: Georgie Crozier in the other place chaired
it, the member for Ferntree Gully, the member for Broadmeadows and the member for Thomastown.
Those last two members are sitting in the chamber here this afternoon. And there were two then upper
house members who are no longer in the Parliament, Andrea Coote and David O’Brien. I think the
quality of the report is obvious, in that six and a half years on it remains the key work on the subject
in Victoria. Of course we have had the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual
Abuse, and I may well come back to that, but the committee report was the first attempt, and I think it
was the best attempt, to cover the issue in Victoria.
I wanted to refer just quickly to that report, and I will mention in passing point 3.3.2, which is about
boarding in parish schools. On that page, just above that point, is some evidence that was given about
the Morning Star Boys Home in Mount Eliza, which of course was not a boarding school; it was a
place of correction run by the Franciscan brothers. One of the people that was there gave evidence
with regard to physical abuse and mentioned there had been sexual abuse as well. If you read those
passages, it is hard to reconcile it with a place of correction. This witness was also at Turana and in
the adult prison system, and he testified that the treatment meted out at Morning Star was significantly
worse. It strikes a chord because I drive past Morning Star, that property, every night on the way home,
and to think that that sort of abuse could have occurred there is very disappointing.
But of course the reason I raised the report is because it talks about boarding schools. It talks about the
evidence that was taken in Ballarat and Geelong. It talks particularly about St Patrick’s primary school.
It largely talks about the Catholic education system, and that is where the evidence came from. As I
say, it referred to Geelong as well, and of course the issues were not just confined to the Catholic
system. At another school there are well-documented and publicly acknowledged offences that
occurred over an extended period, and that is Geelong College.
I had the good fortune to attend that school for almost all of my secondary years—I missed a term, I
think—and one of my primary years. What I know now that I did not know at the time was that during
those years one or more perpetrators were actively engaged in the abuse of my fellow students. Like
most of my peers I was happily oblivious of that activity and remained oblivious of that activity for
many years. I was simply the beneficiary of a great education at a terrific school, and my schooldays
were, I think, probably—it sounds cliched—some of the happiest of my life. But now I am aware that
unfortunately not everyone shared that positive experience, and that lack of a positive experience
occurred not only within the Catholic education system but at schools across the state.
I think one of the good things that we are now aware of, with the revelations and the changes that have
come out of it, is that almost the entire current boarding system thought they were under the controls
that we are now seeking to apply, so that is a positive outcome. But I think if my experience says
anything, it underlines the insidious nature of the sorts of offences that we are seeking to prevent here
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and demonstrates why legislation of this type is necessary. I know both St Patrick’s and Geelong
College have issued significant apologies and the current leadership of each school are doing
everything they can to recognise the issue, to acknowledge that it occurred and to advance, and they
recognise that they cannot advance until they acknowledge what has gone before. I think we need to
recognise that we can never undo the harm that was done to so many victims, but as a Parliament we
can take steps and we must take steps to ensure that this abuse does not happen to the current generation
and does not happen to future generations. I think the provisions contained in this legislation, the major
part of this bill, do go some way towards ensuring that we can meet that challenge, so I will certainly
be supporting the bill.
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (15:07): It is my pleasure—but a solemn pleasure, I have to say—to rise
and speak in relation to the Education and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student
Accommodation) Bill 2020. This bill of course amends the Education and Training Reform Act 2006
to expand the regulatory powers of the VRQA, the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority, to register and regulate Victorian school boarding premises. The VRQA does not currently
have those powers in relation to school boarding facilities, as those facilities do not currently fit within
the definition of a school under that act, the Education and Training Reform Act. So these amendments
to the act will ensure that school boarding premises are registered and regulated under this act and
clarify the role of the VRQA in performing that very important regulatory work.
The regulation of boarding schools for compliance with the child safe standards was a
recommendation of course of the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual
Abuse in its final report—it was recommendation 13.3—and it is this bill that acquits the Victorian
government’s responsibility to implement that recommendation. It came about because that royal
commission identified that abuse in boarding schools was disproportionately higher than in day
schools. In its final report the royal commission said:
The risk of child sexual abuse is heightened in boarding schools compared to day schools because students
spend up to 24 hours a day at school, living on school grounds. They are away from their families and under
the care of other adults, and they are often left in groups of peers and with older students.
…
Almost one in three of all survivors we heard about in private sessions—

being some 2000-odd survivors—
told us they were sexually abused in a school setting as a child. Of these survivors:
…
almost one in three … said they were abused in a boarding school setting …

These are terrifying statistics, but they are not just statistics. Whilst they were children then, they are
survivors now. The royal commission was announced in 2012 by then Prime Minister Julia Gillard,
and it handed down its final report five years later in 2017—five harrowing years later because the
sheer scale, scope and subject matter of that royal commission were horrifying.
While preparing to debate this important legislation before us today I revisited that final report, and I
just want to extract one comment made by the commissioners regarding the private sessions where
victims shared their stories—the private sessions with the commissioners that enabled them to share
their stories in an environment that, though confronting, was perhaps less confronting than doing it in
an open hearing. The commission said:
Many survivors said that speaking up about what happened to them was difficult and not a one-off event.
Talking about their experience involved telling parents, partners, families, friends and institutions at different
stages of their lives. For those we heard from, it took an average of almost 24 years to tell someone they had
been sexually abused as a child.

Twenty-four years. I think we can all agree that the royal commission would not have been possible
without the unthinkable courage of the survivors of institutional abuse who came forward to share
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their stories, and I want to acknowledge their bravery in sharing their stories. That royal commission
was a landmark piece of work, and it is not the only piece of work that has been done in this arena in
recent years. I want to thank those in the previous Parliament, who have done an enormous amount of
work in this space; Julia Gillard for her leadership on this issue; and all the people who worked on that
important royal commission. Five years is a long time. The average of 24 years to talk about this abuse
publicly is a very long time. Clearly the scars from the trauma experienced by these survivors are deep
and are in many cases unhealed.
The bill before us has been widely consulted, so the VRQA has obviously been consulted and very
much involved in the preparation of the bill. Schools with boarding premises, the Australian Boarding
Schools Association, the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria and Independent Schools
Victoria have all been consulted about this proposal for the VRQA to register and regulate boarding
schools and school boarding premises. They are largely supportive, and I do not for one second suggest
that any equivocation was directed at the core purpose of this bill, which is to protect children.
During the drafting of the bill and in the other communications around it, the department consulted
the Commission for Children and Young People. and they also expressed their in-principle support.
The Victorian Government Annual Report 2019: Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse noted that the Victorian government has conducted targeted consultation with
schools that have boarding facilities about proposals to strengthen those powers as well. This is a
matter that has been ventilated broadly in the sector. There are obviously matters of enormous
sensitivity, and I am grateful that those contributions I have seen today have absolutely respected that
sensitivity.
I know that there are a number of live investigations into matters that fall broadly within this topic—
matters of course that I will not be commenting on, but I am aware that a number of those matters are
connected to people in this place. I think it is important that we always take great care in dealing with
survivors, in looking after their needs as best we possibly can and in making sure that this place, much
as it can be, is a safe space to allow those people who do have some connection to some of these
horrific crimes to share their experiences if they so choose.
These amendments will commence by term 1 of next year. Clearly this is a time when schools and
boarding schools have plenty on their plates and it is appropriate that we stage the implementation.
When that implementation kicks off next year, existing school boarding premises will be automatically
registered and will simply remain registered if they provide to the regulator, the VRQA, a selfassessment of compliance of the premises with the prescribed minimum standards and a stat dec
accompanying that self-assessment.
Importantly the regulator will hold—upon what I anticipate being the successful passage of this bill—
a number of powers. Whilst they have the ability to fine institutions, I think more importantly they
have powers to take action against the registration of a school boarding premises, and those powers
are the ones that ultimately provide the greater persuasive ability for the regulator. They provide the
greatest levers that the regulator has to ensure compliance and ultimately compliance with the child
safe standards. They include imposing interim conditions. They can impose permanent conditions.
They can prohibit boarding schools from accepting new students. They can require the provider to
report on the non-compliance of the boarding school to the parents of those boarders. They can force
them to accept an enforceable undertaking on any matter, and ultimately of course they can suspend
or cancel the registration of the school boarding premises.
Whilst schools are a very heavily regulated environment, it has been clear that boarding houses have
not been as regulated, and it is important that we bring them up to a standard that befits the child safe
standards we expect and in fact demand right across the community. For those reasons I commend the
bill to the house.
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Mr HIBBINS (Prahran) (15:17): I rise on behalf of the Victorian Greens to speak to the Education
and Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. This bill is
bringing school boarding premises under the remit of the Victorian Registration and Qualifications
Authority (VRQA), ensuring that boarding schools must comply with the Victorian child safe
standards. These changes are implementing the recommendation from the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse.
I would like to start by acknowledging the work of the royal commission and of course more
importantly the incredible bravery and strength of survivors who shared their stories with the
commission. We saw extraordinary courage by those who responded to the commission to tell their
stories, and I thank them for their contributions that have resulted in change and are resulting in
changes just like the legislation before this place.
This bill is implementing recommendation 13.3, which recommends that state and territory
governments, through school registration authorities, place particular emphasis on monitoring
boarding schools to ensure they meet child safe standards. This is because the royal commission found
that boarding schools are places of high risk for child sexual abuse. In a closed residential school
environment it is easier for perpetrators to be alone with children where there is a lack of privacy and
limited supervision. Children cannot easily leave the school or go home to their families. They are
spending 24 hours a day at school on the boarding premises surrounded by adults who are part of the
institutions that are harming them.
The royal commission also noted that many private and religious boarding schools, which make up
the overwhelming majority of boarding schools, had an institutional culture that heightened the risk of
abuse and discouraged the disclosure of abuse, where they prioritised their own reputation and
financial interests over student wellbeing and had governance structures that were in place that
shielded perpetrators and avoided accountability. There has been or there is little to no external
oversight of boarding institutions.
While schools must be registered with the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority, the
boarding premises that they operate are not subject to any registration requirements, and while schools
are already registered and monitored for compliance with child safe standards, boarding premises are
not as they do not strictly fall within the definition of ‘school’ as currently defined in the Education
and Training Reform Act 2006. Every child in Victoria should be able to access a high-quality
education where they are safe at school regardless of the type of school they attend, and the law has
been failing in its duty to keep children safe in boarding schools.
The royal commission heard from a disproportionate number of survivors who were abused in a
boarding school setting. Almost one in three survivors who reported abuse in a school setting said the
abuse occurred in a boarding school setting. By failing to prevent this abuse our regulatory system
failed, which allowed children to be harmed and abused in our educational institutions, and we must
do better. So the Greens are pleased to see the implementation of this recommendation in the bill to
improve the oversight and regulation of boarding schools in Victoria.
In detail, the bill expands the powers of the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority to
regulate school boarding premises in Victoria. While schools and other education and training
providers are already registered with the authority and monitored for compliance with child safe
standards, boarding premises are not. The child safe standards apply to all Victorian organisations that
provide services or facilities to children and include standards about governance and leadership, codes
of conduct for appropriate behaviour with children and reporting and responding to incidents of abuse.
Every institution that is entrusted with the care of our children should be following and upholding
these standards, including boarding schools. So we are pleased to see the bill is bringing boarding
premises under the remit of the VRQA to ensure that there is proper oversight and monitoring of
boarding schools’ compliance with the child safe standards.
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Under the new framework set out under this bill, schools operating school boarding facilities must
register both the school and its boarding facilities with the authority, and in order to be registered
boarding premises will be required to meet minimum standards. The bill specifies a few of these: no
corporal punishment, an anaphylaxis management policy and the managing of child abuse. I
understand that standards are likely to include standards around acceptance policies, student welfare
and the governance and probity of the provider. Really what I hope these standards go to is the heart
of the culture that enabled abuse to occur in our boarding schools and ensure that at these schools the
safety and wellbeing of students is paramount.
The framework set up under the bill allows a person to make a complaint to the authority if they believe
that a boarding school is failing in its duty to comply with the minimum standards or with the
Education and Training Reform Act or the regulations. The bill also gives the authority the ability to
enforce compliance with the minimum standards and child safe standards. Registered boarding
premises will have to undergo periodic reviews by the authority, and schools who do not meet these
regulatory standards are in breach of these rules and could have conditions imposed on the registration
of their boarding premises or be closed.
The Greens know that there is more work to be done to implement the full recommendations of the
royal commission, but, as I said, we are pleased to see recommendation 13.3 being implemented by this
bill today, and we wish it a speedy passage through both houses of Parliament. We will continue to call
for the full implementation of the royal commission’s recommendations to ensure that the voices of
sexual abuse survivors are heard by those of us in this place and that we take action to ensure that all of
our children are safe, including at school, including at boarding schools. We support this bill.
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (15:24): I rise to speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. It is a shame that we have to have
these amendments, but it is a very good bill. It is very gratifying to see that members across the house
support these amendments.
This is an important bill that addresses recommendations of the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. In doing so it continues the important work undertaken by previous
governments, and of course the Andrews Labor government, in implementing the royal commission’s
recommendations and attempting to eliminate one of the scourges of our society. The royal
commission made clear that our boarding schools can be a high-risk environment for students. As
other members have said, one in three people who reported their abuse had experienced it in boarding
schools. One case of child abuse in our society is a tragic abomination, and there are far, far too many
stories in our Victorian history. Anything we can do to stamp out these crimes, especially, as in this
case, in our school environments, is well worth doing.
As I mentioned, I am proud to see that members across the house are supporting this. I note that the
messages from each of the members are very similar: that we will not tolerate this, we need to stamp
this out. Growing up in the 1970s and 80s I think, as the member for Hawthorn mentioned from his
experience of boarding schools, you knew which members not to be left alone with. He referred to, if
you can put yourself back to when we were all younger, living a life where you knew you did not want
to be caught alone with that person. That is a terrible fact that children in our history in this state have
had to live with. The member for Box Hill mentioned a woman’s name, who I am not even going to
mention because she does not deserve it, and I know the member for Caulfield has had very strong
advocacy on attempting to right the wrongs that were done there. I support those efforts to bring that
woman back to answer to the allegations.
This bill amends the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 to expand the powers of regulation of
the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) in regard to the regulation and
registration of Victorian school boarding premises. The intention of this is to ensure that these premises
are child safe environments. In regard to specifics, it will expand the powers of the VRQA to regulate
school boarding premises, require registration of school boarding premises with the VRQA, prescribe
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minimum standards for registration of school boarding premises including in relation to Victorian
child safe standards, set out processes for reviewing the compliance of school boarding premises with
prescribed minimum standards for registration and provide the VRQA with necessary compliance and
enforcement powers to ensure school boarding premises satisfy the minimum standards. As others
have mentioned, a number of these school boarding premises were under the impression they already
had to comply. That is great. That is good. But nobody has said all of them yet, so let us make sure
that they all do.
These amendments are being made today for many reasons, but first and foremost they will support
and reinforce the obligation of schools with boarding premises to exercise their duty of care to the
students and young Victorians in their care. Whilst one would have thought that common-law
obligations would have been sufficient for that, as the royal commission has obviously shown us, that
has not always been the case. These amendments are about creating a regulatory system to prevent
abuse by creating an obligation for schools to establish the right policies, procedures and conduct to
keep our children safe. School boarding premises will be required to comply with the prescribed
minimum standards for registration in the act and in education, training and reform regulations, and in
doing so it is worth pointing out that this will be consistent with already existing registration
requirements for schools. As most of the boarding premises are attached to schools, this should not be
a more excessive regulatory burden than what they already have. As I previously said, if most of them
already think they are doing it, then it is not going to be excessive red tape or any issue like that.
Some of the prescribed minimum standards for registration of schools are in the act, but the bulk of
these standards are prescribed in the regulations. In regard to the registration of school boarding
premises, this will be the same. That makes sense. It relates to the discipline of students, managing the
risk of anaphylaxis, and presumably other severe allergies, and managing the risk of child abuse.
Bec and I are lucky enough to have three kids of young ages; they are all going to school. My youngest
is still young enough that it is quite likely when I come home it is, ‘Daddy, Daddy!’, and I throw my
arms around him. To think that people who place their children in the care of others and have that trust
betrayed, it is an abominable thing. And to consider that lives are changed permanently by this—the
member for Burwood talked about the survivors who came forward, and I can imagine that is a very,
very difficult thing to do. But from hearing their stories, by understanding what they had to endure,
that is what has made change after change. I am sure the member for Broadmeadows will explain
some of his interactions with the Betrayal of Trust report. I look forward to hearing those. The member
for Thomastown and others have alluded to that as well. I thank Prime Minister Gillard for instigating
the royal commission. Step by step we are working to get rid of this problem in our society. Again, it
is gratifying that we are doing that together.
The schools are currently required to comply with a ministerial order for managing the risk of child
abuse as part of the prescribed minimum standards for the registration of schools. The prescribed
minimum standards for the registration in this bill include compliance with the ministerial order for
managing the risk of child abuse.
One thing I have noticed has changed since the 1970s or 80s when I grew up is that we are talking
about it now. I am sure, as the member for Hawthorn alluded to, growing up we heard stories, knew
of things, but it was not something that was out in the public domain; it was not something that you
would talk about, that you would deal with at a governmental level. We have changed in that way—
that is a really good thing—and we need to keep working on that change, not only for protecting our
children from abusive adults but also protecting our children from racism, poverty, homelessness and
drug addiction. Every child who was abused grew up to be an adult, if they were lucky. Not all of them
grew up. It is our role to reduce the number to zero. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (15:34): If I could just begin by commending the member for
Mount Waverley for that contribution and highlighting some of the issues that we have had in child
abuse in this state and the efforts that have been made by members from both sides of the house in

BILLS
Tuesday, 16 June 2020

Legislative Assembly

1703

tackling this really important problem and in ensuring our young people and children are kept safe. It
is the key issue that we keep coming back to that has no negotiation in terms of what we need to be
doing to ensure that our children are kept safe. There are many times in this chamber where we fight
and argue and have disagreement, but I think when it comes to children’s safety we need to be on a
unity ticket.
That is why the opposition is supporting this bill before the house, and it is with great pleasure that I
stand here today and support the bill for those reasons. There have been comments made today looking
at the changes that have been made in this state and in the nation around tackling child abuse and
sexual abuse against kids. They certainly were long overdue and needed. There has been lots of
discussion in the royal commission, and certainly that was the important part. I just wanted to again
touch on the work of Betrayal of Trust. I know the member for Broadmeadows is in the chamber. He
did a lot of work with my colleague Georgie Crozier, who chaired the committee, which included the
member for Ferntree Gully and the member for Thomastown; and Andrea Coote and David O’Brien,
who are no longer members but were from the other place. That committee saw evidence that many
would probably not see in a lifetime and had to deal with things that they will remember forever in
terms of some of the witnesses. It reminds us of some of the tough jobs that we as members of
Parliament do in this place and the obligation that we have in this place to ensure that the wrongs of
the past are written right and that they are highlighted and that we ensure that when there are horrors
of the past that have happened, they do not happen again. That needs to be a focus in all of our minds.
Sometimes we forget in our roles and get carried away with the minutiae of the political environment.
It is all about people, it is all about ensuring that people’s lives are protected and kept safe, and when
it comes to children there are no negotiations in terms of kids’ safety.
I want to particularly also congratulate former Premier Ted Baillieu and thank him for the work that
he has done in this space. It was a passion of his certainly when he was the Premier. When leaving this
place many people would have focused on other things, but Ted Baillieu has continued to focus on
and champion this issue, and he has said on many occasions that he would stand alongside and walk
with any child survivor, and he has continued to do that. You only have to ring him and he is there.
He has been there, and he has been very visible and present each time.
Many in this chamber will know the work that many have done, and certainly a focus that I have been
involved with is trying to ensure that we get Malka Leifer back—initially to face extradition and then
to face the 74 counts of child abuse that she was involved in. Not a day goes by that we are not
reminded of that. I want to again put on record the work of Dassi, Nicole and Elly, who are three
sisters. Not a day has gone by that they have not continued the fight and the struggle. They came
forward. They have told their story. They live it each and every day. Many others would just want to
forget it and move on, but they have made it a priority to get Malka Leifer back and have done
everything they possibly can to highlight it to others and to be a voice for many other child survivors
who have not been able to be as brave as they have been. It is horrific to think that somebody has had
to go through what they have and then has to relive it each and every day, as those three sisters do.
For six years we have waited, 67 court cases we have heard in Israel, and we are still yet to have her
back. We had some positive news a few weeks ago. We are now told that she is fit to face extradition.
On that day it was probably the biggest celebration that we have had in a long time on this particular
case. I want to also recognise the federal member for Macnamara, Josh Burns, who worked with me
and Ted Baillieu in ensuring that that news was highlighted and that we continue to make this an
important message in the community about getting her back to face trial here in Australia. It has been
a massive amount of work, and I know federally there have been a lot of people involved, and others.
But for us it is an important piece. It is a piece because it happened here in Victoria. For me in my
electorate it happened locally—obviously many years ago, but that abuse needs to be highlighted and
that person needs to face the music.
Could I also acknowledge some others, including Manny Waks, who has also fought tremendously in
the struggle to highlight these issues. He set up an organisation called Tzedek. He appeared before the
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Betrayal of Trust inquiry and the royal commission. He has been fighting that fight in Israel now and
continues to highlight these issues. I just wanted to say thank you to him, to others and also to the
group at Tzedek that has continued in their work over this time.
I also wanted to highlight a reporter from Australian Jewish News, Josh Levi. Josh unfortunately in
February passed away at the age of 36. This was one of his focus points. He never, never let go, to
ensure that the reports were out there. He used his paper, he used the megaphone, he used the
Australian Jewish News to ensure that people were aware of what was going on and when things were
going on. And even when situations were occurring, he continued to report it. I wanted to pay tribute
to Josh in terms of the work that he did. I know this was a passion of his, and I know he would be
looking down on us all now and saying, ‘You keep going; you keep up the fight; you ensure that
institutions, that schools continue to do the right thing, and when there is any sniff of something that
doesn’t smell right, let’s make sure that people are aware of it and let’s make sure that we do something
about it’. So I wanted to just pay tribute to Josh for that.
There is a lot of work to be done. Obviously we are dealing here with boarding schools. Others have
mentioned the issues regarding when kids are 24/7 in a situation in care. You expect them to be safe.
Parents sign away, thinking that this is a safe environment. We know in the past that has not been the
case, with the one in three reports of child abuse coming from kids in boarding schools. It has been
said that that has been a real issue and a focus. Certainly in my situation I have two children, one
finishing now at a boarding school in Geelong. I know that certainly that school historically has not
had a clean slate as well, but I know the work that is being done each and every day in that particular
school to highlight any issues and to ensure kids’ safety is something that has been a real focus of the
principal and of others. And, again, so it should be.
This is important work. We need to highlight the wrongs of the past. We need to ensure that there are
laws in place to protect children. It is something that we should all be doing. I commend all members
that are focused on this area. It is an important area of bipartisanship. As I said, there are times we
should be out there fighting in terms of what is different about our political parties, but this one is
something that we need to be unified on.
Mr J BULL (Sunbury) (15:43): I am very pleased to have the opportunity to contribute to debate
on this very important piece of legislation, the Education and Training Reform Amendment
(Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. It seems to be, Acting Speaker Couzens, that you
are always in the chair when I am contributing to a bill.
Ms Green: Dream team.
Mr J BULL: It is absolutely a dream team, member for Yan Yean. You must do a lot of chair duty,
so well done to you.
I am very proud to have the opportunity to contribute to this piece of legislation and very proud to stand
part of a government which places such a high value on the education of young people in this state. I
am incredibly proud to be part of a government that understands that early investment in growth, in
development and in opportunities for young people is fundamental to the quality and the outcomes of
their lives. It is for these reasons of course and for many others that this government has each and every
year continued to invest in education and continued to make Victoria the Education State. It is not just
a slogan but a whole range of investments right across many sectors to be able to provide those
opportunities to young people that they so rightly are entitled to. There are significant investments in
schools and in early learning. There are significant investments in TAFE to make sure that we are
continuing to provide those opportunities—the training, the teaching and the learning—to make sure
that we are getting the best for young people. Whether it is high-quality classrooms, school facilities or
buildings that deliver world-class education, we are continuing to invest in teaching and learning, as I
mentioned. There are all of the other terrific programs and initiatives that are offered within schools,
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whether it is Doctors in Secondary Schools or whether it is breakfast clubs, eye tests, the rollout of
dental vans and a whole range of services that are going to do terrific things for our young people.
But, Acting Speaker Couzens, as you know and as members on all sides of the chamber know and
have identified this afternoon, there is little if not any point in providing all of these terrific projects,
all of these terrific initiatives and absolutely magnificent school buildings and facilities if our young
people are not safe. First and foremost for their education is making sure that our young people, our
students within schools, within the classroom environment, are safe, and this bill is fundamentally
important to student safety. An environment where young people have the opportunity to learn, to
grow and to thrive is a fundamental human right and fundamental to student wellbeing.
We know of course that schools within all of our communities are respected places, trusted places,
places where people go to drop their young people off each and every day to make sure they get the
best learning opportunities that can be provided. Unfortunately what we know, and what a number of
members have mentioned this afternoon, is that sometimes that trust can be ruined, and in that lives
shattered. This government, and indeed all governments, must act to ensure that students are protected
from harm and protected from those who wish to do them harm.
We know that most Victorian students attend school during the day and return home during the early
afternoon, but many students stay on campus and of course board at school. The law before the house
this afternoon needs to make sure that we are doing everything we can at every opportunity to ensure
student safety and to ensure that all of our schools, all of the institutions right across the state, are
following strict guidelines to ensure student safety. This bill is about ensuring that children will be
cared for appropriately in school accommodation. This is critically important.
As it stands, and as others have mentioned this afternoon, there is no authority that directly monitors
the compliance of onsite accommodation at boarding schools, and that is of course of great concern.
This bill amends the Education and Training Reform Act 2006 and establishes a framework for
registration and regulation of all school boarding premises that is consistent with the framework for
registration and regulation of schools in the Education and Training Reform Act. It clarifies the powers
of the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority to regulate compliance against the Victorian
child safe standards.
The bill does a range of things to make this change. It expands the powers of the authority to regulate
school boarding premises; it requires school boarding premises to be registered with the authority; it
enables regulations to prescribe minimum standards for registration of school boarding premises; and
it allows a person to make a complaint to the authority alleging that a provider of the school
accommodation service has failed to comply with the act, regulations, ministerial order or condition
of registration. It provides additional powers of entry for authorised officers to obtain information
relevant to the standards for registration of school accommodation premises and sets out a process for
reviewing the compliance of these school boarding premises with the prescribed minimum standards
for registration. It provides the authority with the necessary compliance and enforcement powers to
ensure that school boarding premises satisfy the prescribed minimum standards for registration, and
makes some minor and technical amendments to ensure consistency between the new provisions and
the equivalent provisions for schools.
There are a lot of words there indeed, but what is fundamentally important is student safety. It goes
back to that notion of making sure that we in this house as part of a government, and indeed all
members, have the determination, the will and the processes in place to make sure that when students
go to school, at any institution, at all times people conduct themselves in accordance with the law, and
that law needs to do everything it possibly can to ensure that the very best life opportunities, the very
best outcomes for people, are the focus of this government and this state. These amendments build on
work taking place within Victorian schools to ensure that the Victorian child safe standards are met, and
of course the child safe standards are part of the Child Wellbeing and Safety Act 2005, which aims to
strengthen existing approaches to preventing and responding to child abuse.
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A number of members have spoken quite at length about the Royal Commission into Institutional
Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, and I do note the member for Broadmeadows is in the house and the
member for Thomastown was here just a short time ago. The member for Caulfield I thought spoke
very well on this legislation as well, and of course so did the member for Mount Waverley. I want to
take this opportunity to thank all of the members that participated in the inquiry. Obviously this piece
of legislation is making true one of those recommendations—13.3—identifying boarding schools as
historically high-risk environments. When you think about it, this case may be quite clear: whether they
are places where children stay overnight, places where children are alone or vulnerable, or places where
more often than not these shameful, these dangerous, these despicable individuals prey on children.
That is not right, that is despicable, and this legislation I believe, and all members within this chamber
should believe, will go a long way to fixing what is a shameful and very disappointing, horrid act.
We need to ensure that compliance and protections are in place because when a student is in the care
of others, nothing is more important than their safety. Building the Education State and investing in
schools, school buildings and teaching and learning—and in all of those programs and initiatives that
I mentioned before—do wonderful things for the outcomes of Victorian students, and that is
fundamentally important, but what is most important is the safety of students.
I am really proud to be part of a government that in the last five years has made a record investment
in education in my electorate—over $50 million in five years—significantly changing the
opportunities and the outcomes for young people in the north-west in my community, and this has
been terrific work. I want to take the opportunity to thank the Minister for Education, the Deputy
Premier, and his office for the continuing and sustained investment in education in my area. I want to
continue to advocate strongly for schools in my community, but what is most important is that we as
a government face the reality and face the truths of some of these despicable acts that take place and
take the necessary action to protect the most vulnerable in our community. This legislation before the
house this afternoon I believe does that, and I very proudly commend the bill to the house.
Ms GREEN (Yan Yean) (15:53): It is with great pleasure that I follow the fabulous member for
Sunbury in joining the debate on the education and training bill that is before the house today.
In its final report, the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sex Abuse identified
and found that the proportion of children who informed the royal commission about sexual abuse in
boarding schools was relatively high, given that only a small proportion of schoolchildren go to
boarding school. The royal commission identified a number of situational factors placing boarding
school students at a higher risk of abuse, such as the closed nature of boarding schools; the power
imbalance between adults and children created by children’s dependence on adults to meet their needs;
the unsupervised contact with and level of authority over the children; and the prioritisation of
reputation over the risk of child sexual abuse.
The member for Sunbury acknowledged the work of the member for Broadmeadows and the member
for Thomastown, and I also do that in that I was in the Parliament when they were both part of that
very, very harrowing Victorian parliamentary committee. I think it is something that we can be very
proud of—that the Parliament had the courage to undertake that report—and I also want to commend
the Gillard government for undertaking and initiating the royal commission.
It was a terrible, terrible stain on this nation. For those of us who grew up in religious schools, like the
member for Broadmeadows and I did, it is something that is really haunting, because I know that I had
friends that were victims of that abuse. A friend of mine’s brother, Paul Tatchell, has been very public
about the abuse that he suffered at St Pat’s in Ballarat and then subsequently at Monivae in Hamilton.
As a 13-year-old boy he was terribly, terribly vulnerable. I think one of the pieces of evidence that I
found so telling and just so frightening as a parent was when he gave evidence that he had been locked
in a cupboard after having been abused by the brothers there at St Pat’s. He was asked by the
commissioners how he felt about being locked in a cupboard, and he said, ‘Well, I felt safe in the
cupboard’. He had been put in the cupboard because he had actually fought back. We owe a debt of
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gratitude to the relentless drive of victims like Paul Tatchell to not have that victimhood define them
but to be such a vocal part of the solution. I want to say again thank you to Paul. I had a number of
friends who do not walk this earth anymore because they suffered that abuse.
As it is a huge responsibility to stand in this place, it is actually a real privilege to be part of the
trajectory that is following the reforms, just ticking them off one by one. This is something that was
identified by the royal commission as a risk and it is really part of providing a decent regulatory
framework. I grew up in an era when kids were seen and not heard and you just could not question
what a teacher or what someone from a religious order did. I am glad that those times have changed,
but we cannot allow a situation where boarding schools and boarding houses are not regulated in the
same way that a school or a childcare centre or even existing school camps might be.
This bill sets up a regulatory regime that is not too onerous. It also sets up the ability for inspections
to occur. I really hope that the Catholic faith that I grew up in has learned its lesson. I visit all the
schools in my community, and I want to commend the principals and the leaders of the Catholic
schools, because when you go into a school now they want your working with children check number.
I am really glad to be able to give that, and I think that every parent would feel really safe—a lot
safer—that that is what occurs now. But we need to make sure that where children are in a vulnerable
situation, in an overnight situation there are regulations there that will protect them.
I have also seen some of the newer religions that are very closed. I have a school in my electorate that
you are not allowed to go into, and I really worry about how open some of those religious communities
are to ensuring that children are safe. With every school and every boarding environment to be regulated,
I think that for every parent, wherever they choose to send their child to school and whether it is in a
boarding environment or not, to know that there is a regime there is a really important step to take.
There are also penalties for not adhering to the legislation and the regulations that will come from this,
and I think it is just an example of a modern mode of governance and commitment to looking after
children and being the Education State. I know the member for Sunbury talked about the magnificent
investment that we have had in our school environments, particularly in the outer suburbs that he and
I represent.
I know most recently at Beveridge Primary School, the new campus in Ambrosia Way, and also
importantly the Ashley Park Primary School in Doreen, the most recently opened schools in my
community, the designers of the schools have been really proud of the way the toilet areas are designed
because they are really open, they respect the children’s privacy, but they are also designed in a way
so that the children can be protected from harm but also given support when they are using those
facilities if that should be necessary. So I think that building design is incredibly important and
regulation is incredibly important. Responding and facing up to the sins of the past are also incredibly
important, and I really want to congratulate the minister and staff who have worked on this bill and
also the public servants that have worked on this bill.
It is an incredibly difficult area of public policy, and the member for Broadmeadows is nodding
because of his work on this committee. It can be really stressful hearing some of the most awful and
harrowing stories that you are likely to hear, but I want to reassure the staff that have worked on this
bill—you really are on the side of the angels, because as stressful as it may have been in looking at the
reasons why these regulations are important you are doing a fantastic job in being part of the Education
State and part of providing the safest possible environment that we can for our children.
While I am on my feet I really want to thank every education professional in this state and the support
staff in schools—it has been an incredibly difficult time during the COVID-19 crisis to have had
children remote learning—and also the parents who have been involved in supervision of remote
learning. It has just been an amazing example of the way a system can respond quickly. I went to New
Orleans five years after the terrible hurricane that flooded that city, and I was told that there was a
whole cohort of students that missed a whole year of school after that disaster and also at the same
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time the state cut mental health services to those students. So you had students that were just not
supported and protected through a difficult time. I think that our students have been served very well
by the education professionals and leaders in this state and by their parents, and this bill before the
house just shows how much care is put into the support of our children and keeping them safe in this
state. Thank you to everyone that has worked on this bill, and I wish the bill a speedy passage and
commend it to the house.
Mr McGUIRE (Broadmeadows) (16:03): Betrayal of Trust revealed a cover-up that killed. The
investigation was into crime, not faith, but like the journey through Dante’s Inferno the deeper the
descent, the more horrific the suffering. As the deputy chair of that inquiry I had the privilege of tabling
the report in this house in 2013. I say that to mark the point that it was seven years ago.
It revealed wilful blindness, cultures of concealment and noble cause corruption—a misplaced sense
of loyalty to an institution above justice to individuals. Those revelations helped lead to the royal
commission that nationally echoed these themes, these findings and these revelations, and what is
critical is we are still fighting for justice today, as a number of other members have revealed in their
contributions.
I do want to pick up that the Attorney-General sent out a letter just in the last few days. To me, I
responded straightaway. It beggars belief that this is still being done, but the Attorney-General said
that she has written to institutions who have not signed up to the national redress scheme for
institutional sexual abuse. Without a commitment to sign up by 30 June—that is, two weeks from
today—institutions will be named and shamed and will risk their government funding.
After all that has been revealed, after all that we have found, I use this contribution to appeal to these
institutions: can you do the right thing finally? Do not be dragged kicking and screaming. Do not
continue to take a legalistic view to argue at every point. The case has clearly been established. I do
want to address what the Attorney-General said. She has written to these institutions and said:
As you may be aware, in my role as Attorney-General, I am also the Minister responsible for the National
Redress Scheme for Institutional Child Sexual Abuse … in Victoria.
I have been informed that your organisation has been named in one or more redress applications and that
while discussions have commenced with the Scheme Operator, your organisation has yet to join the Scheme.
The Victorian Government is strongly committed to justice for survivors. Our position is that every
organisation named in a redress application that has the capacity to join the Scheme should do so immediately.

And I totally endorse this proposition.
I am aware that the Commonwealth Government wrote to you requiring written confirmation of your
organisation’s intention to join the Scheme. Should you not provide that confirmation by 30 June—

that is in two weeks—
… or provide confirmation but not join …

the scheme by the end of this year
… your organisation will be publicly identified, and sanctions may be applied by relevant jurisdictions. This
may include changes to the charitable status of organisations.

So this is where we have gotten to, and it should not have gotten to this position. As the Attorney says:
The Victorian Government will no longer fund organisations that decide not to join the Scheme and eligibility
for future funding will also be contingent on named organisations meeting their redress obligations. Changes
are being made to Victorian funding instruments and guidelines to reflect this.

So there it is: still today the fight continues to get the organisations to deliver redress. We have heard
from the member for Caulfield and the member for Box Hill as well about the fight to actually have
scrutiny and accountability with the Malka Leifer case.
One of the critical issues was the betrayal of trust that each individual felt about institutions, and the
inquiry is one of the best things that this Parliament has done. We have had bipartisanship. We have
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had three premiers—Ted Baillieu, who instigated the inquiry, and he still continues outside the
Parliament in advocating and trying to get a resolution to the Malka Leifer case; Denis Napthine; and
the current Premier—and all they have done, and the attorneys-general, who have worked with them
to get the legislation through, and in this legislation today the Minister for Education.
I do want to acknowledge my colleagues on the Betrayal of Trust inquiry. Georgie Crozier in the upper
house was the chair. The member for Thomaston was fantastic. These are really important pieces of
work that we do as MPs, and I know, Deputy Speaker, you understand how difficult a lot of these
issues are. There was the member for Ferntree Gully; there was Andrea Coote in the upper house and
David O’Brien from the National Party. David has since appeared as an advocate before the Royal
Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse and continues in his legal work to try
and get justice as well. That is what this journey has been and that is what it has taken.
This issue has been across three parliaments, and I really want to let some of the MPs who have come
in in later parliaments be taken back to the day when we were able to table this report. Middle-aged
men wept with joy. Women silenced by unspeakable crimes since they were girls raised three cheers
for the Victorian Parliament in 2013 on the steps when I told them that survivors of child sexual abuse
had bipartisan support and we had secured that support to implement all recommendations. The
findings of the inquiry into the handling of child abuse by religious and other non-government
organisations had shown that heinous crimes were exposed, blighted lives acknowledged and remedies
agreed across the political divide, and again in today’s contributions I think that is really important for
people to hear. Victims abused physically, emotionally and sexually as innocent children felt
vindicated after summoning the fortitude as adults to testify. Survivors waved red balloons and hugged
each other during the rally of hope on the steps of the Victorian Parliament in recognition that after so
much suffering at the hands of institutions a measure of trust had finally been restored.
But the fight goes on, and we need to keep up the advocacy. From the government’s perspective it is
fantastic what the Andrews Labor government has done, right through a whole series and raft of
reforms. And it is great to have that not just bipartisan support but support across everybody in the
Parliament. To take you back to what it means—I was astounded and wrote an article about this on
11 January 2019 in the Australian newspaper, and what it said was:
Australia’s parliaments must enforce compensation to survivors of child sexual abuse. Revelations by The
Australian that only 28 abuse victims have been compensated under the $4 billion redress scheme, despite
2335 people applying, because key states and institutions have been slow to commit, are incredible.

We are still two weeks out from the deadline, and the Attorney-General in the state of Victoria is still
writing to them to say, ‘You’re going to be named and shamed if you don’t do the right thing’. The
article continues:
I write on behalf of a constituent still waiting, whose ordeal echoes across Australia and internationally.
Stephanie could not speak when she first came to the Victorian parliament. The enormity of bearing witness
to the physical, emotional and sexual abuse she suffered as a ward of the state was unbearable. Fearful and
overwhelmed … she regressed to her childhood self, the innocent girl shamed by her abuse and a misplaced
sense of guilt.

Remember, the victims were innocent. Their fortitude has been humbling in testifying. The survivors
were relying on Parliament to be the institution that would not fail them as so many others had. She
went through what had happened in her life, and I am glad to say that her set of circumstances has
been resolved. She has finally won that case. But I also find it remarkable that we are still to this day
arguing with institutions to sign up for the redress scheme.
It really is a measure of our humanity to be able to address this and to be able to bring the force of the
law, to keep the commitment up to bring people to justice and to give the people whose lives have been
blighted—and some, remember, could not outrun the shadow of their abuse—a better chance in life.
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (16:13): I am pleased to rise to speak on the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. Might I say that on a day
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like this when there is politics rife and there are all sorts of things happening it is incredible to see how
politicians and how this house particularly can come together and in a bipartisan way agree on a piece
of really important legislation. Today is only a reflection of what has gone on for a very long time, and
I came into this place in 2014, after the Betrayal of Trust report, when the Royal Commission into
Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse was still underway. I have learnt a great deal about the
institutional abuse of children during that time, and I would like to acknowledge the member for
Broadmeadows, who is just about to leave. I have seen his passion on this topic many times in this
place and it is an absolute credit to him and so many others who took up the cause and who ensured
that this went to a parliamentary committee, that the investigations were done, that the evidence was
heard and that people’s voices were heard. The outcomes of that I have seen on many occasions in this
place by way of what are just little bits of legislation. They are just amendments here, amendments
there, but they are part of an overall package that is bringing together a framework which we hope will
provide a level of protection to children throughout every aspect of their lives.
We have an absolute duty of care to protect children, and I think we all know that. I personally stand
here very passionate about trying to achieve some labelling on alcohol so that pregnant women can
understand the impact of what alcohol might do to their children. So it is from conception to adulthood
that we have to address the issues of child abuse and their protection. I have been around a lot longer
than many people in this place, and my husband has been the forensic paediatrician for northern
Victoria for probably 20 years, back in the 1980s and 90s, so conversations at our dinner table were
so often around his distress, their distress, the hospital’s distress, families’ distress—all the horror that
goes with child abuse that is just continuing today in so many environments.
But this piece of legislation, as I say, is part of a story. It is part of a recognition and a really important
step along the way. I recall watching the film Spotlight just a few years ago. Sometimes you will watch
a film like that and you will be so shocked and so affected by it even though you know it has been
happening, even though all that knowledge is in your head. It can be so very, very shocking to think
of the level of cover-up, the power, the manipulation that has occurred in our institutions over so many
years. In my family, we went to boarding school. I had five siblings and we all went to boarding school
because we lived out in western New South Wales. There was no school, so homeschooling, to me,
which people have been going through for the last three months, is no big deal at all. My sister was
homeschooled until year 8, when she was sent to boarding school, and my brother until grade 5. We
moved closer to a town when I was in about grade 3, so I only had those very early years of
homeschooling. But boarding school for us was a given because there were no secondary schools close
by. We were a farming family, and that is just what happened. How you got to go where you went or
how it all came about is a mystery still to me, but parents make these decisions for you.
I was sent to Kilbreda College in Mentone as a boarder for five years from the age of 11. I cannot say
it was an experience I liked, because I was homesick the whole time, but I made some great friends. I
often reflect upon the fact that while the nuns, the Brigidine Sisters, who ran that institution could get
pretty cranky with us at times, I never detected any sense of real abuse, so I was very lucky. On the
other hand so many of my friends had brothers at some of the other Catholic boarding schools, and
nothing was ever said during those years—no indication that abuse might have happened to them. But
what I have found out since is just horrendous. To think that I was in what seemed to be a safe
environment, as far as I know—that was my experience—but for a number of people I know the
experiences of their brothers in other institutions was truly horrendous.
One of the things I can say about being in a boarding school environment and being away from your
family and that protection and that confidence you have when you are in a family situation is that you
are really vulnerable, and so you do not really have anyone to complain to. You do not go home after
school. You cannot talk about what has happened in such a way that you might feel confident that you
will be heard. People have told me that they were not boarders, they were abused, they went home and
their parents did not believe them. They just could not believe that a priest or a brother would do such
a thing, so they were effectively shut down and had to live with that misery for quite a while—for a
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long time. Some of those are people who have subsequently come forward and given evidence and
shared their pain. For those people that must be the hardest, most amazing thing to do because of all
that repressed guilt, anger and shame that they were made to feel—that they were the ones who were
responsible.
It has been a wonderful journey just in recent years to see that we have been able to give voice to
people through the royal commission in particular. I just want to read what the letters patent tasked the
royal commission with, because it just bears having it in Hansard. That was to:
inquire into institutional responses to allegations and incidents of child sexual abuse and related matters …

and in carrying out that task it was directed to focus on the systemic issues, be informed by an
understanding of individual cases and make findings and recommendations to better protect children
against sexual abuse and alleviate the impact of abuse on children where it occurs. This legislation is
about paragraph 13.3 of the royal commission’s recommendations, and that recommendation says that:
School registration authorities should place particular emphasis on monitoring government and nongovernment boarding schools to ensure they meet the Child Safe Standards. Policy guidance and practical
support should be provided to …

those institutions.
That is what this bill does. I certainly support it, as does everyone else I have heard speak here today.
I do not think we can ever give up on this, because as I say, child abuse is rampant. Child abuse is
happening every day in our communities. It is happening in homes; it is happening in foster homes.
Deputy Speaker, I sat with you on the Family and Community Development Committee when we
looked into abuse in disability services. I think we all took away from that the horror of people who
prey on vulnerable people and how important it is that we give those people protection, and children
and people with disability fall into that very vulnerable category.
Again, it is important that recommendations from these committees are adhered to, are taken up, and
this is what we are doing here today. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr CHEESEMAN (South Barwon) (16:22): I rise to speak on the Education and Training Reform
Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. In reflecting on the components to
this bill my mind turned back to 1988, when my family migrated from the city of Christchurch in New
Zealand to Australia and we settled in the city of Ballarat. From 1988 effectively through to my late
20s I called Ballarat home, and indeed I have many friends and family that still live within that
community.
In reflecting on the journey that we have been on as a Parliament over successive premiers, as has been
highlighted by other contributions to this debate, I reflected on the evidence that was presented to the
royal commission and the substantial amount of work that had been done in the lead-up to that and
certainly post that in terms of child sexual abuse in that community of Ballarat, a community which I
love. In considering this and considering of course my own circumstances, my mind turned to a footy
club that I played for, the Buninyong footy club. The Buninyong football club had many players that
came from a very diverse cross-section of the Buninyong community. Many of those kids went to public
schools, like I did, but also many went to some of Ballarat’s very prestigious and elite private schools.
I know through my engagement with my colleagues and with the players that I played footy with, both
kids that were older than me and kids that were younger than me, that some of them had been subjected
to abuse by people in religious institutions and educational settings. Some of those people took their
lives, and they took their lives before they had the opportunity to seek redress for the profound violence
that they were subjected to in those religious institutions and the schools that they went to.
Very clearly the Victorian Parliament, over the last three terms, has identified the significant reforms
that need to be put in place, and of course the royal commission was a very, very important step in
shining a light on the power difference between these religious organisations, these very substantial
and prestigious schools, and the victims of child sexual abuse. This bill, as has been highlighted, really
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is just an important further step that this Parliament is undertaking to address that very, very significant
level of abuse that has happened.
My peers that I grew up with were educated effectively through the decades of the 1970s, the 80s and
the 90s. As has been identified through various legal proceedings, there are some schools in Ballarat
where an enormous percentage of the teachers and educators within those settings were responsible for
the most horrendous crimes and abuse of people. As has been quite correctly identified in a number of
contributions that I have had the privilege of hearing, often those kids would report what they had
experienced or endured at school and unfortunately their parents or those in leadership roles within
those schools or within those faith-based organisations either refused to accept what those children said
or, even worse in so many ways, put in place institutional responses that would deny those children the
opportunity to seek redress for the most horrendous crimes that one simply could imagine.
In reflecting on the contributions made by the member for Broadmeadows and indeed my colleagues
from across the Parliament that participated in that inquiry, my mind turns to the, I have no doubt,
significant pressure that was applied to those fine parliamentarians undertaking that fantastic and
important work, work that would have been tremendously difficult and emotional to hear, and the
pressure that may have been applied to them from some religious organisations to indeed make sure
that the findings were as suppressed and limited as possible.
Certainly on my behalf, and I have no doubt on behalf of many in this place, I would like to
acknowledge them and thank them, along of course with the royal commissioners and indeed many
ministers over a number of parliaments now who have followed up the findings, who have followed
up various government responses to them and have made the necessary legislative reforms that are
required to ensure that redress is delivered, that children are protected and that we do not see again the
abuse that many, many kids endured, particularly I think in the 1960s, the 70s and the 80s.
The reason why I reflect so much on this, particularly given that I grew up in Ballarat, is Ballarat in so
many ways was the epicentre of what occurred. That is not to say that other communities throughout
Victoria did not endure the most horrendous crimes being committed on their young children, but so
much of this abuse occurred in Ballarat through that period and so many of those kids that I played
footy with through that period took their lives in their 20s. We can only imagine what they may have
experienced at the hands of people that they trusted without having the opportunity to seek that redress,
to seek those amends and to ensure that those that were responsible for the most horrific crimes against
them were brought to punishment, were incarcerated and were identified for what they were, which
was paedophiles.
Mr TAK (Clarinda) (16:32): I am delighted to rise today to join with my colleague the member for
South Barwon. I thank him for sharing his own experience and the member for Shepparton for sharing
her personal experience. This is very important to hear, and this is a very important bill. Education is
such a huge part of the Clarinda electorate. The suburb of Clayton has one of the highest populations
of students in the state. Students are such a huge part of our community, so it is very important to me
and to so many of my constituents that we are working hard to ensure the safety and wellbeing of our
students and boarders.
I am glad to see this bill here today. The bill is really necessary for us. There are currently no
government regulators that directly monitor the compliance of school boarding premises with the
Victorian child safe standards. As we have heard, regulating of boarding schools for compliance with
the child safe standards was a recommendation of the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses
to Child Sexual Abuse. The royal commission identified boarding schools as a high-risk environment
for students. In Victoria some school boarding premises have been the site of historic cases of child
sexual abuse. I acknowledge the suffering of the victims of those cases, and I am proud to be here
today to take action to ensure the safety of our children and students.
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The overall objective of the bill is twofold. Firstly, the bill will establish a framework for legislation
and regulation of school boarding premises consistent with the framework of the legislation and
regulation of schools in the Education and Training Reform Act 2006. Secondly, the bill will clarify
the power of the Victorian Registration and Qualifications Authority (VRQA) to regulate school
boarding premises, including monitoring school boarding premises to ensure they comply with the
Victorian child safe standards in accordance with the ministerial order for managing the risks of child
abuse under the act. As we have heard, recommendation 13.3 of the royal commission states the
following, and I quote:
School registration authorities should place particular emphasis on monitoring government and
non-government boarding schools to ensure they meet the Child Safe Standards. Policy guidance and practical
support should be provided to all boarding schools to meet these standards, including advice on complaint
handling.

So the proposal for the VRQA to register and regulate school boarding premises will ensure the
Victorian government will acquit the recommendations of the royal commission, which is a really
important development.
Regarding the coverage, the registration requirement for school boarding premises will apply to all
schools including government, Catholic and independent schools. The bill defines ‘school boarding
premises’ as ‘a premises at which school boarding services are provided or intended to be provided by
a person for a fee or reward’. The definition excludes private residences, students staying with family
members, camps, hospital schools, respite care, homestay arrangements, and facilities that are already
regulated for compliance with the Victorian child safe standards.
Just on homestay arrangements, which are relevant to many of my constituents, I note that Victorian
schools that enrol overseas students to facilitate homestay arrangements are regulated by the VRQA
under the Education Services for Overseas Students Act 2000 and the Education and Training Reform
Act. These include ensuring that school enrolments of overseas students comply with the child safe
standards and meet the requirements related to care, welfare and accommodation, including under the
National Code of Practice for Providers of Education and Training to Overseas Students 2018 and
the VRQA school guidelines for international education. Regulation for homestay arrangements for
up to three students at a residence are separate to the current proposed reform, which is only related to
school boarding premises.
There has been extensive consultation into the development of this bill and there has been strong
in-principle support for the bill. School boarding premises, the Australian Boarding School
Association (ABSA), the Catholic Education Commission of Victoria and Independent Schools
Victoria were consulted in July and in December 2019 about the proposal of the VRQA to register
and to regulate school boarding premises. Schools in the sector were largely supportive of the proposal,
noting that they would support boarding schools to comply with child safe standards. During the
drafting of the bill and the associated communications with schools the department also consulted with
the VRQA, the Commission for Children and Young People and ABSA. Again, these stakeholders
expressed in-principle support for the proposal to regulate school boarding premises. So there was
very extensive consultation on boarding.
I would just like to quickly make some comments on compliance and enforcement, which I think is
very important. The bill provides the VRQA with the power to take action relating to the registration
of a school boarding premises for non-compliance with the minimum standard for registration. This
power includes imposing interim conditions on the registration of the premises before completing a
review; imposing conditions on the registration of the premises in other circumstances, including after
completing the review; and accepting an enforceable undertaking from the provider on any matter in
relation to which the VRQA has a power or function under the act to any matter related to
non-compliance with the prescribed minimum standard for the registration. So we can see here quite
an extensive range of power and enforcement measures which extend all the way to the suspending or
cancelling of registration, which is very important.
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Further to this, the maximum penalty for carrying on or conducting a school boarding premises without
a registration under the Education and Training Reform Act will be 10 penalty units, which aligns with
the existing offence and maximum penalties for carrying on or conducting a school without
registration. As we have heard, school boarding facilities are one of the highest risk environments for
child sexual abuse. I am proud that the Victorian government is moving quickly to ensure that children
are adequately protected in this environment. I would like to commend the bill to the house.
Ms WARD (Eltham) (16:40): I also rise in support of this legislation, the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. I have not heard all of the
contributions today, but what I do not think I have heard is anybody talk about a children’s book that
I loved dearly, which is The Naughtiest Girl in the School. As a child I loved that series; I loved Enid
Blyton. I know not everybody will agree with me on this, but I loved those books and I loved The
Naughtiest Girl in the School. I loved imagining what it would be like being in a boarding school,
being a bossy, independent girl—a bit like our Minister for Women, who is down here with me as
well. We like being bossy, independent women.
There is a terrific character in those stories and there are fantastic adventures—fantastic fun, learning
experiences and a safe environment. Throughout the challenges that the character Elizabeth
experiences in The Naughtiest Girl in the School she always feels safe. She also always feels
comfortable; she always knows that she has somewhere to go. In reading those books it never occurred
to me that a boarding school could actually be an unsafe place, that it could be somewhere where you
would be vulnerable. You anticipate as a child that there would be conflict between students, that kids
will have arguments as they do in The Naughtiest Girl in the School, but you do not as a child anticipate
an adult predator coming for you. You do not anticipate another child coming for you. You do not
anticipate, at boarding school when you are a child, being abused. It is the unfortunate findings of the
Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse that boarding schools are
actually one of the most vulnerable places for a child to be.
This legislation is important. It will increase the regulatory powers of the Victorian Registration and
Qualifications Authority to register and regulate school boarding premises. It will also enable
regulations to prescribe minimum standards for registration of school boarding premises and set out
the process for reviewing the compliance of school boarding premises. There are currently no
governing regulators that directly monitor the compliance of school boarding premises with the
Victorian child safe standards. This bill is not just important, it is actually really necessary that we
create a safe place for our kids to go to school. We have kids that are at school during the day. They
are safe. We have things in place to protect them, but not those children who are incredibly vulnerable,
as we now know, in boarding school, who do not necessarily have those adults around them that they
can go to to let them know when they do not feel safe.
Deputy Speaker, you have probably heard of the palm approach to child safety, where a child is asked
to identify five people that make them feel safe so that if one of those people lets them down, there are
another four people they can go to. Those kids are encouraged to think about adults in their lives,
whether it is parents, aunts, uncles, someone down the road, a teacher. When you are at boarding
school, having those five safe people to go to is actually quite limited. You might actually have only
one of those five people. Kids are encouraged to look at their palm and count those people off. And if
one of your people is a teacher but another safe person is a parent or the person down the road or is an
aunt or uncle, they are not there at boarding school with you. You have actually got nobody other than
your peers.
So to have legislation in place that not only helps children feel safe but protects them is incredibly,
incredibly important. The royal commission identified that boarding schools have got the highest level
of what is called situational risk. There are two elements that affect situational risk. There is the
opportunity to be alone with children where you are not seen—it is just you and the child. And the
opportunity to develop relationships with children, to have an emotional connection to a child which,
as we know, is something that predators are incredibly good at. They are very good at targeting
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vulnerable children and creating an attachment to a child where that child becomes emotionally
invested in them. And it is not just about trusting that adult; it is an emotional attachment.
We know that residential settings, which do include boarding schools, can give rise to greater
opportunities for the sexual abuse of children, and we can identify that these settings elevate the risk
also of child-to-child abuse given the varied age levels and the lack of traditional trusted parental
protection and given that you could be in shared bedrooms and you could be in corridors where there
are bedrooms coming off them. You do not have that oversight, if you like. You do not have the same
as you would have in a domestic setting where you have got Mum and Dad at home—where you have
got limited access, for want of a better way of phrasing it.
So a bill that will address this—that speaks to the royal commission, accepts the recommendations,
accepts what has been found, has acted on those recommendations and looked at a way to help children
in boarding schools be safer—is legislation that I am very happy to support. I commend the
government for the work that it has done in education. I commend the government for the work it has
done in keeping vulnerable people, including children, including women, safe.
I also would like to take the opportunity to talk about the phenomenal work that has gone into my own
local schools. While I do not have a boarding school per se in my electorate—I know Eltham College
can at times have kids who do stay on site—we do have schools that actually take this issue quite
seriously and that do their best to look after their kids, do their best to reject predatory behaviour and
do their best to look after kids who are being bullied or experiencing disadvantage in the home. I really
want to give a shout-out for the amount of work that my local schools, my school community, the
teachers, the principals, the parents and the kids have put in over the last few months. They have been
phenomenal. The amount of work that teachers had to put in to get themselves prepared to do remote
learning—I know firsthand, Deputy Speaker; as you would know, I live with a teacher. The amount
of work that he put in, and I know thousands of teachers put in, to make sure that they had everything
ready when kids switched on their computers, their devices, opened up a photocopied folder—
whatever method they had to do their remote learning—was a phenomenal effort.
So while we are talking about the fears that we have around boarding schools, and we know that kids
in boarding schools are vulnerable, it is important to note that the teaching staff in those schools do an
amazing job—that those teachers are there in the best interests of children. They are there to look after
kids, they are there to teach kids, they are there to nurture kids and they are there to help kids be the
best kids they can be. It is so heartbreaking when you come across somebody who has breached that
trust that teachers have with children—someone who has let children down, who has let their
community down and who has let parents down by not acting in the best interests of the child but who
has actually been incredibly selfish and horrendous in acting in their own self-interest, hurting those
kids so deeply.
We know that this is not every school. We know that this is not every person in an educational setting.
We know that our teachers have worked incredibly hard. We know that they are good people. We
know that their support staff are good people. We know that—whether it is the person answering the
phone at the front desk and helping sort out the kid who has forgotten their lunch or has wet their pants
or has forgotten a book or is having a meltdown because they have got school-assessed coursework
coming and they do not know what to do—there are tremendous people in our schools who are there
to support our kids, who are there to support the parents, who are there to be a part of their community
and who are invested in their community.
But we cannot rest at that. We cannot accept that there are only tremendous people in our schools; we
have to also accept that there are some bad people who will come into our schools, that there are some
bad people who will come into the lives of children, that there are bad people who do actually need to
be prevented from coming anywhere near our kids as much as possible and that we need to have
frameworks that prevent that from happening.
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That is what this legislation does. It is good legislation. It is again this government creating good
legislation which speaks to the heart of the things that matter to the people in this state, which is looking
after people, which is protecting people, which is giving people opportunities, and by kids having a
safe educational environment they actually do have opportunities. This is at the core of this
government—to create opportunities for as many Victorians as possible. I commend this legislation.
Ms HALFPENNY (Thomastown) (16:50): I also rise to speak in support of the Education and
Training Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) 2020. I have to say that when
considering whether I would speak on this bill I was in two minds. I was a member, along with the
member for Broadmeadows and the member for Ferntree Gully on the other side of the chamber and
the upper house members as well, of the committee inquiring into child abuse in organisations in
Victoria. When you are talking about the product of some of these inquiries, whether it is the Betrayal
of Trust inquiry or the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse, it does
bring back memories of the most awful, horrible, cruel stories that we heard from survivors of child
abuse. Of course everybody I think is changed from listening to those accounts of what happened to
children, and whilst it might have changed those who listened, that were on the inquiries, you cannot
even imagine how it must have changed the survivors in terms of their lives, where they were heading
and where they ended up.
I just want to thank all survivors and their families who have contributed, spoken up and campaigned
to shine a light on the criminal abuse of children, particularly within organisations that were supposed
to nurture, care for and protect children. Whether it is in an educational setting or whether it is in a
religious setting such as church, these awful, terrible practices can never really be said to be gone for
good. That is why of course we have to have the strongest legislation to ensure that we protect children
in all ways and to ensure that these terrible things do not happen again.
In thanking the survivors and their families I would also like to comment that we heard evidence from
a number of adults now who were abused when they were children. It is a lifelong thing. It is not
historic abuse; it is very real right now, as it was then. We heard stories of young children, young
adults even in some cases, that were really excelling academically or in sports and athletics, and this
of course all came crashing down because of the horrendous and horrific abuse that they suffered at
the hands of adults.
The Betrayal of Trust report was brought down about seven years ago and the royal commission gave
its final report I think in 2017. This was a number of years ago. It is good to show that we have not
forgotten, that we have continued to listen to survivors and their families and that the legislative reform
is continuing. I think the legislative reform is probably to be seen in about three different areas. One is
in the reform of criminal laws to ensure that more people are tried, found properly guilty and go to jail.
That was I guess the first tranche of legislative change that we saw. Then of course there was reform
to the civil courts to ensure that survivors and their families could take action against perpetrators of
these criminal acts against children. And then I guess the third area which we are talking about today
is the preventative side, legislation that looks at preventing organisations or people working for or in
organisations from abusing children—and this is where this goes.
One of the areas which I think we can say this legislation is talking about is trying to minimise or
prevent situational risk. That can be done of course through better vetting of those adults that work in
these organisations or have contact with children in organisations such as boarding schools. It could
also be through ensuring that there is regulation and tight control over the way an organisation
operates, such as, in this case, boarding schools. While there has been a lot of reform and a lot of
legislation passed in this chamber over a number of years around reforming the educational setting,
there had not been until now a lot looking at boarding schools and how they ought to operate.
So this legislation will now ensure that there is a proper regulatory framework. In a sense it is creating
the mechanism by which regulations can be introduced or implemented to ensure that boarding schools
are safer places for children, which is what society would expect and parents would expect, because
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again, as I said, we can never think that the threat of abuse of children will ever go away. It is everpresent in a sense, and we need to make sure that we are protecting children. I must say I know some,
in particular religious leaders have seemed to suggest, ‘Oh, no, that was in the past, and we won’t do
that again; we’ve learned from that’. But really that is not the way to make sure that we have the
strongest protections to ensure our children are kept safe.
This bill talks about regulating school boarding premises, so it will increase the protection of Victorian
children in school boarding premises by ensuring the Victorian child safe standards and other
prescribed minimum standards for the registration are satisfied in such premises. It also will ensure, in
line with recommendations from the royal commission, that school registration authorities put
particular emphasis on monitoring government and non-government boarding schools to ensure they
meet child safe standards.
Of course this bill also expands the powers of the regulatory body to regulate school boarding
premises. It requires school boarding premises to be registered and ensures that there will be
regulations to prescribe minimum standards of registration for school boarding premises. It also sets
out the processes for reviewing the compliance of school boarding premises with the prescribed
minimum standards for registration.
These things, I guess, are the overall aspect of the legislation and the intent, but of course there will be
further work on actually implementing the step-by-step, bit-by-bit, intricate regulations about how
things ought to be monitored and regulated within those school settings. This is a piece of legislation
that continues the process of making our children safe, to ensure that organisations, whether
educational or otherwise, have the strictest standards within them to ensure that we do not see any
other children’s lives ruined as a result of the most terrible abuse of power—that is, the criminal abuse
of children.
Ms SPENCE (Yuroke—Minister for Community Sport, Minister for Youth, Minister for
Multicultural Affairs) (16:59): I am pleased to rise today to speak on the Education and Training
Reform Amendment (Regulation of Student Accommodation) Bill 2020. As the Minister for Youth I
feel compelled to add my voice to the contributions on this bill. I am very pleased that those opposite
have noted that they will be supporting this bill, a bill that will go towards securing the safety of our
children.
As a mother, I can attest to the fact that there is simply nothing more important. When a parent entrusts
their child into the care of another they should have the utmost confidence that those responsible will
protect that child from harm. That goes for friends and family, that goes for babysitters, that goes for
childcare workers and that certainly goes for teachers and other school staff. It is utterly unimaginable
to me that someone would wish harm to a child, and child sexual abuse is an evil violation of the rights
of the most vulnerable people in our community. It is an exploitation of the trust that children and
young people so naturally place in adults, and when it happens children are forced to carry the trauma
of abuse with them for ever. It cannot be undone, and it can have lifelong consequences. Our
institutions have an obligation to act hastily as soon as there is the slightest suggestion that child sexual
abuse could be occurring under their watch.
That is why in November 2012 the then Prime Minister, the Honourable Julia Gillard, MP, announced
the establishment of the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to Child Sexual Abuse. After
a five-year inquiry the final report was handed down in December 2017, and now it is on us—
governments and institutions across the country—to implement the recommendations from the royal
commission and to do everything we possibly can to ensure that we are responding to child sexual
abuse swiftly and appropriately.
The findings of the royal commission identify that children in boarding schools are over-represented
in reports of sexual abuse and that this is due to a number of factors which place boarders at a higher
risk than their day student peers, like power imbalances between adults and dependent children and
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unsupervised contact between school staff and students in the close confines of boarding schools.
History has shone a light on the prioritisation of institutional reputation over the rights and safety of
children. Unlike students who attend day school, boarders live on campus and rely heavily on school
staff to meet their needs throughout the school year. While educators and other staff in Victoria’s
boarding school community should be commended for the tremendous work they do every day to
nurture the minds of our young ones and keep them safe, there must also be protections put in place
to safeguard against any abuse of power by those in positions of authority, because these actions can
result in a lifetime of grief and trauma for victims. Our laws should ensure that every school student
is equally as safe as their peers, whether they live at home or in school-based accommodation.
This bill addresses recommendation 13.3 of the royal commission, which stipulates that school
registration authorities should monitor government and non-government boarding schools to ensure
they meet child safe standards. It seems a simple thing to do. After all, child safe standards are applied
to all organisations in Victoria that provide services for children to ensure their safety is promoted,
that child abuse is prevented and that any allegations of child abuse are properly responded to. The
problem is the framework for the registration and regulation of schools does not yet apply to boarding
premises, because school boarding facilities do not strictly fit within the current definition of school
in the Education and Training Reform Act 2006. That means the powers of the Victorian Registration
and Qualifications Authority, who regulate compliance with the Victorian child safe standards, are
unclear in the context of school boarding premises. Therefore there are currently no government
regulators that directly monitor the compliance of school boarding premises with the child safe
standards, and this bill seeks to change that, because protecting children and promoting their safety is
everyone’s business. It is incumbent on governments to put in place laws and structures that ensure
children are protected.
This bill will establish a framework to ensure boarding premises are registered and regulated in line
with schools in the education and training format. Hence it will clarify the powers in the Victorian
Registration and Qualifications Authority to regulate school boarding premises by ensuring that child
safe standards and other prescribed minimum standards for registrations are satisfied. The bill applies
to any premises whereby accommodation services are provided at a cost to enable a person to enrol in
a registered school and therefore excludes private residencies, camps, hospitals, schools, respite care,
homestays and facilities that already comply with child safe standards. It will establish an offence with
a maximum penalty of 10 penalty units for anyone who oversees an unregistered school boarding
premises.
This is what must be done to ensure that school boarding premises are as safe for our children as day
schools, because every parent should have full confidence that when they send their child to school
they will be kept from harm’s way no matter the circumstances. This government believes and
supports survivors of child abuse. The royal commission heard the personal accounts of over
9000 people over five years, and their stories will not have been told in vain. We have made a promise
to each and every one of them and their families that we will do all that we can to prevent abuse from
occurring and that where it does we will respond to allegations quickly and appropriately.
This legislation is another step towards fulfilling this promise. Improving child safe approaches in
institutions will reduce the risk of child sexual abuse. We are plugging the gaps wherever child safety
standards do not currently apply, such as in school boarding facilities. Boarders deserve to be safe
from sexual abuse just like their day student peers, just like every child and every person at every point
in the life.
I want to commend the previous speakers on this bill who have spoken about the horrors of child
abuse, the Betrayal of Trust inquiry and the royal commission. And of course I would like to commend
the Minister for Education for bringing in this bill to fill yet another important gap in protecting
children and responding to the recommendations of the royal commission. With those few words, I
commend the bill to the house.
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Ms WILLIAMS (Dandenong—Minister for Prevention of Family Violence, Minister for Women,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) (17:07): I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
Ordered that debate be adjourned until later this day.
JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (DRUG COURT AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2020
Second reading
Debate resumed on motion of Ms HENNESSY:
That this bill be now read a second time.

Government amendments circulated by Ms HENNESSY under standing orders.
Mr SOUTHWICK (Caulfield) (17:08): I rise to speak on the Justice Legislation Amendment
(Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. In making some opening remarks, I say that drugs are a
real problem in our community, there is no question. If you look at our prison system, we have just far
too many people that are caught up in a whole range of offences, but largely drugs play a role. Some
people are in prison specifically on a drug charge, but many are in for a whole range of other charges.
In our prison system we see drugs being a key element of why people end up in jail and unfortunately
in situations of their having a life of crime. It is important for us to be looking at everything we can do
to ensure that people do not turn to drugs in the first place, such as early intervention programs to
ensure that people’s wellbeing is looked after. If you look at the issues of rising homelessness,
unemployment, mental health issues, there are a whole range of things that we need to be addressing
when it comes to the issues that ultimately will have many people turning to drugs.
I note the Minister for Corrections is in the house. The minister and I were involved in an inquiry into
the supply and use of methamphetamines and ice a number of years ago, back in 2014. It was an
interesting time because it gave us an opportunity to really look particularly at the issue of the
methamphetamine ice. We were one of the first jurisdictions to actually undergo that kind of inquiry,
and we undertook some very important work, with a whole range of recommendations that we
proposed. Unfortunately the problems continue to grow, and we are seeing the results of that in terms
of increasing crime, increasing incarceration and a lot of people’s lives being turned upside down as a
consequence. We have seen situations where people that have been drug affected have turned to
violence, including family violence and including in many cases huge assault and in some cases death,
tragic death. Certainly I have had situations where people have come to my office and spoken to me
of being a victim—and they have been at the other end of it. I have also had families that have come
to me that have had their children exposed to it, and unfortunately it has turned the lives of those
families, and obviously of those individuals, upside down.
The bill today is to look specifically at the Drug Court—expanding the Drug Court from the
Magistrates Court to the County Court and ensuring that there are additional service provisions for
that. The reason why I mentioned the inquiry that the corrections minister and I were involved in back
in 2014 is that we got to visit the Drug Court back then in Dandenong and we got to meet Tony
Parsons, who was involved in running the Drug Court. Meeting Tony Parsons and seeing the work
that he was doing was really interesting. In fact it prompted me to go back and spend more time in that
court and see what was actually being done. I think Tony Parsons has been at this for 17 or maybe
close to 20 years—he has been involved in this work. He adopted an approach, and there are other
jurisdictions around the world doing something similar, which is a carrot-and-stick approach. It is
about trying to support those that are doing the right thing, and where there are situations where
someone may be doing the wrong thing, then of course that is when they get consequences.
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It is interesting looking at some of the clients that went before that particular court, knowing that it
was expanded. Tony Parsons then went on to set up the Melbourne Drug Court. As to the kinds of
clients that end up before some of these courts, many are low-level offenders. Many of them are in
situations where because of a whole range of other issues that have been going on in their lives, the
way that we may operate on a day-to-day basis is very different to the way that they operate. For many
of them, even keeping a diary to attend an appointment is pretty hard. We saw people that had not
attended their doctor or the police station or had missed appointments and what have you. You could
see that those things, which we see as pretty basic, they saw as quite difficult.
Part of the work that Tony Parsons was doing was really trying to ensure that people work to get their
life on track—to give them a reward when they work or are able to do things as basic as attending
appointments, to give them praise. Many of the people that have ended up in these courts have not
received that. A lot of that encouragement is really important, because it is about trying to change and
get those people onto the right path from the wrong path. I am certainly very supportive of what we
need to do in the early intervention stuff; I always have been. I have done a lot of work dealing with
homelessness and the long-term unemployed. It is a strong passion of mine, having worked with
Ardoch youth foundation for a number of years and having been the president there for a few years.
This kind of stuff is really important. If you can get it early and if you change people’s lives early, then
I think that is where we need to be.
But I want to make a distinction today between those that get caught up in drugs and those that are
vulnerable, whether it be through their circumstances, through their upbringing, through homelessness
or through mental health, and have ended up down the wrong path, and what we need to do to support
them to get back on the right path, and those people that I would term predators, those people that prey
on the vulnerable, those people that profit from the vulnerable—drug dealers, those people that really
make a life of crime. I think we have got to make a differentiation about it. We need to tackle the
causes. We need to go hard on the causes of crime, and we need to look at those people that make a
life of crime and prey on the vulnerable and say there need to be consequences. That is where I think
there is a slight difference in where we on this side sit and where the government may sit in terms of
that consequence element. For me, it is what we need to do to reduce the supply.
We are seeing the government trying to bring laws in around firearm protection orders to try and take
guns out of the hands of bikies and what have you. There have been attempts made, but unfortunately
we are not seeing the results on the ground. When you have got bikies, when you have got bad guys
that are out there and that are doing the wrong thing, there need to be consequences and we need to go
tough and hard on them. That is why today, under standing orders, I wish to advise of house
amendments to this bill, which will be around ensuring we differentiate between those that are tough
in tackling people and those that are not. So I advise of house amendments to this bill and request them
to be circulated.
Opposition amendments circulated by Mr SOUTHWICK under standing orders.
Mr SOUTHWICK: Where we have no issue is in terms of this Drug Court being expanded into
the County Court and looking at how we can help those that really are the most vulnerable and need
the support, and that is where I want to make the differentiation. What our amendments are proposing
here is that we believe that this additional level of assistance, rehabilitation and support that is really
needed for the vulnerable should exclude offenders guilty of drug manufacturing and trafficking and/or
related offences such as possession of a precursor chemical from being eligible for the County Court
drug and alcohol therapeutic order program—the DATO, as we call it.
The reason we are separating those is that the bill currently proposes the offences eligible for the
program and excludes those guilty of sexual and serious and violent offending, including offences of
actual bodily harm, aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking. So the bill already excludes
a number of serious offenders, and we accept that. We accept that there must be a differentiation
between serious crime and, if you like, petty crime and those that are more vulnerable being caught
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up in crime, but where we believe the bill does not go far enough is we need to actually be excluding
the drug traffickers, because it is the drug traffickers that are preying on the most vulnerable. It is the
drug traffickers that are trying to make a buck out of crime, and therefore we believe it is important
that it is those drug traffickers that are the problem and that we need to be tackling if we want a solution
to reducing drug supply in our state and reducing the amount of people being caught up in drugs.
Supply, as we learned in our inquiry back in 2014, is a really important part of the solution. Cutting
supply is a key component. If drugs are plentiful, then of course drugs will, because of cost and a
whole range of things, be available to a whole range of people in an easier way. If there are less drugs
in the market, if there are less drugs available, you have got a chance of reducing them. There is a
supply issue and there is also a demand issue, and you have got to tackle both.
We have got these traffickers that deliberately are preying on the vulnerable, and I will give you an
example. We saw in our inquiry that a lot of these traffickers were almost running an Amway-type
service, where they would go to, say, Indigenous communities and they would prey on an Indigenous
individual. They would provide them with drugs, and they would say to them, ‘We will provide you
free drugs if you can then go out there and provide into a circle or a group, a network, provide drugs
to that cohort of people’. It is a very clever strategy that these traffickers are employing, because it
limits the amount of people to whom they are responsible to smaller groups, smaller clusters, rather
than having a big network. And it makes it harder for police to prosecute those individuals, because
you have got a flat structure rather than a top-down approach in terms of that structure.
Well, those people that are out there that are pushing those drugs, that are trafficking those drugs, that
are preying on those who are vulnerable should not be involved in this program. We believe they
should be excluded from this program. We believe it is a fair and reasonable amendment and we would
ask the government to support this amendment. We believe it is an amendment that does differentiate
between those that deal with serious crime, those that actually are the ones that are providing the
product into the market and those that are the ones that are being preyed on by those individuals. That
in a nutshell is what we are looking at and why we are looking at making changes to this particular
bill, and we believe it is very important.
It is very, very important to ensure that we have programs that are properly available, as I said. It is
also important to ensure that the programs are available throughout the state, particularly in regional
Victoria and other places where we find more and more people are being caught up in drugs; more
and more people are having issues and not being able to get the necessary help. That was something
that was also pointed out in our inquiry. There is a cry for help, particularly throughout regional
Victoria, from people that are really suffering not being able to get this support and not being able to
get the help. You will find the situation around homelessness, which is continuing to grow, again is an
issue in terms of regional Victoria. Many of those people are coming into Melbourne to, again, find
help, find assistance. It is a real problem, and there have not been solutions. There has not been work
done. The government has not provided the solutions.
I draw your attention to an issue locally in my electorate. On 13 December 2019 we had a facility
which some may have known at some point in time as the Daily Planet. The Daily Planet was closed
and was turned—
A member interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK: I will not take up that interjection.
Mr T Bull: Where are you going with this, mate?
Mr SOUTHWICK: Well, that was closed, and it was closed ironically because I do not think they
could make a buck. God knows how or what or what they were on about, but it changed from that
business to the Wellbeing Planet. The Wellbeing Planet was about rehabilitating people on drugs.
They used a very interesting business model. Apparently it was very, very expensive to go there and
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undertake a rehabilitation program—I am told thousands of dollars a week to attend their rehabilitation
program. It was only evident back in December 2019 that one of the reasons it was so expensive was
not only were you getting your rehabilitation but you were getting your product as well. Later that
facility was busted for manufacturing and supplying drugs out of the facility.
So here you have what was meant to be a legitimate facility to provide rehabilitation to those people
that are the most vulnerable, and they were supplying product. So it was literally a drive-through with
the lot where you would go in and upstairs they were manufacturing, and you had people downstairs
that were effectively purchasing. It showed the real failure where we did not have—and we still have
gaps in terms of having—proper regulation about who is providing this kind of rehabilitation.
The issue with anything is we need to ensure that there is a fair market, and in many cases—and I have
been on record many, many times to say that—the private sector can absolutely provide a whole range
of things in terms of a competitive product and ultimately being able to provide good services into the
market. But you need proper systems and regulations, and in this instance there was a complete failure.
There were not systems and there were not regulations, and we saw that in this particular instance the
courts were bailing people into the Wellbeing Planet. The courts were bailing people into a program
in which they were being pushed drugs, and that is where we need to get things right. That is where it
is all very well to have drug courts and it is all very well to have rehabilitation, which I support, but let
us ensure that we have the systems right, let us ensure we have the support right and let us ensure that
the vulnerable are being properly looked after—and in this instance that was not the case.
We have seen reports only in the last week or so around the government opening up a new injecting
room, and that facility would be near the markets in the city. I just want to put a number of facts on
the record today because I think it is very, very important. It is about, really, consultation. It is an issue
in terms of this government lacking transparency and consultation in the work that they have done.
Again I have raised this many, many times. It is all very well for you to go out and have some ideas
and some policies, but you need to consult and you need to talk to people—when you have the Lord
Mayor, Sally Capp, calling for an urgent briefing from the government about an injecting room
proposal after it was announced. Now, here is somebody that has been fairly sympathetic in terms of
her views in this area, but the fact that the government would go and raise an issue, launch a program
and launch a location for an injecting room before it even consults with the council in which that
injecting room is going to be located is a complete disgrace. What we have seen is the facility in
Richmond where we have seen spikes in crime around the area, local residents having their lives turned
upside down and issues and question marks around the location of the facility.
Now, I went to a media doorstop when this was announced on Friday a fortnight ago with Georgie
Crozier, our shadow health minister in the other place. We had raised some of the issues and concerns
about, for me anyway, launching a proposal to set up a second facility when the first one had not
finished its trial and you have not got the first one right. It is effectively like setting up a second
business when the first one is struggling to get customers through the door. You would think that you
would spend your money getting your first business right before the second one starts. The government
has announced millions of dollars on upgrading infrastructure and on upgrading Richmond and at the
same time is opening up a second facility. I would have thought you would spend the money upgrading
so your first facility is right. You see whether that helps reduce crime and reduce some of the issues
that they have had in terms of violence and getting the system right; you evaluate that and then open
up the second system. But that is obviously not what they have done.
When I went to that doorstop and I was raising some of the issues there was an Indigenous woman
that was standing behind us. Obviously it is a very heated situation. There are some people that are
supportive, and there are many that are against that facility. There was an Indigenous woman that was
there, and it would be fair to say that she was dealing with a whole range of issues herself. She said
something which gobsmacked me and a number of the people there, because I thought she would
actually be one of the champions of and want that facility. Her comment was, ‘How stupid’. She said,
‘In my limited education, and it isn’t much, how stupid is it that a government would locate a facility
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like this next to a school?’. This was from somebody that I had thought would be frequenting that
centre and somebody that would be a user getting some help, but even she saw that as being a bad call
by the government in terms of where they have located this facility. The same has applied in the second
facility in the city—a tourism location; lots of business. It is effectively Melbourne’s showcase and
focal point in terms of tourism and events. Again, there has been no consultation. The government
needs to be focused on getting things right.
I draw a comparison with the way the injecting room is being run in Kings Cross. When it was set up
in New South Wales there was a focus on police being right at the centre and at the heart. In fact the
acts of Parliament under which the drug injecting room sits in New South Wales are health and police
acts. So it has a police response as much as it has a health response. Their work and certainly the results
that they are getting have been very good because they have worked hand in hand with the police on
this. I draw your attention to the comments of the head of the Police Association Victoria, Wayne Gatt,
who said:
I’m not sure that anyone had consulted with members in the North Melbourne area …

or the police in North Melbourne.
I would be very surprised if anybody has, in any way, consulted with residents.
…
We saw a notable increase in crime in the immediate vicinity of that operating centre in the Richmond area.
We agree there was a lack of amenity in that area, and we heard very much from the local residents who said
it had quite a negative impact on their use of their local community.

Mr Gatt said the area of the CBD earmarked for the injecting room does not have higher instances of
drug use than other parts of the city. He said:
It’s of no greater frequency in their (local police) view … why you would choose that area over any other is
a loss to me.

When you have got a lord mayor and you have got the police association that are being pretty much
kept in the dark, when you have got the police association that have been calling for more support
around this and saying that they are really struggling to deal with these things and when you have had
situations where people that are contractors within the Richmond facility are busted selling drugs—
when you have that situation, it clearly shows there is a failure within that facility.
Again what we have is a government that is very quick to give a press release. They are very quick to
go out there and talk up what they may or may not want to be doing, but they are very weak on
substance, and that is a concern. We all want to help the most vulnerable. We all want to ensure that
we get people off a life of drugs and off a life of crime. We want to be able to reduce the prison system
in terms of the numbers that we are seeing. We have no problems with that, and we need to be doing
that. But I ask: what are we going to do in terms of ensuring that these programs and systems work?
I draw your attention to just my final concerns, and they are around some of the costs of these things.
I know that costs may not appear to be an issue for many—
A member interjected.
Mr SOUTHWICK: I will not take up that interjection, tempting as it may be. The opposition talk
about some of the savings. The Premier said the cost of keeping somebody in jail is about $250 000 a
year; I was told it was $120 000 to $130 000. We can keep up with what the Premier’s numbers are, at
$250 000. If it is that much, then I think Victoria has got a real concern in terms of already being the
most expensive state in the nation in terms of running our prison system. We are double that if anyone
believes the Premier, but after this week who could believe the Premier in whatever he has to say?
On this we do need to look at the costs, and we need to look at the fact that when KPMG did their
report a while back there was a significantly lower cost to be able to run things than the way things
seem to be at the moment. I just would be asking the government to ensure that we look at the way

BILLS
1724

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 16 June 2020

these things are being run. You will get no argument from me in terms of if there is an option for
keeping people out of prison and getting them off a life of crime—that is something that I absolutely
support, no issue at all. But we cannot just have an open chequebook for these things. We have got to
look at the way we run these things and the way we fund these things, and we have got to ensure that
we can roll this out to other areas and that we can support other areas. But we have got to make sure
that it is cost effective, and that is the concern that I have at the moment.
I am just going through my notes here and trying to find some of those examples. What we are seeing
is that, as I say, the KPMG report shows a 31 per cent lower reoffending rate in the first 12 months.
The apparently nearly 55 per cent increase in cost profile has been administrated through drug
expansion, so we have seen quite an increase in terms of what the cost was. In 2017, when the
Melbourne Drug Court was established, funding of $32 million was announced. There was an
estimated cost of $188 000 per offender. While $35 million has been announced for expansion of the
Drug Court in Ballarat and Shepparton—a pilot for the County Court—with an estimated
120 additional offenders, this is estimated per offender to cost $291 000. In terms of the expansion,
we have gone from $188 000 to $291 000, which is a 54.9 per cent increase, and a forecast additional
120 offenders for the current County Court pilot is what we are looking at. The question is: how much
is this going to cost?
We have seen the cost increase. We have seen it increase from what the initial projected costs were.
Again, it is important to do these things, but ultimately we have got to get it right, we have got to get
them properly funded and we have got to ensure that we are serious—it is no use starting something
if you cannot follow through and have it properly funded to the end, because then it becomes just a
pilot that switches onto something else. The pilots need to work, the pilots need to be self-sustaining
and the pilots need to be cost effective. As I say, we have got to differentiate between serious crime
and those people that are preyed on by the vulnerable. Our amendments should be supported by the
government if they are serious. These amendments are effectively taking those perpetrators that prey
on the vulnerable and prey on drug users and ensuring they should not be allowed to partake in this
program. They should be excluded from this program, and they should be locked up.
Ms HUTCHINS (Sydenham) (17:39): I am very pleased to rise in the house this evening to talk
about the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. This bill and its
amendments speak volumes about the values and the policy of this progressive Labor government.
The most successful and significant work has been done through our Drug Courts here in Victoria.
Our Drug Courts facilitate a therapeutic approach to the sentencing of offenders and the complex needs
associated with drug and alcohol dependency.
Now, the Attorney-General a little earlier put to the house some house amendments, and I would just
like to make some comments about these minor house amendments to the bill since they have already
been introduced. Basically these are to delay the commencement of the date of the bill from 17 March
2021 to 26 April 2021 to avoid duplication of provisions of the COVID-19 Omnibus (Emergency
Measures) Act 2020 relating to appointments to the Youth Parole Board, which expire on 25 April
2021. As there is an overlap with the emergency COVID-19 legislation, the house amendments
prevent the period of overlap by delaying the commencement of the bill until after the COVID act is
sunset, so the delay will not have any negative consequences for other reforms in this bill. Further
house amendments relate to the Drug Court and the parties who must be notified before certain
hearings are held in the Drug Court. Currently it is drafted so that the notice must be given to the
offender, informant or police prosecutor and a prescribed person; the bill mistakenly contains the word
‘or’ instead of ‘and’, and this amendment clears that up.
Of course we have seen a number of amendments tabled by the opposition in relation to this bill. Quite
frankly, if the opposition were interested in community safety they would be supporting this bill as it
stands, but clearly they are much more interested in scaremongering around this issue. Let me just
clarify, because one of the points that the opposition have called for to be changed in this bill is actually
a bit of a furphy. It is to say that we are not going hard enough on drug dealers. But the reality is that
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this bill has eligibility requirements for those people who are seeking to participate in the pilot of the
County Court Drug Court, and these eligibility requirements are that a person must plead guilty to
their offending, that all sexual and violent offending is excluded and that a person can only participate
when a sentence of four years imprisonment or less would be appropriate. I note that the prior speaker
to me talked a lot about this bill potentially supporting drug dealers in rehabilitation. Can I just say:
those eligibility requirements and also the fact that a person must satisfy the court that they are
dependent on drugs or alcohol and this dependency has contributed to their offending show that this
is not the case, as has been claimed by the opposition. We are not talking about people here who are
engaged in sophisticated drug manufacturing or trafficking. If that was the case, their sentences would
be far more significant than four years, and we have clearly spelt that out in the bill.
Now, the bill does a lot of very powerful things. In the main the focus is around the extension of the
Drug Court trial to the County Court, and it is a powerful tool that speaks to the life-changing power
of the right of intervention for the right person at the right time. There are times that a period of
imprisonment is absolutely the most appropriate course of action, but I know that the Minister for
Corrections, who is speaking on this bill shortly, is working very hard to ensure that in our prison
population every offender is given the best opportunity for rehabilitation to reduce our recidivism rates,
and I commend him for that work.
In terms of the specifics of the amendments before us in the Drug Court and other matters bill, the bill
will allow the County Court to make a drug and alcohol treatment order for a person sentenced for a
period of up to four years. This is an intense order involving treatment and supervision which requires
a person to address their drug addiction and the root causes of their offending, and quite frankly it is
this sort of legislation that gives people vision and that gives people hope that they can rehabilitate and
that they can get the assistance to do that. The bill also amends the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal Act 1998 to protect the confidentiality of applicants under the Voluntary Assisted Dying
Act 2017. These four reforms will protect the confidentiality of applicants under the VAD act
consistent with the protections for applicants under other acts.
The bill also amends the Charities Act 1978 to allow the Attorney-General to delegate powers and
functions under the act and regulations and amends the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to
allow for the appointment of an additional alternative chair to the Youth Parole Board. There are a lot
of case examples that I am sure my colleagues will go to in regard to this bill. I might leave my
comments there, and I congratulate the Attorney-General and her team on progressing this work.
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (17:45): I am always nervous that one day a Labor MP is
going to sit down halfway through when I am not quite ready with my contribution, but I hope the
member for Sydenham is okay, who has just had a bit of—
Ms Hutchins interjected.
Mr D O’BRIEN: She is assuring us that it is not a particular virus that we do not want to have in
here. We are all very carefully social distancing, of course. I wish the member for Sydenham well.
I am pleased to rise to speak on this bill. We have a lot of justice legislation amendment bills in this
chamber. Many of them, to be frank, you might put in the boring-but-important category, and they are
regularly changes to minor pieces of legislation. This one, although there are some miscellaneous
amendments as well, is actually quite significant. As the member for Caulfield has indicated, the
opposition will not be opposing this legislation, although we have circulated amendments that we are
putting forward. Those amendments really go to the heart of ensuring that we are not doing anything
to allow drug traffickers and drug manufacturers to take advantage of what could be seen and indeed
quite clearly is a more lenient process.
The member for Sydenham in her response to the amendments that we have proposed did not give me
any great comfort, I must say. She effectively said, ‘Oh, well, there are existing exemptions to make
sure that people who have committed sexual or violent offences cannot take advantage of the Drug
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Court and cannot be anyone who is to be sentenced for a crime for longer than four years’. I am not
au fait with the sentences for drug trafficking. Clearly someone who is charged with a serious drug
trafficking or manufacturing offence may well get quite a lengthy sentence, but I think for more minor
offences it is quite possible they could be sentenced to less than four years, so I think our amendments
actually still do make sense. If at the end of the day we are wrong and our amendments are not
necessary, then we have lost nothing. So I would encourage the government to support our
amendments, because at the very least we must ensure that there is a strong message sent to people
who, as the member for Caulfield said, prey on the most vulnerable and manufacture and traffic drugs.
There is certainly nothing to fear from the amendments that we have proposed.
The Drug Court itself I think has been a success to a large degree. I note that when in government
previously the Liberals and Nationals commissioned a report by KPMG into the Drug Court, which
was established—the original Magistrates Court—in 2002 under the then Bracks government. The
KPMG findings included that the Drug Court had delivered a 31 per cent lower rate of reoffending
compared to a control cohort—so those who had gone through the Drug Court process within the first
12 months—with 51 per cent reoffending compared to 74 per cent, so 23 percentage points lower.
There was a 34 per cent lower rate of reoffending for the Drug Court cohort compared to the control
cohort within 24 months, and after 220 days the Drug Court cohort rate of reoffending had plateaued
out, whereas in the control group rates continued to increase up to approximately 440 days.
There is certainly evidence that the Drug Court does work. That is critical because, like the member
for Caulfield indicated at the start of his contribution, all of us here as members of Parliament see the
damage that drugs do. It is so often the root cause of so many of the problems in our community,
whether it is crime, whether it is theft of property or from people, whether it is family violence and
breakdown or whether it is homelessness. There are so many issues where drug abuse is the root cause,
although I would acknowledge too that it is often a symptom of other deeper, fundamental problems.
But it becomes a vicious circle, so I think anything we can do to reduce drug abuse and get people off
drugs is critical.
I came across an offender who had been at Fulham prison in Sale in my electorate a year or two ago.
This was a young man who had had a difficult upbringing but who had had a very bright future as he
left school and went into the world. It was a typical story. He got in with the wrong crowd, got onto
drugs, committed a fairly serious assault and ended up in Fulham prison. Ironically enough—and
perhaps the minister at the table, the Minister for Corrections, might take this on board—in the two
years that he was in Fulham prison he actually got clean, which is nice to hear. I know that is not
always the case, because drugs do get into our prison system. Sadly, I believe that young man has had
some issues since. He has not gone back to prison, which is good, but it is small evidence of what can
be achieved through the corrections system.
Speaking of Sale, I just want to mention that we have certainly heard a lot in the last 10 years or so
about the prevalence of ice, particularly in regional communities. There is no community that is not
touched by drug and ice use in particular. I might note though that the evidence from police and the
anecdotal evidence from local police is still that the biggest problem they find from a drug and alcohol
perspective is in fact alcohol. So there tends to be sometimes a bit of hysteria when it comes to ice in
particular, but it is in fact alcohol that remains the bigger problem.
When I talk about hysteria, and I mentioned Sale, there was a front-page story in the Sunday Herald
Sun a couple of years ago listing Sale as the ice capital of Victoria. The story itself I believe was
completely wrong. I do not think our community of Sale has a bigger problem than anywhere else,
and indeed when I spoke to local police it appeared that the basis for the story was pretty much a
couple of throwaway lines from some prosecutors in the court and it went on. I might add that
ironically—the member for Gippsland East is here; he will appreciate this as a journalist as well—
most of the quotes in the story actually came from the man who ran the Heyfield Timberline store. So
although the story was allegedly about Sale being the ice capital, most of the commentary came from
Heyfield, which is a good 30 minutes away, or for the member for Gippsland East 25 minutes.
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Mr T Bull: A wonderful town.
Mr D O’BRIEN: It is a wonderful town, Heyfield. It is a pity it is not represented a little bit better,
but that is another story.
I might just quickly add too when we are talking about the County Court and Sale that it is still a
disappointment to me that the County Court is still not meeting at Sale, the government having stopped
that process about two years ago now. I urge the government to reverse that decision.
I might just finally say a couple of things about drug issues more broadly. The government made a lot
of noise about this as it came to power in 2014. It had its Ice Action Plan which was going to solve the
world. The government has done some fantastic things on mental health and on family violence, but
on a social issue like this I believe this government has dropped the ball.
If you look at the crime statistics—and this is from the Crime Statistics Agency website—the grand
total in terms of drug offences by type for the year ending December 2014 was 25 956; it is now
33 743. In the intervening years there has been one small dip, but basically the drug offending rate has
continued to go up, so this is I think an area where the government has dropped the ball. In coming to
government from opposition it was very gung-ho and it had a lot of things to say, but it really has not
delivered on those promises and I think a lot more could be done to reduce the incidence of drugs in
our communities. Certainly this bill is a step in the right direction. We think it can be improved and
that is why we have circulated the amendment that we have, but we are happy to not oppose the
legislation more broadly, and I wish the County Court Drug Court well in future.
Mr CARROLL (Niddrie—Minister for Crime Prevention, Minister for Corrections, Minister for
Youth Justice, Minister for Victim Support) (17:55): It is my pleasure to rise and speak on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020, and at the outset can I say that
drug courts are such a powerful tool to really change the trajectory of someone’s life. Whether it be in
Melbourne, Victoria, Australia or indeed Europe or the United States, there is a growing body of
evidence and indeed there is a real bipartisanship that has come to the expansion of drug courts and
really addressing some of the criminogenic needs of people that are coming through the criminal
justice system with very much a strong focus on public health.
Can I commend the Attorney-General. One difference between this side of the house and the other
side of the house is on this side of the house we are the only people that have actually built any drug
courts. We have heard a lot of speeches about commissioning reports on them, but only one side of
the house has built them. If you go back to 2002, the Dandenong Drug Court, really under my
predecessor, Rob Hulls, the former member for Niddrie, and if you think about the previous AttorneyGeneral, the member for Keysborough, and its expansion to Melbourne, and the member for Altona,
the current Attorney-General, bringing forward this legislation to expand the Drug Court, this is
important reform that will make a real difference to people’s lives.
I wanted to just touch on some of the comments made by the opposition, in particular the member for
Caulfield. Yes, we both did sit on the parliamentary inquiry into the drug ice, and this really was a
groundbreaking inquiry. Indeed the Premier, the member for Mulgrave, at the time as opposition
leader, took a strong focus on this. Really he was rewriting the rulebook from opposition as a former
health minister and leader, and he took a great interest in it, and I learned a lot on that report.
I can say we received 78 submissions, 113 public hearings, heard from 230 witnesses, produced a twovolume, 32-chapter, 900-page report with 34 recommendations. Very much up the top of that report
was the expansion of the Drug Court, but the key thing to remember is that we were not in office when
this report was done. Indeed it was the Napthine government that was in office, and this report was
submitted to the Napthine government.
If I read an Age editorial from 2014, it says:
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The landmark report into methamphetamine, a powerful and highly addictive stimulant, released in recent
days by the Victorian Parliament’s Law Reform Committee needs to become a catalyst for a comprehensive
community offensive against an illicit drug that is causing tragic harm, particularly to young people in regional
and rural areas, where youth unemployment is striking hardest.

It goes on and one of the top dot points was to expand the Drug Court, which at that time was operating
only in the Dandenong area. I have always kept this on file, and I am going to bring out again. I will
never forget the then Premier, Dr Napthine, came into the chamber, and I will quote him. He said:
The coalition is genuinely committed to reducing the supply of ice and to smashing drug manufacturers …
That is why we have funded an extra 11 sniffer dogs, and particularly an extra 8 dogs in regional and rural
Victoria.

The opposition says we have dropped the ball. If dropping the ball is thinking you can combat the use
and supply of drugs through additional sniffer dogs, not having a comprehensive approach, I do not
know what is, but we are very proud of the reforms we are making. I know as the corrections minister
and the youth justice minister that ice is a drug that is incredibly powerful.
One of the things that struck me through the inquiry was the New Zealand approach. In New Zealand
they call the drug ice ‘P’ for pure, but they, through having political leadership and having their Prime
Minister take the ball and run with it, have seen a real reduction in P. That is where the Premier got
the idea to head up an ice action task force with members of the judiciary and members of the health
profession, and that is seeing reform.
Let us be very clear: there is no silver bullet when it comes to tackling the use of the drug ice. I can
tell you—and I think it is very important that everyone is very clear about how powerful this drug can
be—we have received evidence from New Zealand. If I just go to the effect of the release of dopamine,
the feel-good chemical, on the brain: normal levels are at 100; sex is 200; cocaine, 400; and ice is a
whopping 1250 units of dopamine released to the brain. Add to that the cheapness of the drug—and
the member for Brunswick I know, with a health background, will be aware of this—and it is a drug
that is causing havoc in the community. It is easy to manufacture, literally in the back of a car, and that
sort of drug has been a real problem. It is why there has been a lot of work that has gone into medical
research to try and find some other sorts of pharmacotherapy solutions. But when you are thinking
about 1250 hits of dopamine to the brain, it is very hard to try and find a pharmacotherapy approach
to fix that. What is needed is long-term rehabilitation and long-term support—and intensive support.
One of the things I learned on the inquiry is that for most people, when they come to using drugs or
alcohol, it often increases. With ice often you begin smoking it and then before long, to get a bigger
and harder hit, you start injecting it into your bloodstream. One of the things for most people that take
the drug is that they are often using it to numb themselves from something else in their life, whether it
be the loss of a job, childhood trauma or anything else. It is why the mental health royal commission
is so vitally and critically important, supported by the member for Albert Park, and it is why there does
need to be a really holistic approach.
I did want to say one other thing too. Criminal justice reform often does take a bipartisan approach—
and requires a bipartisan approach. The party in America that is probably the biggest supporter of drug
courts is not the Democrats; it is the Republicans. In fact probably the most high-profile supporter of
drug courts in America is the former New Jersey governor Chris Christie. He is on the public record
saying that they are the best thing he has ever seen and he will always be a proponent of them, because
he knows that at the end of the day addressing people’s drug issues is actually about community safety.
It stops people getting on that trajectory or path of: how do they keep supplying the drug to themselves
and what offences do they need to commit to get their hit? Chris Christie himself has said on the public
record that he has seen drug courts reclaim lives, reduce recidivism and really break the cycle and the
fog of substance abuse.
I think this is important reform by the Attorney-General. It does again go to the Andrews government’s
important reforms in terms of tackling drug use. I am very proud of this reform as someone who sat
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on that parliamentary inquiry when I was first elected to Parliament and can actually see Labor
continuing that tradition, right back from 2002—from the first term of the Andrews Labor government
to the current term. I know too that what we need to get through with drug courts are not a soft option.
In fact Tony Parsons himself will talk about them being the strongest option you can get—that you do
have your testing, you do have your psychological help and you do have your urine tests. And if you
do breach it, you are very likely to end up back in prison. So they are about really trying to get people
off the drugs and to support them as much as possible.
I think it is very important reform. I know—whether it be the KPMG report or whether it be Turning
Point—a lot of the statistics show that every dollar invested in a drug court returns about $5 to the
community. This sort of reform will make a big difference going forward. I would like to see more of
the opposition get behind criminal justice reform. The member for Caulfield—I did listen to his speech
quite intently, and I have got to say too: he was towards the end of the speech bringing in the
importance of having a public health approach to our criminal justice system. That was very good, and
to hear the member for Gippsland South talk about Fulham prison and some of the drug programs
there working and getting some important success is very good.
I do say that I do not support the opposition’s amendments. When you read through the opposition’s
amendments you then sort of question, ‘Who is this drug court for?’. If you are caught with some
precursors or smashed-up cough tablets, that should not preclude you from accessing the Drug Court.
I do not think the amendments have been thought through. I think there is just a long list to look like
you are tough on law and order. But if you are violent, are a sex offender or are doing a term of possibly
more than four years, you will not qualify for the Drug Court. So let us be realistic. Put amendments
that might be worthwhile, but do not put a list of amendments that you know are not actually going to
be applicable to the legislation.
Again I commend the member for Altona, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Mr MORRIS (Mornington) (18:06): It is a pleasure to join the debate this evening on the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. Of course the centrepiece of the
bill is, and most of the debate has been about, the creation of a drug court within the County Court of
Victoria. But of course when a bill is entitled ‘and other matters’, there are a range of other matters
that are related in the sense of the justice legislation but not particularly related to the issue of drugs.
They are: changes to the Charities Act 1978 with regard to providing the Attorney-General with an
express power of delegation in respect to powers and functions under that act; changes to the
Limitation of Actions Act 1958; changes to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998;
and—I think this is a very important one—changes with regard to confidentiality for proceedings
under the Voluntary Assisted Dying Act 2017. I think all members, regardless of their position on the
original act, would probably be supportive of those changes. There are also some changes to the
operation of the Youth Parole Board under the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005, particularly
an expansion of the eligibility for the chair and, I believe, the creation of alternate chair positions or
some flexibility with regard to that.
But the centrepiece, as I said, is the creation of a division of the County Court to deal with drug cases
for a period of three years, to be evaluated after two years of operation—a specialised division targeted
at offenders with complex needs, whether that be drugs in the common sense or alcohol, which of
course we know is the drug that, despite the ravages of ice, still does the most harm in the Victorian
community. Those people are being targeted because we know that those who have a dependency on
drugs and those who have a dependency on alcohol do have a higher risk of recidivism—not only
recidivism but escalating levels of criminal behaviour, which if it is allowed to continue without
intervention simply leads to a revolving door of crime and effectively a life entirely wasted and, under
our system at least, spent mostly within the prison system. The aim of the bill is to intervene, and there
are some figures around the success of that. I will come back to that in a minute.

BILLS
1730

Legislative Assembly

Tuesday, 16 June 2020

I wanted to make some comment first about the apparent divide or the alleged divide in policy
approaches between the two sides. Certainly there is a difference of views between the opposition and
the government on a range of matters when it comes to drug policy, but I think it is fair to say overall
and for a very long period, while there might be differences at the edges, the approach is pretty much
bipartisan. And the key point is that we all—and have historically from the days of certainly the Hamer
government on, when drug policy started to become an issue—treat drug addiction in Victoria as a
health problem. That is what it is.
The Minister for Corrections was talking about the approach in New Jersey and a range of other places
and suggesting that there was something strange about the Republican Party actually being a proponent
of the measures. I think the important thing is that many US states are now starting to realise that
genuine drug addiction is a health problem and you do not—and we recognised this early on—solve
the problem of addiction with incarceration. If you look at the numbers of people that are in US prisons
simply because of possession of drugs or because they have smoked a few joints, it is mind-boggling
and it is scary. Certainly, there have been a number of initiatives in terms of developing a diversionary
approach, which is quite different to the mainstream US approach. One that I know has been
particularly successful relates to defence veterans, who have a high preponderance of addiction, and
literally thousands of veterans over the last few years have got their lives back on track and got
themselves out of the justice system in the US because of the success of that diversionary program. As
I say, in Victoria we recognised the benefit of that approach a very long time ago, but when you go
and see it in action, as I did some 13 years ago with the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee in a
number of US states, the difference in the approach is stark.
While it might be okay for the government to try to score a few debating points in here and have an
argument around the edges, I would suggest that the general course on this policy has been pretty
much bipartisan. In fact I think the Minister for Corrections was making a claim that all the initiatives
have come from the Labor side of the table—well, that is actually not true. But if the majority has
come from the Labor side, given the number of years Labor has been in government over the last two
decades—
Mr Carroll: You were here for four years.
Mr MORRIS: Yes, we were there four years—you have been there 17 years, and if you look at
the number of initiatives per term, I would say we are well in front.
I did want to just make the point about the introduction of the first family drug treatment centre in the
last coalition government. That is a significant initiative which has worked very, very well. Let us not
suggest either that there is some great chasm in terms of policy or that all the good ideas come from
one side, because neither of those arguments is true.
With regard to what is proposed with the Drug Court, I do not intend to go through the detail, but I did
just want to make the point that the evaluation which was undertaken in 2014 by KPMG found that
between July 2010 and June 2013 the program had been successful in reducing overall offending.
There are a couple of key findings: a 31 per cent lower rate of reoffending for the Drug Court of
Victoria, the Magistrates Court, compared with the control cohort under that study, and a 34 per cent
lower rate of reoffending. Those are good outcomes. You would like to think they could be better, but
it is certainly worthwhile. I guess the only concern I have, frankly, is that it has taken as long as it has
to get from that evaluation in 2014 to the legislation in 2020. I would have liked to have seen the
wheels of justice turning a little more hastily in this context.
There are some concerns with regard to the cost of administering drug courts. If you look at them on
a per-offender basis, they are not cheap to operate. On the other hand, if you look at the cost to the
community of having that higher rate of recidivism, that higher rate of incarceration, that is not cheap
either. But you are talking about an estimated cost per offender of almost $300 000, and that is up
significantly—54 per cent in three years—so I think that is an issue. But in the context of the benefits
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there is no argument. There are some issues around who is eligible; the member for Caulfield laid
those out. But beyond that I think it is important that we recognise what we have in common when it
comes to treating drugs and not try and score points on what might be minor variations.
Ms KILKENNY (Carrum) (18:16): I am very pleased to be able to rise today to contribute to the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. We have heard that this
bill will deal with a number of matters—very important matters—that will obviously affect many
communities across Victoria and many families. I will touch on those very briefly. These include
amendments to protect the confidentiality of applicants under our voluntary assisted dying laws,
amendments to the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to allow victim survivors of institutional child
abuse to apply to courts to overturn unfair settlement agreements they entered into after 1 July 2015
and amendments to the Charities Act 1978 and the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to improve
operations and current practices there.
But there is one matter that I am also going to speak on that most speakers have spoken on today, and
that is a really important and significant public health matter in the context of the criminal justice
system. We are talking about drug dependency, drug addiction and criminal behaviour. I feel very
strongly about this particular issue, and I am very pleased to hear that the opposition also supports the
approach that when you talk about drug addiction and drug dependency it is very much a public health
issue and that resources need to be spent very wisely in addressing that addiction and that dependency,
because obviously prison is not going to address that; it is not going to deal with that issue.
We have seen recently a really significant increase in the number of people incarcerated in Victoria or
subject to other criminal justice supervision. Of course in part this reflects tougher sentencing laws
and tougher bail laws, but I think it also addresses another really critical need that this bill is dealing
with, and that is drug addiction and drug dependency among offenders. We have seen extensive
research that reveals the really strong links between illicit drug taking and offending, and that is with
adults as well as juvenile prisoners. Drug users make up nearly two-thirds of our prison population,
and we know that with drug use and offenders there are really high rates of recidivism and the costs
to our community from this are extraordinary. There is the individual cost—you have got lives ruined.
There is the cost to community safety and the cost to community services and social services as well
and also the cost to that life not being a valuable contributing member of our communities. It is a
wasted life, and it is a blight on all of us.
If we miss that opportunity to treat a drug offender, it is really a missed opportunity to simultaneously
deal with a public health issue as well as a community safety issue. That is why I think this legislation,
this bill to introduce this pilot—it is a drug court to be introduced into the County Court from next year,
and it will run for three years—is really smart policy; it is really smart legislation. It is obviously dealing
with a very complex issue, but it is really important that we start to shift our focus from the offenders
and the criminal conduct and broaden it out to a more holistic view, where we look at the problems and
consider the underlying causes of the addiction and the criminal behaviour that flows from that.
In this sense, if we start to widen our view, if we take a broader community-based view and approach
to criminal justice, to offending and to drug addiction and dependency, our overall aim is to rehabilitate
that offender, to end that drug dependency and that addiction, to keep that person out of prison and
essentially to help that person integrate back into society, to find accommodation, to reunite with
family and their community and ideally to find employment. If we do that, then we are really achieving
something as policymakers here in Victoria. We are not only improving community safety; we are
reducing financial and cost burdens to the state in terms of the corrective services and social services.
But really importantly we are working to better understand those complexities around drug
dependency and criminal behaviour and trying to break that link, and I think that is a crucial part of
this pilot of the Drug Court and what it is we are aiming to do here.
We know of course that prison is an appropriate place in certain circumstances for particular violent
offenders, but where we are talking about those offenders who are not violent, who have a drug
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dependency or an addiction, then there is a really incredible opportunity here that presents itself to find
a better, more progressive response. We know that those kinds of responses are going to lead to much
better, much more positive outcomes for our community as a whole.
So in terms of the drug courts, what they do is divert dependent offenders away from the criminal
justice system. In these specialised courts they are eligible offenders. So those who have complex
needs associated with a drug dependency or a drug addiction or an alcohol dependence are offered a
therapeutic approach to sentencing. As I said, this bill will establish a pilot in the County Court. This
of course is leveraging off the great work and the success that we have already seen from drug courts
in the Magistrates Court system. We have heard that there has been a drug court in Dandenong now
since 2002 and in Melbourne since 2017.
I guess at the base of this we are talking about changing someone’s life, about turning it around. As I
have said, it is providing a second chance, and it is something that we as a community can all benefit
from. I think it is a really significant initiative, it is a brave initiative, it is a compassionate initiative
but fundamentally it is really, really smart policy. Importantly the United Nations Office on Drugs and
Crime has been very supportive of drug treatment courts. We know here in Victoria that they work.
As I said, we have seen that with the Magistrates Court Drug Court.
Under this model offenders will receive the treatment they need to assist them to break this really
destructive cycle of addiction and recidivism. Offending that is driven by drug and alcohol dependency
and addiction requires an intensive approach, and it is one that these people are not going to get in jail;
we all know that. These offenders, these people with this serious health issue, need support that is
tailored for them, that is going to treat those underlying causes of the addiction.
We heard from the member for Sydenham, who addressed some of the amendments put forward by
the lead speaker for the opposition, and I think she addressed them very well. This pilot is about
rehabilitation. We are talking about offenders who are dependent on drugs or alcohol. They are unwell,
they need support and they need help to break that dependency. We often know it is that very
dependency that leads to that life of crime. So these are the very people we want to see and help
through this program.
I want to thank the Attorney-General and also the Minister for Corrections for their really important
work in this area. It is about improving community safety. It is about rehabilitation. And of course our
communities will be much better served if we can address the underlying issues of drug dependency
and criminal behaviour. The safety and wellbeing of our communities will be better served if we can
reduce recidivism and if we can rehabilitate offenders and support them to reunite with family—as I
said, find accommodation and employment and ultimately reintegrate into society. I commend the bill.
Mr MAAS (Narre Warren South) (18:26): It is my pleasure to rise and make a contribution to the
Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. I am really glad to take
this opportunity to speak on this bill as it is a bill that speaks to the policymaking values that Labor
has. We are the party of fairness and the party of reform as well, and we are the party that takes action
for a better future not just for some Victorians but for all Victorians.
The bill is indicative of a much broader strategic governance approach as well—namely, that of harm
minimisation. You only have to look at the trial of the medically safe injecting room in Richmond as
a recent case in point for that. It demonstrates that win-win outcomes for the individual and for the
community at large can be achieved, with lives either being enhanced or being saved. The Drug Court
itself is a very powerful means of doing that. It is a powerful means of changing people’s lives. We
have seen that in other jurisdictions, whether they be in the country or in overseas jurisdictions, and
we have certainly seen it at the Magistrates Court level in Victoria. Now we would like to see that at
the County Court level as well. It also speaks to a government that is committed to improving
justiciable outcomes for vulnerable groups of people and exploring new ways to better address the
complex needs of offenders while also promoting community safety.
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The bill itself will do several things. It will amend the County Court Act 1958 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 to establish a drug court division in the County Court of Victoria. It will amend the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 to protect the confidentiality of applicants under the
Voluntary Assisted Dying Act 2017. It will amend the Limitation of Actions Act 1958 to allow people
who entered into settlement agreements between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2018, when the Ellis defence
was effectively abolished, to apply to the court to have the agreement set aside. Fourthly, it will amend
the Charities Act 1978 to allow the Attorney-General to delegate powers or functions under that act
and the regulations. And finally, it will amend the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to allow for
an appointment of an additional alternate chairperson to the Youth Parole Board and expand eligibility
for chair and alternate chair positions.
But it is the establishment of the pilot Drug Court division in the state’s County Court that I would
like to focus on. In Victoria, as I have previously said, the Magistrates Court Drug Court has operated
successfully in Dandenong since 2002. Evaluations completed in 2005 and 2014 have demonstrated
the superior effectiveness of the Drug Court approach compared with conventional sanctions, such as
imprisonment. I think anybody who has seen Tony Parsons, who heads the Drug Court and advocates
very strongly for its effectiveness, would agree with the approach. In particular the evaluations have
shown significant reductions in reoffending and a reduction in the seriousness of offences committed
by reoffenders. Similarly, data from other jurisdictions over significant periods demonstrate that drug
courts reduce recidivism and the probability of rearrest. They also have better retention rates than other
types of treatment offered and increase the likelihood of employment post program.
In 2017 a further drug court was established at the Melbourne Magistrates Court based on the
successes of the model and the successes in Dandenong. That is why we are extending the Drug Court
on a pilot basis to the County Court—to make sure people can beat their addiction and address the
causes of their offending for the safety of the whole community.
It also saves the state significant dollars. Those on a drug treatment order from the court operate at a
cost of about one-fifth of what it costs the state to house them in prison, and you would have to say
that the Drug Court program provides strong health, wellbeing and economic base reasoning to
implement strategies which can divert people away from the overburdened and expensive prison
system into treatment pathways which are both less harmful and far more efficient.
The bill will amend the County Court Act 1958 and the Sentencing Act 1991 to establish a Drug Court
division within the County Court. The pilot Drug Court division will run for three years and will be
evaluated after a period of two years. The new division will utilise existing Magistrates Court
infrastructure, including judicial chambers, interview rooms as well as testing facilities, and the Drug
Court teams will consist of a range of specialists, including a case manager, defence lawyer, police
prosecutor and clinician, and specialist community corrections officers as well.
While the newly established County Court Drug Court will broadly align with the Magistrates Court
model, the operational framework will differ, and this is a result of the differences that are inherent
between the Magistrates Court jurisdiction and the County Court jurisdiction and the differences in
the types of offenders who participate in each court. The key difference between the two courts is that
the Magistrates Court program is only open to offenders who plead guilty to an offence with a sentence
of up to two years, whereas the County Court program will be open to offenders who are liable for a
maximum sentence of up to four years. This is necessary to reflect the different nature of the offending
heard in the County Court and the maximum penalties for those offences. The order will still involve
treatment and supervision, which will require the affected person to address their drug addiction and
the root causes of their offending.
It is for the benefit of all Victorians and for the reasons that I have stated that we need to make the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill law. There are many cases that have
demonstrated the transformative effect that the Drug Court can have on a person’s life and those close to
them. There are several examples which demonstrate that crime in our society can actually be reduced
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while simultaneously the burden on the prison system is being reduced as well. It also shows that wouldbe offenders who reintegrate back into the community can actually reintegrate and make a contribution—
a valued contribution—back to society, and above all the community is much safer for it.
I would like to thank the Attorney-General for her work and that of her department in getting the bill
to this stage. At this point I will commend the bill to the house.
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (18:34): It is a great privilege to once again be back in the people’s
house and discussing a very important piece of legislation in the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug
Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020—with a bunch of brackets and words like ‘miscellaneous’ and
other such things. Of course I just want to acknowledge as well, like every other member in this place,
the fantastic work of our hardworking Attorney-General—a significant amount of reforms. I will tell
you, I wonder if she put this much legislation up in the last Parliament, because whilst I have been
here an absolute mountain of work has been done. Once again while it might be described by some
as, ‘It’s not going to hit the news, it’s not going to hit the airwaves, it’s not going to be seen as
significantly interesting or otherwise’, it is a really, really significant piece of work. So to the AttorneyGeneral, to her office and her staff, this is a fantastic piece of legislation before us today.
I also found it very interesting listening to some of the contributions of others in this place. In particular
the Minister for Corrections, who was talking about the bipartisanship we have now got across the
globe on the success and results of drug courts not just in Victoria—not just in Australia but across the
globe. It is fantastic to see, and some of the stuff I will talk about in the time I have is some of the
fantastic results that we have seen.
In summary, we know that this bill will amend the County Court Act 1958 and the Sentencing
Act 1991 to establish the Drug Court division in the County Court of Victoria. It will make other such
amendments as well as some house amendments that are detailed within the bill.
Importantly, I am very glad of course to take up this opportunity to speak on this because we know
that it speaks to the values and policy-making that the Andrews Labor government has a very strong
legacy of doing over the last six years. We know there is always a lot of white noise in politics, but
whilst there is white noise we will continue to get on with doing the job and delivering for all
Victorians, and this piece of legislation does exactly that.
We know that the Drug Court, as discussed, is such a powerful tool. It speaks to the life-changing
power of the right intervention for the right person at the right time. And as the Minister for Corrections
said previously, we are the only party that has built them. We are the only party that is interested in
actually making the right decisions to make our communities safer and actually focusing not just on
imprisonment and specific deterrents as a sentencing principle but on rehabilitation, because we know
when we take a greater focus—particularly in legislation like this—on rehabilitation, there are
outcomes not just for our community and not just for offenders, who can be given an opportunity to
rehabilitate and be a contributor in society, but also for our emergency services and for the criminal
justice system.
However, we know that there are of course times that a period of imprisonment is absolutely the most
appropriate course of action. I know that the Minister for Corrections is working very hard to ensure
our prison system gives every offender the best opportunity for rehabilitation. However, we know that
when offending is driven by drug abuse and where the offending is not of a violent or sexual nature,
there may be an opportunity to treat the underlying drug dependency and set the person on a better
path. And what we do know is that when a person’s offending is driven by drug and alcohol use,
rehabilitation requires an intensive, flexible and tailored approach that treats the underlying causes of
addiction and criminal behaviour.
We need MPs, as legislators, to keep our community safe, and we need members that will not pretend
that locking everyone up will somehow solve the problem. We need to build more of these drug courts,
and of course we need to keep investing in this type of activity to make sure that we do make our
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community safer because we know that we have, obviously, significant issues across our community.
We know the growing popularity, very sadly, of drugs like ice and the scourge that has on society; I
know this from my time as a police officer, seeing some of the extremely sad circumstances of people
affected by ice. Of course we do, as I said, need to look at those underlying causes of addiction and
criminal behaviour, and that is exactly what the Drug Court has the ability to do.
Drug courts in Victoria and elsewhere are shown to reduce reoffending and encourage social
integration by treating the underlying causes of offending and behaviour. We know by putting a stop
to the criminal offending that the community will be safer as a result and that the offenders will have
had an opportunity and the support to turn their life around. We know a drug court has operated out of
the Dandenong Magistrates Court since 2002 and has proven more effective than conventional
sanctions such as imprisonment. And of course in 2017 a further drug court was established at the
Melbourne Magistrates Court. I know from my very brief time as a prosecutor at the Melbourne
Magistrates Court the fantastic feedback from prosecutors and colleagues of mine, and the results that
came out of that simply spoke for themselves.
We know that this bill establishes a pilot program for the Drug Court to operate for three years in the
County Court and that it will support up to 60 people. The County Court of course deals with more
serious offending. However, this bill restricts the eligibility of the Drug Court to only apply to cases
where the offending is not of a sexual or violent nature against a person. The bill will also allow the
County Court to make a drug and alcohol treatment order for a person sentenced for a period of up to
four years. This is an intense order involving treatment and supervision which requires a person to
address their drug addiction and the root causes of their offending.
What we do know about drug and alcohol treatment orders is that they are more successful in preventing
recidivism among offenders. As someone who grew up in a family surrounded by substance abuse in
many different ways in my childhood—not by my choice, surrounded by people who significantly
abused an array of different substances—and from working then professionally in the police force and
spending time in out-of-home care, I can tell you now that simply locking people up and throwing away
the key is not successful, or that even just the perception of that, or even the simple rhetoric, because
what we say, as I have said in this place several times, does matter, but what we do, importantly, equally
matters. We know we have got to do things differently. That is what these Drugs Courts have done.
Continuing to do things differently will continue to make our community a safer place for all Victorians
and will make a much more successful criminal justice system for offenders to get a fair go and
obviously for rehabilitation, which is at the heart of this legislation as well.
Now, we know that an evaluation of the Drug Courts by KPMG in 2015 found a 23 per cent reduction
in reoffending over the first 12 months post completion and a 29 per cent reduction in reoffending
over 24 months post drug treatment order completion compared to the control group and a reduction
in the seriousness of offences, including a 90 per cent reduction in trafficking offences and a 54 per
cent reduction in violence with weapons offences. So ultimately, we are seeing less victims, and people
are getting the help they need. We are finding that balance of all of the sentencing principles. This is
simple. These Drug Courts make us safer. This is also something police are crying out for. We know
the difference this will make in police resources. Whether it is in the courts, whether it is on the front
line, whether it is through a number of other investigative units, this will save their time. This will free
up our criminal justice system, and it is a good thing to do. It makes absolute sense.
Of course we know that the Andrews government is tough on crime, but we are also smart on crime.
We do not go out there throwing out mandatory sentences. I can tell you that not so long ago there
were some in this place that were talking about mandatory sentences, and I can tell you now: not a
single one of my colleagues I spoke to when I was in the police force thought they were going to make
an absolute shadow of a difference. So we are not just going to go away—
Mr Wells interjected.
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Mr TAYLOR: We are not just going to go out there and have the perception of being tough on
crime, because we are tough on crime—and we have shown that through our reforms to parole and to
bail and obviously talking about some of our investments into policing more generally. We are about
getting results, and we are about making Victoria a safe place for everyone. Doing that is not always
going to have easy political lines attached to it; sometimes it is actually going to take some hard work.
But ultimately we know the results have spoken for themselves, as I have just discussed, through that
report.
And of course when we talk about broader investments into Victoria Police, there is a record $3 billion
to recruit new police members, 3135 new police, which is also, ironically, the postcode of Heathmont
in my electorate—great people out there. Importantly there are new police officers out there, dozens
across my area, dozens across the outer eastern area, keeping my community safer because of this
government’s commitment to Victoria Police. Of course from May 2020 another 580 police officers
will be progressively deployed to stations across Victoria with an additional 208 officers going to
specialist roles such as family violence, road policing and state emergency support, and of course we
are delivering new police on the front line to their communities to keep Victoria safe. Importantly,
regional areas are receiving a massive boost as well.
This legislation ultimately I think, as I have said ad nauseam, is going to make Victoria a safer place.
It is going to put rehabilitation at the heart of our court system with regard to these matters, and I
absolutely commend this legislation.
Ms THOMAS (Macedon) (18:44): It is my pleasure also to join my Labor colleagues here tonight
and rise to make a contribution on the Justice Legislation Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters)
Bill 2020. As I said in my contribution this morning on the government business program, I am really
pleased at the bills that we are debating in the house this week. They all speak to key Labor values.
The bills before the house, and this one very much so, are about our commitment to a society that is
better, fairer and safer for all Victorians. Unlike those on the other side of the house, we are not blind
to the complexities of justice policy and the complexity inherent within the justice system.
It is easy, as those on the other side do, to take a populist, ‘tough on crime’ line, to stoke unrest and to
feed into racist narratives, which is what we saw disgracefully employed in the lead-up to the 2018
election. But the good people of Victoria could see straight through that. Just like us, they understand
that there are a range of complex reasons that lead people to crime and indeed lead people into the
justice system and into the prison system and that that is a system of itself that, once you are involved
in it, is hard to get out of unless you have smart policy, smart interventions and a government that
ultimately believes in the opportunity and potential of all people to lead good, dignified and productive
lives. Once you give up on people, then just forget it. Unfortunately that is what I see from those on
the other side in their approach to justice policy and policing. They have given up on people. They
give up on young people. They give up on those who might be repeat offenders.
We will never give up on people. We will never give up on the opportunity to try and do all we can to
ensure, as I said before, the opportunity for people to contribute productively to our society. This bill
is very much part of that story. That is a story of hope, and it is a story of confidence in people when
they are guided and supported to get their lives back on track.
Drug courts, as we have heard, have been in operation around the world since 1989. I was very pleased
to read of course that we were an early adopter here in Victoria—under, not surprisingly, a previous
Labor government—when a drug court was established here in 2002. There are now drug courts in
most other Australian states and territories. We had the 2002 opening of the Drug Court at Dandenong
Magistrates Court. A further drug court was established at Melbourne Magistrates Court in 2017. And
I am very pleased that in the 2019–20 budget $35 million has been invested to facilitate the expansion
of the Drug Court to Ballarat and Shepparton. As a regional member of this house, I know that this
expansion into Ballarat will mean a lot, including to my constituents, so I am very pleased to see that.
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Now, why are we expanding drug courts in this state? Because they work—that is why. We see many
success stories coming from our experience of the Drug Court of people getting their lives back together
again. And what I have seen in the reading that I have done is that drug courts hold people to higher
degrees of accountability in terms of the requirements that are put in place for them to demonstrate to
the court that they are getting their life back under control. You look at the reasoning behind how a drug
court works, and it just makes sense. Obviously there are times that a period of imprisonment is
absolutely the most appropriate course of action, but as the Premier highlighted earlier today the average
cost of keeping a person in prison in any given year is between $250 000 and $300 000. There has got
to be a better way, and drug courts have demonstrated that there is a better way.
As I said earlier, on this side of the house we believe that every person should have a healthy, safe and
productive life and that those who have made mistakes along the way deserve an opportunity to
demonstrate that they are ready and willing to get their life back on track and to make contributions to
society. As I have said, though, we firmly believe there is always a place for imprisonment. But this
bill seeks to expand the Drug Court into the County Court jurisdiction. I think that is a very sensible
thing to do. It establishes a pilot program to operate for three years, and it will support up to 60 people.
The County Court deals with more serious offending; it is very important to recognise that. However,
this bill restricts the eligibility to only apply to cases where the offending is neither sexual nor violent
in nature. So there are hurdles to jump over before a person will be able to access the Drug Court
through the County Court. However, it will enable the County Court to make a drug and alcohol
treatment order for a person sentenced for a period of up to four years.
I have asked, ‘Why are we expanding them?’. Because they work. I do want to share with you a couple
of case studies, and I thank the Attorney-General’s office for providing these. I think it is a really
important way to outline to you the importance of this reform. Let me share a couple of case studies:
John*, a 29 year old male, had spent most of his life with a drug addiction after becoming friends with an
antisocial peer group at a young age. Over the years, John found himself in custody more times than he could
remember. John identified drug abuse as the primary reason for his relationship breakdown with his ex-partner
and children, his history of offending, experience of homeless and feeling totally isolated.
…
John joined the Drug Court program and commenced on a Drug Treatment Order (DTO) as a person who felt
he had lost everything. After fifteen years of heavy … drug use, including ice and heroin, John thought he
had exhausted all avenues to stopping his drug use and did not know where to turn for help.
…
The Drug Court team provided John with the opportunity and encouragement to engage in intensive
counselling through engagement with the Drug Court teams Alcohol and Drug Counsellors, and he was able
to access and attend a residential withdrawal unit. Together with drug screens and judicial supervision, John
achieved abstinence from all drugs and finally felt that the good things in his life, and his hopes for the future,
had returned.
With the supports and treatments of the Drug Court team, John was accountable for his future, rebuilt
relationships with his family and friends, and was able to develop a plan to stay clean and stick to it.
The supports of Drug Court assisted John to turn his life around, and eventually John was able to return to
full time work and obtain employment as a labourer for the first time in almost a decade.

I have another story here of Bob:
Bob* commenced on a Drug Treatment Order (DTO) after serving a period of remand for his offending. Bob
had a lengthy history of drug related offences and despite several years in the justice system, he had been
unable to stop using.

He identified that it was his ice use and offending that:
… had destroyed his family relationships, isolated him from the community and impaired his ability to gain
employment or pursue educational avenues.
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Once again, here is a person taking responsibility and accountability for their own actions and their
life and understanding the cause of their current state of misery and taking action supported by a drug
treatment order. But it is not always a smooth path:
… Bob was required to serve imprisonment sanctions for failing to attend his appointments … However,
following his second term of custody he presented with a greater sense of commitment to graduate from the
program …
After his release, Bob was back on his DTO and he was also able to access wraparound supports …

I am happy to tell you that:
Bob was able to make significant changes to his lifestyle and behaviour and stop using drugs for the first time
in his life.

This is really important legislation. I wanted to share those stories. We believe in people. We believe
in their capacity to make changes in their lives in order to turn their lives around to become productive,
dignified members of our community. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms HALL (Footscray) (18:54): I am pleased to contribute to the debate on the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Drug Court and Other Matters) Bill 2020. In my time working at Victoria Police I saw
firsthand the impact of crimes driven by drug and alcohol addiction. I would like to acknowledge the
work of the Attorney-General and the Minister for Corrections because I know that they share the
view that prevention is always better than a cure. I believe that the right intervention at the earliest
possible stage can be life-changing for offenders, and it can also obviously have a really positive
impact on the community. I think, as the member for Macedon said, everyone deserves the opportunity
to live a healthy life and the opportunity to contribute to society in a positive way, and I know that the
Minister for Corrections and the Attorney have done a huge amount of work across their portfolios to
deliver programs that mean that people on the lower end of offending do have that opportunity to
contribute and to change, and I think that is a really positive thing.
Of course the Drug Court program is something that also offers this opportunity. When offending is
driven by an underlying drug abuse and addiction issue, and when it is not violent or sexual in its
nature, we should treat and consider the dependency. It is a health issue that leads to many other
problems. The Drug Court allows us to treat the cause and not the symptoms. It is a specialist court
that offers a therapeutic approach to offenders with complex needs that are associated with drug and
alcohol dependency. Throughout Victoria and elsewhere drug courts have been shown to reduce
recidivism and encourage social integration, and this leads to better results and outcomes not just for
the offender but for all of us in the community by reducing reoffending and minimising the burdens
on corrective, social and health services. As I mentioned, during my time at Victoria Police I was
shocked by the number of offences that the police dealt with on a day-to-day basis that were driven by
particularly addiction issues and also alcohol. It truly adds a burden to the police workload as well as
the court system.
The proposed model is nothing new in Victoria. It will be similar to the Magistrates Court model which
currently operates in Dandenong and Melbourne but with some differences in eligibility criteria
reflecting the more serious nature of the County Court, and that is obviously important to note. This
pilot program will support up to 60 people with strict eligibility requirements. Offences, as I mentioned
previously, of a sexual or violent nature against a person will not be permitted to be heard. This is a
hard rule relating to actual bodily harm, and it does not matter if a judge considers the bodily harm to
be of a minor nature. Aggravated home invasion and aggravated carjacking offences are also excluded.
A person will generally be eligible for a drug and alcohol treatment order in the County Court if their
sentence is for a period of four years or less, and this bill will allow the County Court to make a drug
and alcohol treatment order for up to four years.
A drug and alcohol treatment order is no small thing. For the first two years a person must undergo
supervision and treatment, and this includes attending court, drug testing, drug treatment and
participating in education and vocational training. After successful completion of the first two years
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of the order a person will remain under sentence until their sentence is completed. They still must
comply with the core condition of good behaviour, including not reoffending, which will be regularly
monitored. If a person fails their treatment order, they can be imprisoned by a judge. If they commit
an offence, they will be charged and sent to prison for breaching their treatment order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I am required under sessional orders to interrupt business now.
The member may continue her speech when the matter is next before the house.
Business interrupted under sessional orders.
Adjournment
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is:
That the house now adjourns.

MINISTERIAL STAFF
Ms STALEY (Ripon) (19:00): (2607) The adjournment matter that I raise is for the Minister for
Equality, and the action I seek is that he front the media tomorrow morning on the doors and tell
Victorians what he has personally done to make sure that his ministerial staffer Matt Hilakari has never
used the minister’s ministerial office during office hours to conduct factional activities for the
Australian Labor Party.
We do note that today the Victorian division of the Labor Party, the Victorian branch, is now in
administration, with former premier Steve Bracks and Jenny Macklin now in charge of that division.
I note that the national executive of the Australian Labor Party put out a notice about this earlier today,
and within that I found a very interesting sentence, which is:
National executive notes the request of the Victorian Labor leader that all voting rights … be suspended …

That Victorian Labor leader would of course be the Premier, who has now requested within his own
division that there be no democracy within the Labor Party in Victoria anymore.
The reason I bring this adjournment matter to the Minister for Equality is of course in question time
today he was asked a very similar question about Matt Hilakari, who is a convener of the Socialist Left
while also working as a ministerial staffer. He did not answer that question properly. He did not give
an answer that made it clear that that staffer is only acting appropriately, within the ministerial
guidelines and within the Public Administration Act 2004. Of course Labor is at war. We have had
clear evidence shown on 60 Minutes that implicates many members of the Victorian Labor right
faction, but right faction stackers have claimed that their activities included counter-stacks against the
Socialist Left.
When we have a clear convener of the Socialist Left working in a ministerial office it is legitimate that
the minister answer very clearly that he has taken steps to ensure that his staffer has at no time done
anything untoward in terms of stacking or factional activity within his office when he is being paid by
Victorian taxpayers to be a ministerial staffer.
MORDIALLOC COLLEGE
Mr RICHARDSON (Mordialloc) (19:03): (2608) My adjournment this evening is to the Minister
for Education, and the action I seek is for the minister to update my community on the progress towards
the stage 2 redevelopment at Mordialloc College. This is a very exciting project in the life of
Mordialloc College. Of course stage 1 was committed to a few years ago and delivered by the Andrews
Labor government. It has delivered an incredible outcome for our community, with the junior learning
centre, the performing arts centre and other upgrades as well. But the job is not done yet. There is more
to do there, and we have had some $8.7 million allocated to this fantastic school community to
complete their stage 2.
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I want to place on record the incredible work and leadership over a number of years of Michelle
Roberts, the principal of Mordialloc College. Michelle got the Lindsay Thompson Award for
Excellence in Education. That is the equivalent of the Brownlow Medal in education. She is an
outstanding leader—principal of the year she cleaned up as well last year, which shows just the
incredible work that she has done to turn Mordialloc College into a school of destination.
In that stage 2 we are looking at further building works, classroom upgrades and that year 12 learning
centre that so many in our community have been waiting for. It goes as well with the work that has
been done across the region. Of course Parkdale Secondary College was an election commitment that
we made—that is a substantial redevelopment of their stage 3 projects and ambitions—and we are not
far away from opening up the new, completed and absolutely rebuilt Yarrabah School.
This is a specialist development school in our local community. When I came in as the member for
Mordialloc in 2014 this school community was fundraising simply to get ramp access into their
classrooms. It was an extraordinary outcome to secure that $22 million rebuild and to see the
administrative building and the junior and senior secondaries completed and the open learning and
playing space as well. Matthew Harris and his team have been absolutely outstanding. This is the
rebuild and the revolution that is going on in education now. We did not want second-class facilities
undermining the wonderful education that is put forward as well.
I also want to place on the record my strong love and appreciation for the incredible work done by
teachers in our local community and indeed across Victoria. Tens of thousands of teachers are out on
their feet at the moment. They have had an incredibly stressful term. But what you hear across the
board is the resolve of our teachers, who have given so much to their students, going over and above,
answering calls and emails well into the night. It is an amazing outcome during COVID-19, and so
we place our love and affection on the record there. But in the interim I would like the Minister for
Education to update my community on the progress of stage 2 at Mordialloc College.
COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY GIPPSLAND SOUTH ELECTORATE STATIONS
Mr D O’BRIEN (Gippsland South) (19:06): (2609) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and the action I seek is for her to finally provide funding for the
rebuilds of fire stations at Foster, Yarram and Mirboo North. All three of these communities have been
in dire need of new stations for a number of some years now, and I have been campaigning since I
was elected as the member for Gippsland South in 2015. The stations at all three towns are small, old,
outdated and insufficient, and indeed they are unsafe. On just about all three of them—certainly at
Yarram and Foster—I know there are chips out of the bricks on the side where the door is because it
is so narrow for the trucks to get in. Foster has been denied the ability to get a new truck because their
station simply will not accommodate the more modern trucks, and at the stations particularly at Mirboo
North and Yarram because of the narrowness there is actually an OH&S issue for volunteers getting
changed. When a call-out is happening and trucks are moving in and out, when volunteers are trying
to get changed they literally have nowhere else to change.
I have raised this now with three different ministers, and I am coming to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services again seeking funding for these. The reason I am raising it again now is that on
18 May the government announced its $2.7 billion building works program. Quietly buried towards
the bottom of the release was the statement:
The Government will also invest more than $100 million for the critical upgrades of CFA and SES stations …

We have heard nothing since about that particular component of the announcement, and I would like
the minister to ensure that Yarram, Foster and Mirboo North are high on the list of statewide stations.
We have had promises about commitments before from the former minister when he was desperately
trying to get through Fire Rescue Victoria, and it all amounted to nothing, so it is time that the
government actually delivered for these volunteer-only brigades, many of which, like these three, are
in great need.
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I note with respect to Foster that Dave Jones, the captain of the Foster station, has been like a bull
terrier fighting for his community and his brigade, and I know that there is land available for a new
station that would perfectly suit the Foster brigade. They just need a commitment to actually buy that
land and build a new station.
The Nationals and Liberals made a commitment at the last election of $2.6 million for a new Foster
station, $2.5 million for Yarram and $2.1 million for Mirboo North. That I think would be the
minimum given the intervening period that the minister should be providing for these stations. It is
time the government supported CFA volunteers and particularly those in Gippsland South.
WATTLE PARK REVITALISATION PROJECT
Mr FOWLES (Burwood) (19:09): (2610) My adjournment matter is directed to the minister at the
table, the Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and the action I seek is for the
minister to provide an update to the constituents of Burwood on the Wattle Park revitalisation project,
part of the suburban parks program. The Wattle Park revitalisation project will see the installation of
a new adventure playground and Tan-style running track in iconic Wattle Park. This beautiful park
opened to the public over 100 years ago and is still well loved and utilised by the local community
today. It contains many unique historic treasures such as the Wattle Park Chalet, two W-class trams
and the Lone Pine, the oldest original Gallipoli Lone Pine tree in Australia.
This pine was the first Lone Pine to ever be publicly planted as an Anzac memorial, predating the one
planted at Melbourne’s Shrine of Remembrance by a month and the one at the Australian War
Memorial in Canberra by 17 months. The Andrews government promised at the last election to make
these generational improvements to Wattle Park, and we are delivering on that commitment.
This project will bring new cohorts of users to the park and create an exceptional active recreation facility
for the eastern suburbs. This is good news for the local community, especially the Wattle Park Children’s
Services Centre, home of the bush kinder, who regularly utilise the park. Staff and students at the centre
have agreed to participate in the consultation phase of the project, and I am pleased to advise the house
that I absolutely will be accepting pictorial submissions, including those rendered in crayon. I am looking
forward to a robust and comprehensive community consultation process which will bring in other
stakeholders, including the Friends of Wattle Park community group, the Surrey Hills Cricket Club,
residents from the area and the many other patrons of this iconic eastern suburbs park.
Already a number of residents have contacted me, keen to be involved in the process. This is
unsurprising given the special place it holds for members of my community. Wattle Park has incredible
plant and animal life—butterflies and beetles, rosellas and rainbow lorikeets—and, for as long as the
member for Kew stays away, it even has bats. Wattle Park is home to one of the last stands of remnant
indigenous vegetation in metropolitan Melbourne, featuring a number of truly awesome towering
eucalypts. It is also home to the staggering 12 000 wattle trees that lend it its name. Cricket, golf and
lawn tennis are played there, and also playing there is the Melbourne Tramways Band, another
stakeholder who will be contributing to our community consultation.
The risk we run in making these improvements is that many, many more Melburnians discover this
suburban oasis. But the park is ultimately too good not to share, and under this Labor government it is
about to get even better. I thank the minister in advance for her update and look forward to sharing our
progress on this iconic project with my constituents.
APOLLO BAY FUEL SUPPLY
Mr RIORDAN (Polwarth) (19:12): (2611) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Tourism,
Sport and Major Events. In fact because we do not have a Minister for Small Business, the minister
for tourism will do. However, as I look up there at the member for Burwood, you never know his
luck—he might get one of the growing number of spots down on the front bench to answer this
question tomorrow.
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Members interjecting.
Mr RIORDAN: Wrong faction? Oh, well—anyway. The action I seek from the minister for
tourism is to immediately contact Caltex Australia and help facilitate an emergency supply of fuel to
the township of Apollo Bay for the next four to five months. In what is turning into a terrible blow to
that hardworking community, they have only found out in the last 10 days that they will not have a
service station for up to five months. This community is at the heart of the Great Ocean Road. It is the
clear stopover point for visitors, particularly from Melbourne, heading along the Great Ocean Road,
often on the journey to the Twelve Apostles, and for the next up to five months there will not be fuel
available in the town. There is a very rudimentary three-day-a-week ute service where a company
organised by Caltex will appear with a ute somewhere off the main street and you can call by and get
your fuel.
The economy of Apollo Bay is 100 per cent reliant on cars, buses and trucks for transport. There are
no other ways to get people—tourists and visitors—and goods and supplies into that community. And
to think this comes after all that they have gone through with coronavirus and all that they went through
with the closing of the borders earlier in the year—they lost their Christmas season, they lost their
Easter season. They have got school holidays starting shortly—and most probably a second lot of
school holidays without proper fuel supply. This is not good enough.
The minister’s office has been contacted. In fact they have been pleaded with to step up and help
support this. This government, we know, asked the taxpayers to oversee $24.5 billion of extra loans,
ex gratia, that this government wishes to throw around. Granted they have been very sidetracked in
the last 48 hours on their own graft and corruption and money being thrown around, but this is
important. These are real people’s lives—not factional lives. These are real people’s lives. They need
some security over a really important essential service. They need that fuel there to get their economy
up and going. They need that fuel there to attract visitors. They cannot be left in a situation where
people will journey there and literally be stuck.
There is no capacity to store fuel in Apollo Bay for this period of time. This is an important
redevelopment being done on the service station—essentially on a sensitive sand dune area. It needs
support from this government, and it needs it immediately. It starts on Thursday.
CANTERBURY–BEDFORD ROADS, HEATHMONT, INTERSECTION
Mr TAYLOR (Bayswater) (19:15): (2612) I rise today with a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC in the other place, Jaala Pulford. The action I seek is for
the minister to direct the Department of Transport to provide an update on the progress of works at the
Canterbury and Bedford roads intersection so that I can keep my community informed on the fantastic
work that has been undertaken to fix this dangerous intersection. Locals like me have known for years
the danger of this intersection—near misses and nose-to-tail collisions occur there frequently. It is also
important to note that local schoolkids use this intersection frequently to get to and from local schools
like Heathmont East Primary and Ringwood Secondary.
I was very proud to host the minister at this intersection early last year for her to see it for herself and
for me to show her personally the danger that existed there. This is why I was very pleased, alongside
my colleague the member for Ringwood, to help deliver to fix this intersection once and for all, for a
total of $1.6 million to deliver this vital upgrade. Works were set to begin later this year, but as locals
have noted, they have already begun in earnest. It will mean that with a revised and redirected traffic
flow and safer merging, crossing and turning it will be much, much safer for all locals—as we know,
a real game changer.
Delivering this change will mean an improvement to the left-turn slip lane from Bedford Road to
Canterbury Road; extending the right-turn lane on Canterbury Road to Bedford Road; widening the
right-turn lane on Bedford Road; providing safer access for residents, with a left-turn deceleration lane
into Rawson Court; making the intersection easier to navigate, with new line marking and signage;
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making it easier and safer to turn right, with a new right-turn arrow from Canterbury Road onto Aringa
Court; and improved traffic flow, with new traffic light sequencing through the intersection. It is a
great commitment that I am very proud of. I thank the minister for the work that she and the Andrews
government are doing to help to improve the safety of all road users right across the state and
particularly in my electorate of Bayswater.
SHEPPARTON ELECTORATE SOCIAL HOUSING
Ms SHEED (Shepparton) (19:17): (2613) My adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing.
The action I seek is that the minister inform me about what is being done by the government to improve
the existing social housing stock in the Shepparton district electorate. Recently the state government
announced it would spend half a billion dollars to upgrade 23 000 social housing properties and deliver
168 new social housing units across Victoria. As the minister is aware, Shepparton has the unenviable
record of the highest level of homelessness in regional Victoria, indicated by ABS 2016 census data
and the government’s own local area service network data. I have been undertaking an investigation
into the state of social housing in my electorate. Social housing is an important investment which goes
towards combating the very pressing issue of the rising cost of housing affordability, thereby
preventing low wage earners and welfare recipients from the risk of becoming homeless.
I thank the minister for providing me with information in response to questions on notice regarding
the state of my electorate’s social housing stock. The figures confirm that a number of social housing
properties have been sitting idle and unused. There are 29 properties vacant as of April 2020, 21 of
which have been vacant for more than 90 days or longer, with some vacant for more than two years. I
have already written to the minister requesting that these vacant properties be prioritised for
maintenance when distributing funds from the building works package so as to return them to use as
quickly as possible.
The state of homelessness in my electorate is such that to simply maintain the current levels of social
housing stock an investment of some 25 new social housing units is required each and every year to make
inroads and reduce homelessness, and that investment needs to increase to approximately 50 social
housing units per year over the next decade and beyond. In my electorate there is a lack of affordable
one- and two-bedroom units, and I ask that the bulk of any future investment consider this shortfall.
The state government has been making some inroads partnering with local not-for-profits in the
Shepparton region via the Social Housing Growth Fund, and I commend these efforts. The electorate
with the highest rate of homelessness in regional Victoria is surely deserving of being allocated a
significant proportion of any further social housing investment.
RINGWOOD EAST TRAIN STATION
Mr HALSE (Ringwood) (19:19): (2614) My adjournment matter is to the Minister for Public
Transport, and the action I seek is for the minister to provide an update on the status of the Ringwood
East train station car park upgrade. Locals and commuters in my electorate were delighted when the
Andrews Labor government announced in the lead-up to the 2018 state election that new car parks
would be built at Ringwood East station. It was exciting to see workers out in hi-vis just a few weeks
ago undertaking geotech investigations at the site. While it is great to upgrade individual car parks, it
is important that commuters benefit from new lighting, wayfinding signage and places for people to
lock up their bikes. The constituents of Ringwood and I look forward to the minister’s update.
VICROADS LICENCE TESTING
Ms BRITNELL (South-West Coast) (19:20): (2615) My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Roads in the other place, and the action I seek is an immediate extension of testing hours
at VicRoads licensing centres to clear the backlog of delayed licence tests. The government made a
huge deal about reopening testing last week and how they were going to clear the backlog, but when
you drill down into the detail there are actually no new appointments until September. There is no
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tangible extension to the testing procedures and processes. This is a comment left on my Facebook
page by a constituent on Thursday last week:
I went to Vic Roads today with my daughter to try and make an appointment, they basically laughed at us,
told us we couldn’t make an appointment and it will be months before my daughter can make a booking due
to the backlog. But not once in all the phone calls that I’ve made to them have they added her name to any
list. My daughter cried when we left Vic Roads today.

So in an effort to clear one backlog the government is actually creating another. No new appointments
until September means anyone who turns 18 between now and then will be waiting for three months.
When new bookings are being taken again, waiting times will blow out. If you are not fixing the
problem, you are extending it. In my electorate the Warrnambool office does tests four days a week,
while the office in Portland tests one day a week. I understand testing days increase to five days a week
in Warrnambool and to two in Portland during the busy times. The same can be said for Hamilton and
Ararat, but right now it needs to be more.
The normal processes for busy periods will not suffice; this is not a normal situation. Testing days
need to be extended beyond the norm at all testing sites until we are back to normal waiting times. I
am talking five or six days a week at all offices. Later into the evening and weekends should be looked
at. Staffing will of course be an issue. So I ask: is there anything stopping accredited driving instructors
being recruited as licensing assessors? These people are already accredited to teach our kids to drive,
so surely there must be some way they can be recruited as assessors even in the short term.
I have also had issues raised with me about people who applied for and were granted an exemption
during the shutdown. Are those people now able to have that appointment in their own town rather
than having to travel 4 hours-plus from some parts of my electorate to be able to sit their tests in
Werribee? I ask the minister to make a real effort to clear this backlog and not create another—extend
testing hours, open on weekends, stop pretending everything is getting back to normal when it is
clearly not the case.
JORDANVILLE TRAIN STATION
Mr FREGON (Mount Waverley) (19:23): (2616) My adjournment matter for this evening is for
the Minister for Public Transport, and the action I seek is that the minister provide an update to the
house on the proposed upgrades to Jordanville station. I was very pleased last year to inform my Mount
Waverley constituents that the budget included 40 new and upgraded carparks for Jordanville station,
and of course any increase in parking at any station is a great thing but especially at Jordanville, where
the road surface outside the station entrance is due for a bit of a redo. This was something that Mount
Waverley commuters had raised with me, and I was very happy to inform them that this would be
addressed. So you can imagine my delight when the minister announced that Jordanville station would
also be included in the $23 million upgrade to stations and shelters across the network. This is part of
our massive building blitz that will help kickstart our economy.
Mr Fowles: Massive!
Mr FREGON: I will take that—massive. It will provide jobs and at the same time improve the
accessibility and amenity of our train stations. My constituents and I are looking forward to the
minister’s response.
RESPONSES
Ms D’AMBROSIO (Mill Park—Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, Minister
for Solar Homes) (19:24): I will do the referrals first. I do not think there is a matter of order. The
member for Ripon raised a matter for the Minister for Equality regarding ministerial staffing matters,
and I will certainly pass that on for his response. The member for Mordialloc raised a matter for the
Minister for Education seeking an update for his community on the Mordialloc College stage 2
upgrades. The member for Gippsland South raised a matter for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services regarding station upgrades for fire stations at Foster, Yarram and Mirboo North. The member
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for Polwarth raised a matter for the Minister for Tourism, Sport and Major Events seeking contact to
be made with Caltex Australia regarding supply of fuel to the Apollo Bay petrol station. The member
for Bayswater raised a matter for the Minister for Roads and Minister for Road Safety and the TAC
seeking an update on the works to the Canterbury and Bedford roads intersection in Heathmont. The
member for Shepparton raised a matter for the Minister for Housing seeking possible improvements
to existing social housing stock in her electorate. The member for Ringwood raised a matter for the
Minister for Public Transport seeking a status report on the Ringwood East station car park upgrade.
The member for South-West Coast raised a matter for the Minister for Roads seeking extended driver
testing hours for her community. The member for Mount Waverley raised a matter for the Minister
for Public Transport seeking an update on upgrades to Jordanville rail station.
The member for Burwood raised a matter for me regarding an update on the Wattle Park revitalisation
project. I certainly can report and inform the member that this is a really important project and one of
a significant number in our suburban parks program. It is one that we are very, very proud of and one
that certainly has a significant amount of money for upgrades to the park that will provide for a running
track, improve the children’s playground and make many other improvements that the member has
raised. The project plan for this is being finalised, and certainly we are very, very keen to ensure that
there is really good community engagement. We are looking at how to recast our engagement plan
given the COVID restrictions of course, which is a test really for how we can continue on with this
successful project. But we will, and we will make sure that it is COVID-proof and still make sure that
we have got all of that really important community engagement.
I am very pleased also to be able to report that I will be able to say more about this in the short term,
and I look forward to having a conversation with the member for Burwood with respect to what is an
oasis, as he has quite rightly described it. I have visited Wattle Park a number of times, and it is a
magnificent oasis and a really great environmental haven that many, many people can enjoy. So I am
looking forward to delivering on that project, but the first steps will be of course that really important
community engagement, and I am certainly looking forward to having further discussions with you
very, very soon on that front.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The house now stands adjourned until tomorrow.
House adjourned 7.28 pm.

