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ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY
Tuesday, 8 May 2018

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 May 2018
The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 12.05 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF COUNTRY

1629

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(ACCESS TO JUSTICE) BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

The PRESIDENT (12:06) — On behalf of the
Victorian state Parliament I acknowledge the
Aboriginal peoples, the traditional custodians of this
land which has served as a significant meeting place of
the first people of Victoria. I acknowledge and pay
respect to the elders of the Aboriginal nations in
Victoria past and present and welcome any elders and
members of the Aboriginal communities who may visit
or participate in the events or proceedings of Parliament
this week.

Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time later this day.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that as Melbourne
grows, in particular the inner and outer west, the state
government and Public Transport Victoria (PTV) are
increasing the number of train services. We appreciate these
extra services; however, they constitute noisy V/Line trains,
instead of building an electric train network which is much
quieter.

Sessional orders
The PRESIDENT (12:06) — Members will recall
that we made an arrangement for extended division
bells because of the new offices and whilst everybody
becomes familiar with that. I note that sessional
orders 16 and 17, which were adopted by the house on
29 November 2017 and suspended by the house on
7 February 2018, will now apply. As members have
now started to move into their new office
accommodation, when a division is called the division
bells will ring for 4 minutes. When there are successive
divisions taken with no intervening debate the bells will
ring for 1 minute only. The bells will also ring for
4 minutes if a quorum is called for during committee of
the whole, and if at the expiration of the bells it appears
that a quorum of members is not present, the Deputy
President will leave the chair and the President will
resume the chair.

LONG SERVICE BENEFITS PORTABILITY
BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Minister for Agriculture); by leave, ordered to be
read second time later this day.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Forrest Street, Ardeer, noise barriers
Legislative Council electronic petition:

PTV has constructed a ‘noise’ mitigating barrier from iron
partially along Forrest Street in Ardeer and West Sunshine,
which does not absorb noise. PTV decided to leave a section
of the wall non-constructed in front of the Ardeer Community
Park. Noise emanating from the train line is funnelled and
blown out across the park hitting houses at 60 to 110 decibels
(as recorded).
Since 2007 to 2017, the number of trains passing Ardeer
railway station has increased from two to four per hour to up
to 20 per hour. Train drivers use their horns in front of the
park as there are level crossings at the station, resulting in
20 high-decibel screeches from horns per hour. PTV claims
that section 251B of the Transport (Compliance and
Miscellaneous) Act 1983 provides that—
(1) Any noise emanating from rolling stock—
(a) whilst the rolling stock is travelling on a railway
track or tramway track; or
(b) whilst the rolling stock is entering or exiting a
siding, yard, depot or workshop; or
(c) whilst the rolling stock is in a siding, yard, depot or
workshop and is—
(i)

powering up to commence to be used in
connection with the provision of a passenger
service; or

(ii) shutting down after being used in connection
with the provision of a passenger service—
does not constitute a nuisance and is not subject to the
Environment Protection Act 1970, Local Government Act
1989 or any subordinate instruments made under either of
these acts. They further suggest that they are not negligent as
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noise emanating from rolling stock on a railway track
includes the noise of a train horn. This noise level is unjust to
the residents within 500 metres of Ardeer park who have
purchased properties prior to the exponential increase in
services.

During 2017 alone, there have already been 15 deaths on the
tracks and 694 injuries on the tracks. The 2014–15
Greyhound Racing Victoria annual report indicated that
3012 dogs were killed in that year in the Victorian industry —
that is eight dogs dying every day.

We need compensation for added acoustic insulation in our
homes now that properties are bombarded with sonic-like
booms up to 20 times per hour and PTV has failed to mitigate
any noise.

Two-time winner of trainer of the year, Jason Formosa, was
disqualified for animal cruelty, yet allowed to keep his award.

The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the government and Public Transport Victoria to
construct noise reduction barriers (reducing noise by at least
50 decibels) using greater than 50 mm laminate or appropriate
material instead of recycled rusted iron (like the existing
barrier), along the entirety of the train line on Forrest Street
(e.g. North and Yallourn streets, Ardeer) adjacent to the
Ardeer Community Park, within 50 to 200 metres of
dwellings (which is currently unreconstructed).

By Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (18 signatures).
Laid on table.

Crime rates
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws to
the attention of the Legislative Council —
(1) that crime in Victoria (carjackings, home invasions,
aggravated burglaries, assaults, homicides etc.) has
drastically risen and is a direct result of a broken justice
system and inaction by the Andrews government to find
a solution; and
(2) that many Victorians have lost their faith in the judicial
system, the corrections system, and Victoria Police.
The petitioners therefore call on the Premier, Mr Daniel
Andrews, to take immediate action to reduce crime rates in
Victoria and to conduct a parliamentary inquiry into
escalating crime rates in Victoria.

By Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western
Metropolitan) (155 signatures).
Laid on table.

Greyhound racing
Legislative Council electronic petition:
This petition has been set up by the Coalition for the
Protection of Greyhounds. Since the live baiting scandal in
2015, greyhound racing has been thrown into the spotlight.
What Victorians have learnt is that this is a gambling industry
that is based on abhorrent animal cruelty and criminal
behaviour. In his 2015 inquiry into live baiting, Victorian
racing integrity commissioner Sal Perna acknowledged that
live baiting was ingrained into the culture of greyhound
racing. It is undoubtedly still happening now.

Particularly concerning is the joint funding package worth
over $126 000 in the form of an Easter school holidays kids
program being held at 10 racing venues across Victoria and
hosted by Greyhound Racing Victoria. In essence, this
program is promoting gambling to children. It is also
promoting exposure of animal harm and animal cruelty to
children. Consider the fact that out of 231 race meetings in
Victoria, in the first 10 weeks of 2017, only 11 were free from
injury or death.
Data indicate that gambling industries do not create ‘new
jobs’. Rather, they simply divert employment from other
sectors and they do not create new wealth either. Rather, they
transfer wealth from poor to rich. Moreover, gambling likely
reduces economic activity by diverting gamblers away from
productive labour.
The impact of problem gambling in Australia is huge, and it is
not confined to poker machines. According to the
Productivity Commission, as many as 170 000 Australian
adults face significant gambling problems and a further
350 000 are vulnerable. Of concern, for every addicted
gambler there are 10 more people who are seriously affected.
This includes families, friends and employers. And if that is
not bad enough, according to the commission, 60 per cent of
problem gamblers who have sought counselling have spoken
of suicide. As many as 400 suicides each year can be
attributed to addictive gambling.
Greyhound racing is a cruel and corrupt gambling industry. It
is an industry which exploits and abuses animals and
contributes to problem gambling destroying the lives of
individuals and families.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
ask the Minister for Racing, Martin Pakula, to step down for
his irresponsible promotion of a gambling industry to
children, and call on the Victorian government to implement
a phase-out to an eventual shutdown of the greyhound racing
industry in Victoria.

By Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(712 signatures).
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan).

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT (12:12) — It is my great pleasure
to acknowledge that we have a former member in the
public gallery today — a very recent former member. I
welcome Ms Colleen Hartland, who tells me that after
seven weeks with her husband, Victor, they are still
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together, still in love, and she has no intention of
coming back here. Welcome, Ms Hartland.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 6
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan)
presented Alert Digest No. 6 of 2018, including
appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be published.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON THE
ECONOMY AND INFRASTRUCTURE
Electric vehicles
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) presented report,
including appendices, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be published.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:14) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I thank very much my fellow committee
members, who have done a sterling job in putting this
report together, because this is something that I think is
largely new to us. It is not something that we have
given any great consideration to up until this point. As I
said, I thank those members who contributed to the
report.
Of course there was some evidence presented to the
committee at the public hearings and in submissions
that did support the importance of electric vehicles to
Victoria’s transport future. The report, however, does
not make any recommendations to government on this
particular matter, particularly in terms of supporting the
sector. Whilst there was a good deal of evidence, and
indeed I have to say a good deal of enthusiasm from
certain quarters, about the possibility of electric
vehicles being feasible in the future, it became very
apparent to me as chair, and I think to other members,
that for this to occur a great deal of public money
would have to go into promoting this particular form of
transportation. That is something that concerns me
because we have seen over recent years many, many
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hundreds of millions or billions of dollars in many
places overseas, particularly in the United States, go
into various green flights of fancy if I might them call
them that, and I certainly do not want to see that happen
in Victoria. We have enough waste in Victoria without
increasing it any further.
I think we also have to consider that a transition to
electric vehicles would mean a great deal of possible
unemployment to people in the motor vehicle sector —
people selling spare parts, people servicing vehicles —
because it would mean somewhat of a revolution to
them and there would be, I would imagine, quite a few
who would be very unfamiliar with what they would
have to deal with from that point of view. So we could
have a very real situation where we have mechanics,
automobile dealers and people who work for
automobile dealers actually put out of work as a result.
That is something that does concern me. That is
something that we need to have a very good, hard look
at before we take this any further.
I would also like to thank the staff, who do a
tremendous job. They do not get the sort of thanks that
perhaps they should from time to time. I would like to
thank the committee secretary, Lilian Topic; Pamie
Fung, the inquiry officer; and Kieran Crowe and
Michelle Kurrle, the research assistants for this inquiry,
because putting an inquiry of this nature together does
have its fair share of challenges. Indeed it could be said
that working with members of the committee has its fair
share of challenges. Getting members into the same
room together from time to time poses its fair share of
challenges. I know that the committee secretary and I
had many long and deep discussions about the direction
of this particular inquiry and what we might put into
certain sections of the report. I thank her for her
patience. I think it is very much a credit to her and to
her staff that we have this sort of report here today. I
commend the report to the chamber, and I would
suggest that if members would like a good read of
anything before the election sets in proper, if it has not
already, then this just might be the document to read.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:19) — I
would like to start by thanking Lilian Topic and her
team for their work on this particular report. I think they
always do a fantastic job under sometimes hard
conditions. I would also like to thank all the witnesses
that attended and helped us create this report.
I found this reference quite hopeful. I found this
reference quite interesting. It further convinced me that
electric vehicles are going to be a real part of our future,
even to the extent of driverless vehicles coming as well
in the form of electric vehicles. I think about what
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electric vehicles mean for the environment. I
understand that there was evidence around how power
is generated to charge electric vehicles and that that
determines the optimum of the environmental outcome,
as in a very positive, good outcome. I think there are
things that can easily be overcome with a commitment
to renewable energy and a commitment to more solar
cells and battery capture in individual houses and
workplaces and charging stations at those particular
individual houses and workstations.
As I said before, electric vehicles are coming. They
have some volume in jurisdictions other than ours
across the world. We have heard all the negativity and
gloom and doom, and people who have their finger in a
dyke thinking that this is not going to be a reality very
soon — in a matter of years — are fooling themselves.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:21) — I am
delighted to rise to speak to this inquiry, albeit it was
quite a short time for me on this particular
parliamentary inquiry because my colleague
Ms Hartland, who is visiting us in the gallery today, in
fact was participating in this inquiry.
What struck me in my time on this inquiry was the
enormous benefits that electric vehicles can provide in
terms of the amenity and health impacts on our cities.
Electric vehicles are very, very quiet and do not have
the same particulate emissions as internal combustion
engines, so they would have an enormous impact on the
way our cities operate and function, and particularly on
the health and amenity of the people who live in our
cities.
I think it is really important to recognise as part of this
that the core to electric vehicles being part of our
vehicle system is that they must use energy generated
by renewable energy sources. It is pointless using
coal-fired electricity generation in terms of electric
vehicles, but there is an enormous opportunity for this
state in relation to transitioning to renewables as soon
as we can and of electric vehicles being part of that.
There is an enormous role for government and fleet
companies to play in terms of taking up electric
vehicles as part of their fleets. There is also a flow-on
effect from that, being in the second-hand car market
after that and providing electric vehicles in the
second-hand arena. There is an enormous potential for
buses to be electric. I have been to cities in other
countries where their buses are electric. They are a
wonderful way to get around those cities. What strikes
me is the fact that we do not see the health impacts in
terms of diesel engines belching out particulates in
those cities and that they are quiet.
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Lastly, I would like to thank the committee secretariat.
You did an amazing job — you always do do an
amazing job — and I thank you for your efforts.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes —
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C292.
Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendment C230.
Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C233.
Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendment C82.
Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme — Amendments
C221 and C223.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C353.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendments C153 and
C158.
Latrobe Planning Scheme — Amendment C109.
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme —
Amendment C123.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendment C141.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C281,
C318 and C333.
Wangaratta Planning Scheme — Amendment C72.
Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendment C105.
A Statutory Rule under the Road Safety Act 1986 — No. 47.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Documents under section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule
Nos. 39, 41, 47 and 48.
Legislative instruments and related documents under
section 16B in respect of —
Order by the Governor in Council of 10 April 2018
declaring specified events to be Kardinia Park
events under section 34 of the Kardinia Park
Stadium Act 2016.
Minister’s Publication of 23 April 2018 of the
Code of Practice for the Keeping of Racing
Greyhounds under section 63AC of the Domestic
Animals Act 1994.
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NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:27) — By leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 9 May 2018:
(1) order of the day 23 standing in the name of Mr Davis in
relation to the production of certain documents in
relation to the West Gate tunnel project agreements and
contracts;
(2) notice of motion 522 standing in the name of Ms Lovell
in relation to a regional sitting of the Legislative
Council;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Mr O’Sullivan in
relation to regional rail services; and
(4) notice of motion 538 standing in the name of
Mr O’Donohue in relation to policies for victims of
crime.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Aboriginal children and young people
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:28) — I am pleased to rise and inform the
house about what the Andrews Labor government is
doing to advance self-determination and increase the
cultural connectedness of Aboriginal children and
young people in our child protection and care system.
On 26 April I was pleased to sign and launch the
Wungurilwil Gapgapduir: Aboriginal Children and
Families Agreement, a groundbreaking tripartite
partnership between the Aboriginal communities,
government and community service organisations. This
agreement was signed by me on behalf of the
government, the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care
Agency, the Victorian Aboriginal Children and Young
People’s Alliance and the Centre for Excellence in
Child and Family Welfare.
The Andrews Labor government has matched this
commitment to self-determination with an
unprecedented $47.3 million to support implementation
of the agreement and the accompanying strategic action
plan. This will see continuing assistance for Aboriginal
organisations to allow them to support more Aboriginal
children and young people on protection orders, to
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transition the case management of more Aboriginal
children in out-of-home care to Aboriginal-controlled
community organisations, to improve cultural
connection for Aboriginal young people in care and to
strengthen evidence-based policy and practice for
services involving Aboriginal families and children.
The Aboriginal Children’s Forum will oversee
implementation of the agreement, with a robust
accountability framework to measure its effectiveness
in improving the lives of Aboriginal children and their
families. This will be a living document, not something
that sits on a shelf, gathering dust.
I would like to acknowledge the outstanding work of
the Aboriginal Children’s Forum and particularly
acknowledge the contribution of the agreement
working group. The work and leadership of the forum
is grounded through the forging of strong and respectful
relationships, an ability to engage in forthright and
courageous conversations and an unwavering
commitment to improving the outcomes for Aboriginal
children and families in Victoria. I am very proud that
our government has put this unprecedented funding in
this year’s budget to make this vision a reality.

Early childhood infrastructure
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (12:30) — I rise to inform the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is getting things done
across Victoria through a record investment in early
childhood infrastructure. On 17 April I was pleased to
attend a number of events in Melbourne’s west
showcasing our government’s commitment to quality
early years facilities. I was pleased to officially open
Tarneit North Kindergarten, one of two new
purpose-built relocatable kindergartens, providing an
additional 231 kindergarten places. I was pleased to be
joined by Cesar Melhem and Sarah Connolly, Labor’s
candidate for the Assembly seat of Tarneit, who were
able to assist me in these proceedings. These buildings
will help meet the urgent demand for kindergarten
places while permanent centres such as the Truganina
East Integrated Family Learning Centre are being built.
I was also pleased to officially turn the sod on the
Highton early learning centre down in Highton, which
was an election commitment of this government and
one we are proud to be delivering for that local
community. I was pleased to be joined by Labor’s
candidate for the Assembly seat of South Barwon,
Darren Cheeseman, at this event. Once completed this
integrated children’s centre will have doubled its
licensed capacity to cater for, and will offer maternal
and child health services to, the local community for the
very first time.
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These projects are part of our government’s record
$123.6 million investment to build, expand and
improve early years infrastructure across Victoria to
ensure local families can continue to access great local
kindergartens. Only a Labor government will get on
with the job of getting Victoria’s kids ready for kinder,
ready for school and ready for life.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Collective Shout
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:31) — I rise today to applaud the work of
Collective Shout in successfully defending the
abolitionist movement against a legal threat brought on
by Sexpo Pty Ltd. In response to articles calling out
Sexpo for advertising an online provider of hardcore
pornography on the sides of public buses that were used
to take children to school, Sexpo threatened legal
proceedings and demanded an apology. Collective
Shout rightfully refused to issue an apology for
defending the right of children to grow up in a porn-free
environment. Sexpo followed through with their threat
and took Collective Shout to court over their campaign
calling for the removal of the ads from buses. Last
month the Federal Court in Brisbane was so
unimpressed by Sexpo that it dismissed their
application and ordered them to pay Collective Shout’s
legal costs.
Collective Shout co-founder Melinda Tankard Reist has
been calling out Sexpo for its advertising on buses and
billboards across the country for years, providing a
valuable and much-needed public voice for the
protection of children from sexism, objectification and
the porn industry. Now more than ever before we must
stand up and protect our children from ever-increasing
hypersexualised environments. To stay silent is to deny
them their childhood innocence that we as a community
have a responsibility to protect.

Country Fire Authority Yarrambat brigade
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:33) — As a
member for Northern Victoria Region I am proud that
my electorate is home to many wonderful Country Fire
Authority (CFA) brigades with members who are
dedicated to keeping their communities safe from fire
events. Local fire brigades sit at the very heart of
communities as places where community members join
in the common goal of protecting their friends and
neighbours.
One such fire brigade is the Yarrambat fire brigade in
the southern part of my electorate, and I was happy to

Tuesday, 8 May 2018

recently help them acquire a new flag for their station
flagpole after the member for Yan Yean in the
Assembly had completely ignored a similar request. I
will continue to support the brave men and women of
the CFA throughout Victoria, and I thank the
hardworking volunteers at Yarrambat for the
tremendous work they do in protecting their
community.

The Cottage
Ms LOVELL — It was with great pleasure that I
recently attended the open day at The Cottage, a
residential drug and alcohol rehabilitation centre in
Shepparton. The day coincided with the opening of a
new 10-bed residential facility to join the two other
residences on the property, allowing the centre to help
even more people suffering from addiction. The centre
is the result of the vision of local couples Ken and
Helma Gash and Rob and Trish Bryant. The managing
director of The Cottage is Joshua Simm, a local
Bangerang man who now dedicates his life to helping
others.
The open day saw former and current clients share with
the crowd their individual battles with addiction and the
wonderful impact The Cottage has had on their lives.
Quite simply, The Cottage is saving and changing lives,
and I congratulate everyone involved with the facility.

Gippsland Tech School
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (12:34) — There has
been a flurry of activity throughout Gippsland in recent
weeks, and a lot of it comes down to investments that
have been made over a long period of time and have
been contributed to by the community as part of
co-design processes. One such example is the recent
opening of the tech school at Morwell. This is the
product of intensive engagement with industry, the
eight partner schools, the local council, the Victorian
School Building Authority, the Department of
Education and Training and Minister Merlino as well as
Minister Tierney in this place.
What we have seen is the delivery of state-of-the-art
experiences and facilities for 5000 students from eight
partner schools who will be able to get the benefit of
this sort of activity into the future. From now and into
the coming years, we will see opportunities being
delivered which are directly relevant to industry, job
opportunities, skills and learning into the future. This
will focus on the areas of advanced manufacturing, new
energy technology, food and fibre, and health care.
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TAFE funding
Ms SHING — It has been a profound delight to be
able to confirm the announcement of a total of more
than $60 million in TAFE capital, to be able to facilitate
new campuses for Morwell Federation Training and
also for the port of Sale. Again, this is something that
those opposite, and The Nationals in particular, love to
whinge and complain about, but when in office their
record speaks for itself. They do not deliver, they do not
provide any meaningful alternatives, their hands are
nowhere near their pockets and, when it comes to
actually improving the lives of people throughout
Gippsland, they are nowhere to be seen and entirely
irrelevant.

Gender equality
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:36) — The 2018–19 ‘Gender Equality Budget
Statement’ provides an overview of the government’s
gender equality objectives and budgetary allocations. It
could have done so much more but it did not, and this is
a huge missed opportunity. Australia and Victoria were
once recognised for global leadership in
gender-responsive budgeting, but over the past two
decades we have well and truly dropped the ball.
Gender-responsive budgeting provides a gender
analysis of the impact of policies funded by the budget
and, critically, influences budgeting decisions. It builds
fairness and equality into decision-making processes
and provides a detailed understanding of how
investments and funding cuts will impact the lives of
real women.
Unfortunately Victoria’s ‘Gender Equality Budget
Statement’ does not do any of the above. Instead, it
appears to be a cut-and-paste job from the general
budget papers, featuring a lot of numbers and added
references to women. Frankly it is little more than a
piece of fluff. Unless Victorian women use one of the
services or programs mentioned, it is difficult to
understand how next year’s budget will impact on them
or how the budget was designed to work for women. It
is not good enough, and for a government that is
constantly spruiking its leadership on gender equality,
we expect more.

Ballarat education funding
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:38) — What a
shocking state budget this 2018–19 budget is for the
people of Ballarat. The Andrews Labor government
have tried to spruik their credentials about making
Victoria the Education State. In spite of this, the
funding that we see in this budget tells a very different
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story. The much-needed Lucas primary school is far too
late, and the surrounding schools in Ballarat are
absolutely bursting at the seams. Daniel Andrews and
his minister have only just realised there is a need for a
primary school in Lucas. Mount Clear College, a
wonderful school that is doing phenomenal work, needs
$13 million of funding to upgrade their facilities, but
they received only $3 million in this budget. Ballarat
High School —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Morris, can you
take it from the top. I seem to be missing a bit of what
you were saying.
Mr MORRIS — It may be slightly different,
President, but I am happy to.
What a shocking state budget this 2018–19 Labor
budget is for the people of Ballarat. Daniel Andrews
has gone out and spruiked that he wants to make
Victoria the Education State. However, these have been
found to be empty words. What we see is that Labor
have only just realised that one of the fastest growing
suburbs in Australia, Lucas, needs a primary school. It
is far too little too late from Labor with Lucas primary
school. Mount Clear College, a wonderful school that is
in desperate need of upgrades and which we committed
$13 million to prior to the last election, received only
$3 million from Labor to upgrade the school. Ballarat
High School, another great school doing great work,
needs over $10 million and yet received only $4 million
from Labor. Miners Rest Primary School is landlocked;
they need a new site. However, Labor has committed
only to upgrades of the Miners Rest Primary School,
rather than a greenfields site, which the local member,
Louise Staley in the Assembly electorate of Ripon, and
our shadow minister have committed to.
In terms of this budget, it has been a massive slap in the
face to the Ballarat council. None of their priority
projects have been funded in this budget. Labor has
tried to spruik its investment in hospitals. What we now
know is it is on the never-never. The devil is in the
detail. Over 80 per cent of the funding is for beyond
2022.

Eastern Victoria Region funding
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (12:40) — What
an amazing budget. I am going to talk about just a few
aspects. On the record expenditure on education, I will
pull out a few projects in my electorate. Pakenham
north-east primary school — an additional stage, with
$9.9 million allocated for the construction of stage 2.
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This is one of the fastest growing communities in
Australia, and we need this funding for the additional
students pouring into this area. Clyde Primary
School — site extension, where funding has been
provided to purchase land to extend the site of Clyde
Primary School. This will enable the school to
accommodate more students and ensure that current
students have enough space to play outside. Koo Wee
Rup Secondary College — funding of $850 000. I
could go on and on about education projects. There is
$1.2 billion allocated — more than the opposition spent
during their four years in office. They should be
embarrassed; they are not embarrassed. That says a lot
about them.
I will also talk today about expenditure on roads:
$2.2 billion for a suburban roads package —
remarkable expenditure. Again it is much needed, given
Victoria’s population growth. For the Healesville-Koo
Wee Rup Road, from Princes Freeway to Manks Road,
this expenditure will duplicate 10 kilometres of road,
from two lanes to four lanes, and upgrade three
intersections. That is a road that currently services
20 000 cars per day and 5000 trucks per day. This
expenditure is long overdue. For the Monash Freeway
corridor upgrade, stage 2 — $712 million. There is
$13.7 billion in infrastructure spending across transport,
education, health and the justice system — more than
double what the opposition spent per year across their
pitiful four years in government.

Victoria University Sunbury site
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:42) —
Almost 25 years ago the Kennett government gifted to
Victoria University the land and buildings atop
Jacksons Hill in Sunbury to establish a university
campus. That happened, I recall, after much community
involvement and activity, and quite a celebration
ensued. During the course of the Bracks government,
very sadly, the Sunbury university campus was closed.
At that point Victoria University should have handed
the land and buildings back to the Victorian taxpayer.
Indeed Victoria University locked the buildings, walked
out and kept both the land and buildings on Jacksons
Hill.
Now, if all reports are correct, years later the Andrews
government is preparing to buy from Victoria
University the land and buildings that a quarter of a
century ago were given for nothing. It leads me to ask
the question: how the hell can this be happening? The
government should not be buying this land; it should be
demanding that Victoria University return it to its
rightful owners. Victoria University was given the land
and buildings to operate a university campus. When it

Tuesday, 8 May 2018

ceased that operation, it should have returned them
then. It certainly should do the right thing now. For the
Andrews government to be even thinking about
handing over taxpayers hard-earned to a university that
deserted the people of Sunbury is nothing short of an
outrage.

Climate change
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:43) — On
Friday night I attended the Transition to a Safe Climate
Conference organised by Sustainable Macleod, the
Montmorency Community Group, Transition 3081,
Transition Warringal, Sustainable Greensborough and
Transition Banyule. The conference keynote speaker
was Ian Dunlop. Mr Dunlop knows something about
the energy industry in Australia, having been the chair
of the Australian Coal Association and CEO of the
Australian Institute of Company Directors.
Mr Dunlop’s presentation highlighted that climate
change is occurring two to three times faster than
anticipated, with the most rapid rates of change being
experienced in the Arctic and in West Antarctica.
Communities are already feeling the impact, with an
eight-fold increase in the real cost of climate-related
natural disasters since the 1980s.
Mr Dunlop noted that with all the global warming built
in through historic emissions we are heading towards
an existential crisis for the global community. There is
a limited amount of carbon budget left that can be
emitted before catastrophic impacts are locked in. The
earlier we start towards decarbonisation the longer we
have to transform our economy. If we start now, we
have 25 years; if we wait till 2025, we will have less
than a decade. We must start now.
I call on the Andrews government to radically shift
priorities away from coal, oil and gas industries towards
a massive investment in renewables; stop logging the
most carbon-dense forests in the world; and set a path
for decarbonisation of the Victorian economy.

Russell Lucas Oval, Ringwood
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:45) — I
was very pleased in recent days to be out at Jubilee
Park, Ringwood, to announce that the Russell Lucas
Oval is to receive from the fantastic Andrews Labor
government $2 million to renovate its pavilion. The
Ringwood Cricket Club, the Ringwood Football Club
and the Ringwood Spiders All-Abilities Sports Club
were absolutely delighted with this announcement.
I also want to thank Russell Thomas —
Mr Davis interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane, you might
take it from the top. I am having a bit of trouble
hearing; there is some static.
Mr LEANE — It would be my pleasure; thank you,
President. I was very pleased in recent days —
Mr Davis interjected.
The PRESIDENT (12:46) — Mr Davis,
15 minutes, thank you. You should have taken the hint.
Mr Davis withdrew from chamber.
Mr LEANE — I was very pleased in recent days to
be at the announcement at Jubilee Park that the Russell
Lucas Oval will receive $2 million out of the fantastic
Andrews Labor government budget to renovate its
pavilion. The Ringwood Cricket Club, the Ringwood
Football Club and the Ringwood Spiders All-Abilities
Sports Club were represented at this announcement,
and they were all very delighted.
I want to thank and show my appreciation to Russell
Thomas, the chairman of Cricket Victoria.
Mr Dalidakis — Fantastic guy.
Mr LEANE — He is a fantastic guy. He was
present; he made the time to attend this important
announcement. It was important to Ringwood Cricket
Club but also important to Cricket Victoria, because
they are hoping that this stadium and this ground can be
a hub for Cricket Victoria in the east of Melbourne, and
I think that is a very exciting prospect. I want to show
my appreciation and thanks to Maroondah City
Council, which is putting money towards the pavilion
and has also resurfaced the ground. The oval looked
absolutely perfect. I look forward to working with
Cricket Victoria, Maroondah City Council and local
cricket and football clubs to do more in this area.

Early childhood funding
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:47) —
On the weekend I was very pleased to attend the
102nd holding of The Nationals annual state conference
up in Shepparton. It was a great event attended by a
wide range of people. When our leader, Peter Walsh,
made his address to the conference he announced a
policy of $80 million for a proposed Brighter Futures
Fund. That is very important because what we all know
is that a child’s education and upbringing have very big
implications in terms of how they develop through their
adolescent years and into adulthood. We know that
giving better health care and education to young people
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makes a big difference throughout the remainder of
their lives.
One of the things that has been established recently
through an Auditor-General’s report is that, and I quote:
… there is no sign that the gap in performance is likely to
narrow. Indeed, in some areas of performance, the gap is
getting wider.

What is meant by this is that standards are actually
higher in the city than they are in the country. What we
need to do is ensure that children growing up in
regional and rural Victoria are able to get the best start
in life. The Brighter Futures Fund will establish
integrated education hubs, which will be one-stop shops
for allied health services, early childhood services,
maternal and child health services and tertiary
education. This will ensure that we get the best possible
start for our young people in regional areas.

Western Metropolitan Region funding
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (12:49) —
The budget was handed down by the Andrews Labor
government last Tuesday. As part of this budget my
Western Metropolitan Region has greatly benefited
from the partnership agreements, which are a process
the state government has put in place so that areas or
regions can put in some ideas and get some funding.
There is $29.3 million for stage 2 of the Seddon
secondary campus in Footscray; $55.7 million for new
and upgraded bus services in Melbourne, including
improved bus services in Wyndham; and $22.7 million
to upgrade and maintain active transport infrastructure,
including at Raleigh Road, Maribyrnong. There is
$353.2 million for 12 new schools, early works for
three schools and additional stages for seven schools, as
well as planning for a number of new schools
including, in my electorate, Davis Creek primary school
and additional stages of Burnside primary school,
Truganina East P–9 school and Sanctuary Lakes P–9
school. There is $43 million for a range of statewide
initiatives, including for building and upgrading
kindergartens. The Victorian government has recently
delivered relocatable kindergartens in Tarneit and
Wyndham.
Sometime in the next few months the government will
consider waste proposals for Western Metropolitan
Region, which is the subject of a major report I have
put together for the Minister for Energy, Environment
and Climate Change. I am looking forward to her
announcement in relation to waste-to-energy options in
the western region of Melbourne.
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There is also $16.3 million to improve accessibility at
train stations, including at Watergardens and Essendon
stations. The Andrews Labor government is getting on
with it and getting things done.

Return of the Firestick
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:51) — Fire when
used properly can be restorative, not destructive. I am
proud to be part of a party that if elected to govern
Victoria on 24 November will introduce Return of the
Firestick. This is a project that will study and use
traditional fire management practices to begin to restore
the health of our bushland and reduce fire risk across
Victorian communities. This policy is the culmination
of collaborative efforts with traditional owners,
including Uncle David Wandin from the Wurundjeri
Tribe Land and Compensation Cultural Heritage
Council, Shane Monk from the Taungurung, a number
of Yorta Yorta and Gunaikurnai elders and young
people, mountain cattlemen, foresters and scientists.
This project will have statewide application, delivering
both cultural and environmental benefits to Victoria.
Indigenous or cultural cool burning treats the canopy as
sacred, and promotes the removal of native weed
species and suffocation of low-storey fuel loads to
boost diversity. The Nationals and Liberals will work
together with traditional owners, councils, land
managers and stakeholders to implement a study by
40 fire practitioners to share this cultural knowledge
that for millennia was once common practice of our
First Nations.
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LaunchVic, the Andrews Labor government’s start-up
agency, awarded a grant of over $245 770 to Free to
Feed. They are one of five recipients of LaunchVic
funding to improve access and participation in the
Victorian start-up ecosystem for first generation
migrants and refugees. Free to Feed’s program will
support 60 start-up entrepreneurs from Melbourne and
regional Victoria. A real strength of Free to Feed’s
incubator is its tremendous team of volunteers, in
particular Nayran Tabiei, who shared her inspiring
story, boundless enthusiasm for the program and deep
love of Australia with over 60 attendees.
Migrants and refugees are recognised as important
contributors to successful start-up ecosystems. They are
known to have high-risk appetites, having started a new
life in a new country, often with no capital, no credit
history, no assets and no security. As a migrant, I was
very proud to join Minister Dalidakis at this event. I
wish Free to Feed every success.

NOTICES OF MOTION
The PRESIDENT (12:54) — Ms Patten has a
motion that she wished to advise the house of, but when
I called for notices of motion unfortunately Ms Patten
was involved in a meeting with Olivia Newton-John,
who is here today having some discussions with a
number of MPs about the Austin Hospital and her
wellness centre. Unfortunately Ms Patten at that time
missed the call, so I seek leave from the house to enable
Ms Patten to give notice of that motion.
Leave granted.

I congratulate all those who have worked for this
outcome, including the Mountain Cattlemen’s
Association of Victoria’s Chris Commins and his crew.
I also thank Australia’s leading fire practitioner, Victor
Steffensen, whose mantra is that we all must work
together to restore the health of our bush and that fire
should trickle like water over the land, healing in its
way.

Free to Feed
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (12:52) —
On 23 April I was very pleased to join
Minister Dalidakis, who launched Free to Feed’s Now
to Launch incubator in High Street, Northcote. In
particular I acknowledge Daniel and Loretta Bolotin,
the dynamic husband and wife co-founders who
possess in my opinion a profound sense of social
justice, and their staff, program officer Betty Helou and
entrepreneur support manager Arnold Salinas.

Ms PATTEN gave notice of motion.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:56) —
President, I seek leave to make my notice of motion
item (3) on the general business order of precedence for
tomorrow.
Leave granted.
The PRESIDENT (12:55) — I should therefore put
Ms Wooldridge’s motion as an amended motion. It has
previously been circulated. What I intend to do now is
put to the test an amended motion of Ms Wooldridge
that inserts Ms Patten’s notice of motion given today as
the third matter to be debated, and therefore what was
listed in Ms Wooldridge’s motion at item (3) becomes
(4) and what was listed at item (4) becomes (5). That is
the effect of the amendment. I will put that to the test.
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The question is:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 9 May 2018:
(1) order of the day 23 standing in the name of Mr Davis in
relation to the production of certain documents in
relation to the West Gate tunnel project agreements and
contracts;
(2) notice of motion 522 standing in the name of Ms Lovell
in relation to a regional sitting of the Legislative
Council;
(3) notice of motion given this day by Ms Patten in relation
to religious exemptions for tax;
(4) notice of motion given this day by Mr O’Sullivan in
relation to regional rail services; and
(5) notice of motion 538 standing in the name of
Mr O’Donohue in relation to policies for victims of
crime.

Motion agreed to.

SERVICE VICTORIA BILL 2017
Committee
Resumed from 1 May.
Clause 15 further discussed.
Mr JENNINGS — In light of matters that were
discussed in the committee the last time we met, and in
response to some concerns raised in relation to the
willing participation of councils in using the Service
Victoria platform, I will seek to move an amendment in
clause 58 which will provide that no regulations can
actually be made in relation to such a transfer of
responsibility without the agreement of a council. An
amendment to that effect will be circulated in my name.
Ms PENNICUIK — I did ask my question at the
very end of the committee stage last week, and the
minister did undertake to get back to me, but I can
repeat the question if the minister requests it.
Mr Jennings — Yes, let’s do that, because I’m
back.
Ms PENNICUIK — The question was regarding
the standards for identity verification. Under
clause 15(d) one of the functions of Service Victoria is:
to assist the Minister to develop identity verification standards
to achieve a consistent and secure process to verify
identity …

I ask the minister what standards the government has in
mind, bearing in mind that in one of the briefings we
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had there was mention of a national standard that was
either in train or in the process of being developed.
Mr JENNINGS — I thank Ms Pennicuik for taking
us back to where the committee was the last time we
left it. On a number of occasions during the course of
the 3 hours we spent in committee previously we did
discuss a number of different commonwealth guides
and frameworks that actually apply in terms of
identification and identity verification processes. So to
catch up with that as the backdrop for us now, under
this bill there is a legislative requirement for an identity
verification standard to be established and provided for
within a legislative power that the minister who is
responsible for Service Victoria will develop and
conclude.
The Victorian standard which will apply will be
harmonised with and mindful of those national
frameworks. The work that has actually been
undertaken up until now recognises that we have to
look at the way in which the national identity proofing
guidelines establish the national e-authentication
framework that applies at the commonwealth level and
indeed the trusted digital identity framework.
So as Ms Pennicuik has indicated, there are a number of
different guidelines and frameworks that apply across
the nation. Whilst our standard established under this
legislation will need to be harmonised with them, it is
intended that there be a requirement that could be
enforced to the extent that any variation in terms of the
way in which the services would apply in Victoria
could be subject to confirmation or challenge in VCAT
in relation to whether our citizens feel as if those
standards have been complied with or fallen short of.
This legislative instrument increases the rigour that is
associated with that process.
On the way through we recognised that there is a need,
again, to collaborate with relevant agencies and people
who have expertise and experience in this field, so we
have already embarked upon consultation with the
Digital Transformation Agency, the Office of the
Victorian Information Commissioner, Electronic
Frontiers Australia, the Australian Privacy Foundation,
the Law Institute of Victoria and Liberty Victoria in the
development of these verification standards. We will
continue to consult with them as we finalise the
standards, should the bill pass.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister, for your
answer as to what the government is intending to do. I
suppose that does beg the question as to what is
happening now that Service Victoria is actually
operating. What standard is being used now? In terms
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of what you have described, what would be the
expected time frame for the finalisation of the
nationally consistent standard, or do you think that is an
ongoing process? It sounds a little bit like it could be.
Mr JENNINGS — The standard actually has to be
established and maintained. It needs to be mindful of
changes to technology or other legislative instruments
that actually may apply across the nation. So we do
have to be mindful of that. You would hope, in terms of
the work that is bringing these elements together, that
they will have a shelf life and a utility that is somewhat
enduring. Certainly that is our intention.
As for the time frame for introduction, we believe that
we would be in a position to establish our standards not
immediately after but soon after the proclamation of
this legislation. As you and I discussed previously, at
the moment we actually recognise that until we
establish these standards there is a glass ceiling in
relation to what services or different online offerings
we could or should make available depending upon the
liability of the verification process.
We do not want to overreach in terms of having high
thresholds for identity verification beyond what we can
confidently set, what we can confidently implement and
what would require a higher degree of personal,
face-to-face contact to validate identity. To answer your
question, if this bill was to pass shortly we would
proclaim it as soon as possible. I would imagine that by
the middle of the year — we are approaching the
middle of the year — or maybe in the third quarter of
this calendar year we would be in a positive position to
implement them. And I am very pleased that, without
my checking over my shoulder, there is a nodding
affirmation of that behind me.
Ms PENNICUIK — I wondered if, with the
indulgence of the committee, I could refer back to
clause 12, which has already been passed, but it relates
to clause 15, which is about standards and identity
verification. Clause 12 allows the minister and the
service agency minister to transfer back to a service
agency any transferred identity verification function. I
just wonder why that clause is there. Under what
circumstances would that occur or would the
government envisage it occurring?
Mr JENNINGS — It could apply because of what
might be either a technological or a legislative
requirement that may mean that another jurisdiction
should do it. For instance, it could well be that there are
federal laws that require this activity to be undertaken
in a different way in the future. There may be
requirements, and we have discussed the local
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government sector previously in relation to what might
be their statutory obligations or their customer service
needs. These may warrant us being mindful of
jurisdictional issues, which has not necessarily been a
feature of Victorian public sector administration. There
may be some real quantum step change in performance
and capability at an agency level that would warrant
that being reversed. Those are the types of
circumstances that we can envisage.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 16
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, clause 16 sets
out the powers of the Service Victoria CEO, which are
essentially to do whatever is necessary to implement
the functions. You indicated when the committee last
met that it is the government’s intention to establish
Service Victoria as an administrative office under the
Public Administration Act 2004 (PAA), and the PAA
sets out certain reporting structures in the relationship
between the administrative head of an administrative
office and the head of the department that that office is
attached to. It also provides the carve out that where
there are statutory functions provided to the head of an
administrative office they are not subject to the
reporting relationship of the departmental head. Can
you outline the administrative reporting structure you
expect to be in place with respect to Service Victoria
given the interplay between what the PAA says and
what you are creating with this provision?
Mr JENNINGS — In practice there may be a very
small difference between what might be through the
reporting lines in relation to departmental relationships
or there will be matters that enable a direct line of
communication between the minister who is
responsible for the act and the CEO in terms of a formal
statutory acquittal and the performance of the office,
and that always has a default formality as required. But
in practice I imagine it would be a fairly collaborative
and appropriate reporting structure in alliance with the
Public Administration Act.
I will ask and I may be able to tease out what might be
the practical as distinct from the theoretical division in
relation to that. What the bill does provide for and what
the Public Administration Act provides for, as you
would understand, is a set of powers that are established
at a ministerial level or an agency head level that
formally need to be complied with and there are
administrative arrangements in terms of how that
connects to other departmental structures that might
provide resource or administrative backup or other
policy advice from time to time or policy reference
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points. It may not intrude on those statutory functions
and the default statutory relationship between the
minister and the agency head, but I will just tease out
whether beyond that description I need to furnish any
more information.
In relation to the general description and the delineation
as I have described it in terms of the statutory
responsibilities and the administrative interplay
between an administrative office and the departmental
secretary, who will be in a reporting relationship in
relation to budget acquittals, human resources practices
and compliance with other public service requirements,
I think we should see one as a statutory series of
relationships between the minister and the agency and
then the things more to do with the administrative and
expenditure elements would directly relate to the
department.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Can
you just clarify for the avoidance of doubt — we did
not touch on it — whether in the creation of an
administrative office it is your intention that it will be
attached to the Department of Premier and Cabinet
(DPC), given it has to be attached to some department?
Mr JENNINGS — It is most likely that that will
continue to be the relationship although it has not been
ultimately determined. As you would be aware, from
time to time machinery of government decisions are
made which may alter that. I cannot envisage those
circumstances at this point in time, although I cannot
rule it out.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Part
of that question goes to the issue of DPC becoming a
service delivery agency and the appropriateness of that.
Can I just clarify with respect to the functions whether
the Service Victoria CEO will have autonomy around
the hiring of staff? You indicated the budget for Service
Victoria, to paraphrase I think, will be within the
constraints of the departmental budget. Will there be
autonomy around the recruitment of staff necessary to
carry out the functions as set down in clause 16?
Mr JENNINGS — As you would be aware, the
Public Administration Act does actually outline the line
of authority in relation to delegated responsibilities for
recruitment and appointment, and they will be
preserved. I assume you are asking a series of default
questions in case there is some lack of alignment
between what might be the administrative practices of
the office and what the departmental view may be. As
you would also be aware, in terms of recruitment for
senior positions quite often there are panels appointed
and processes that go across agencies already. We have

1641

panels that are established of people representing
government and sometimes senior appointments are
made with more broad advice. So there is not
necessarily a one-size-fits-all approach to recruitment;
quite often it is a collaborative exercise. However, in
terms of the formality of it, there is a delegated
responsibility that will be outlined and maintained
consistent with the level of appointment that can be
made consistent with the act.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
guess the question related not to senior staff, and I
accept what you say about that, but more to lower level
operational staff who may be recruited potentially in
large numbers for the mechanical functions of Service
Victoria and whether that will be within the scope of
the secretary, presumably, of DPC if that is going to be
the relationship or whether there is full autonomy for
the Service Victoria CEO to make those decisions, not
so much about people but around numbers and
expenditure on staff?
Mr JENNINGS — The CEO will make those
decisions subject to requirement and budget capacity.
Mr Rich-Phillips — Except within the restraints of
DPC?
Mr JENNINGS — Well, yes. So I think in terms of
what we would anticipate happening is that the types of
staff that you have actually outlined would, under
normal circumstances, fall within the delegated
responsibility of the CEO to actually acquit that. If
there is a quantum shift in the establishment size of the
organisation, then that is a broader matter that the
minister would be concerned about and the department
would be concerned about subject to budget capacity.
Clause agreed to; clauses 17 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21
Ms PENNICUIK — My question is on clause 21,
which is setting up minimum standards for customer
service information and account information and refers
to the Privacy and Data Protection Act 2014 and the
Health Records Act 2001 et cetera. My question is: how
is this different from what agencies either do now or are
required to do now with regard to customer service
standards?
Mr JENNINGS — What will be different is that
there will be clarity and a determination made about
those standards. Where there are certain obligations that
currently exist, whether it be through compliance with
privacy information or what might be codes of conduct
in terms of good behaviour of staff, in terms of the
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administrative practices that sometimes may be
user-friendly and sometimes they may not be, there will
be a series of standards that relate to the customer
experience designed to guarantee quality outcomes and
consistency across that service offering. That is in
relation to customer service: it will be more consistent
with more quality assurance across the breadth of
agencies who participate. In fact you would like that
standard to go even further beyond the ones that are
currently participating so that in fact all customer
experiences or citizen engagement experiences are
being enhanced.
On the identity verification standards, which is the
matter we discussed in clause 15, currently there are
three guidelines and frameworks that apply in the
commonwealth and they have not been settled. We will
settle something so it is actually clear what our standard
will be. Again, that will be circulated to relevant
agencies so that there will be consistency applied with
that. We will be mindful of the advice we have received
in relation to the appropriateness of that, what its
longevity might be in terms of its legal standing and
very importantly its technological standing in relation
to innovation and reform that comes into this sector.
We will have predictability, certainty and quality
assurance far broader than what it is today, which is
very patchy.
Clause agreed to; clauses 22 to 24 agreed to.
Clause 25
Ms PENNICUIK — I think my question on
clause 25 was actually answered in our discussion on
clause 15.
Clause agreed to; clause 26 agreed to.
Clause 27
Ms PENNICUIK — With regard to clause 27, I
refer to clause 27(2)(a):
(2) A temporary electronic identity credential or interim
refusal notice under subsection (1) must be issued —
(a) in the case of an individual who is a member of a
prescribed class of individual — within the period
prescribed for that class …

Minister, could you explain what the purpose of that
provision is in terms of a ‘prescribed class of
individual’?
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Mr JENNINGS — I will, but I will do it subject to
a conversation that I am about to have.
This is one of those occasions where the black-letter
law looks as if it is actually a punitive provision rather
than necessarily a facilitative provision. What this is
about is that the regulations will prescribe categories of
citizens — clients, customers — that we actually
believe may have some challenges in being able to
provide information in a timely way or may need some
assistance in relation to compiling information. It will
be able to grant an extension in terms of the time of
processing the matter rather than insisting on it
occurring within 10 days. It is actually something that
has an air of benevolence to it rather than the
authoritarian air that it actually may have been read
down to mean.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 28
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, can you outline
the circumstances in which Service Victoria would
refuse the issue of a temporary electronic identity
credential? What is envisaged in this section?
Mr JENNINGS — Beyond the circumstances
where it was deemed that there had not been sufficient
verification of the identity, that is when you would
envisage this to take place. I will have some further
conversation about what that actually might mean in
practice beyond that simple proposition that would
mean the applicant’s information does not meet the
evidentiary requirements to proceed.
I have been encouraged to go back to clause 27(3).
Clause 27(3) outlines the circumstances that would give
rise to a provision in clause 28. Of course clause 36 is
also invoked in relation to that as well, so it is the
interlocking elements of how the bill works —
clause 27(3), clause 28 and clause 36.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Clause 27(3)(c)(i) seems
to bring a refusal under section 28 in as a standalone
reason or ground to refuse?
Mr JENNINGS — I think clauses 27(3)(c)(i) and
(ii) relate to somebody who is just going around in
circles with the same information that cannot be
satisfied under clauses 27(3)(a) and (b).
Clause agreed to; clauses 29 to 35 agreed to.
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Clause 36
Ms PENNICUIK — We just touched on clause 36
in relation to clauses 27 and 28. Clause 36(1) says:
The Service Victoria CEO must suspend the operation of an
electronic identity credential if the Service Victoria CEO is
satisfied on reasonable grounds that the individual to whom
the credential is issued is not the individual to whom the
credential relates.

Just for the benefit of the committee — we have
discussed this quite a bit with the minister at briefings
et cetera — my question is on the issue of establishing
this in the first place: the person establishing their
identity. We all know about identity fraud. People can
be in possession of documents which they may submit
in an electronic way — say, a drivers licence and/or a
passport and/or, as you mentioned yourself, a gas bill or
whatever — and they may actually not be the actual
person to whom that documentation relates, so how
does Service Victoria establish that the person is the
person? I think it is a really fundamental question.
Mr JENNINGS — It is a fundamental question. In
a sense while posing the question you in part answered
the question in relation to your confidence level about
the range of matters that need to be collated at a
particular point in time to verify that in fact you are
who you purport to be. The value of the system in
relation to electronic identity credentials is that for a
legitimate claim that is able to be verified, once you
have established your identity to the satisfaction and to
the standard, the benefit is that if you choose to use that
credential time and time again so that you do not have
to have that proliferation of evidence, then you can
actually do the transactions on a variety of services that
you would otherwise have had to compile four of five
pieces of information for. So that is the benefit to the
citizen — that you will choose either to use the
credential for other transactions or to not.
On the flip side of the equation is that in terms of the
continual monitoring, improvement and assessment of
the effectiveness of this scheme it is obviously very
important that if there are any adverse flags that show
up in the system, there are in-built technologies in
relation to people accessing this information or using it.
If in fact a number of flags come up that indicate that
there is something wrong, then you need a provision
such as this. For whatever reason, and I hope it has not
actually been at a financial loss to me, my PayPal
account has been suspended in recent times — not that,
as far as I am aware, there is any transaction that I have
actually undertaken or any transaction that occurred. So
currently I am in the circumstances where I am so
happy with the facility that I may never use it again, but
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interestingly enough there are these in-built systems of
these flags that suspend people for one reason or
another. That means you have to go back and start the
process again. I may never go back, but I may choose to
later on. I am just saying there are elements of the
technology and the accounting processes that that
platform uses that clearly suspend people, and I think
you need to have that power here.
Ms PENNICUIK — Thank you, Minister. I think
that partly answers it. Perhaps it is unanswerable in
many ways. The question I wanted to ask with regard to
establishing that the person is the person with regard to
things such as renewing the drivers licence is whether
there would still be a requirement for the person to
present themselves personally to have a new photo ID
taken, the same as with the renewal of a passport —
which is not a state issue, but renewal of a drivers
licence certainly is — or the renewal of a firearm
permit, for example, where currently the police require
the person to attend a police station in some
circumstances for some categories of firearms to
establish themselves. Will these still be in place?
Mr JENNINGS — Generally the answer is
certainly yes in relation to how that should be acquitted
now and into the foreseeable future. I do not necessarily
want to take us too far in relation to visual identification
biometrics, which is currently something that is subject
to a national debate and consideration in relation to the
cautions that should apply to that. The only reason I am
drawing attention to this is that at the moment absolute
physical attendance is the closest way to guaranteeing
the continuity of recognition and personal engagement.
It is possible that technology may account for that over
time, so I do not want to rule that out in a theoretical
sense.
I actually want to reinforce your concern that for
particularly those issues that warrant a personalised
degree of accountability in terms of the person
processing, the person who is actually the recipient of a
licensing arrangement, personal face to face is actually
something that you would envisage for quite some
time. Technology may ultimately be able to account for
this, but that should not be our default position until it is
proven effective and secure and provides the
protections that the community may actually be looking
for.
Ms PENNICUIK — I do not want to labour this
point, but I say in terms of a drivers licence, where you
are required to have your photograph taken, you do
have to go in person to have your photograph taken,
rather than, for example, just sending in a photograph.
That anybody could do that is sort of my point, I
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suppose, in terms of a drivers licence providing one of
those significant numbers of points by which people
can establish their identity, along with other things.
Mr JENNINGS — Yes. Again I do not necessarily
want to turn this into a private lives demonstration, but I
am aware that when I made an application to join
Airbnb I had to actually sit in front of my screen, which
has a camera in it, and I had to turn my head so that in
fact they got a three-dimensional picture. It was not just
the picture of me; I do not know what they have done
with that video. They have not suspended me, as far as I
am concerned, from that, but already the technology
exists to move beyond static recognition software.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Minister, to pick up that
issue there, the legislation refers to ‘identity credential’.
That is the phrase used through the bill, and
Ms Pennicuik has asked a number of questions about
the elements of that. In essence, what are we talking
about with the identity credential that Service Victoria
will hold? What is it?
Mr JENNINGS — What it is is a record that the
citizen has been able to sufficiently demonstrate,
consistent with standards and consistent with what
would be the rules of evidence and evidentiary
requirements under statute, proof of identity for that
level of licensing or payment structure. That credential
is then maintained as a record that that identity has been
established. It is not a collation or a permanent record
of the individual items that made it up, but it is a record
of the fact that they were demonstrated at a particular
point in time to the satisfaction of the requirements.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister; I
think that is helpful. To just take it a step beyond the
single-use credential and to contrast with the enduring,
or permanent, credential, could you make that contrast
in a description, please?
Mr JENNINGS — What it is, then, is that the
customer will make at the end of the transaction, once
the credential has been established, a choice. Do you
effectively want this credential, the record, to be
enduring or do you actually want it to be one-off? You
make that choice yourself, and the system will
accommodate it accordingly.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
would like to ask you about a brief that was prepared
for the Minister for Consumer Affairs, Gaming and
Liquor Regulation — it is like an event brief — where
the Department of Justice and Regulation has briefed
the minister that, and I will quote:
Pending passage of relevant legislation —

Tuesday, 8 May 2018

which, presumably, is this bill we are looking at now —
Service Victoria will have a legislation function as an identity
regulator. As a result, it is anticipated that Service Victoria
will explore the potential for a state-issued identity document
which may complement or alleviate the need for the POA
card.

I think that is a proof-of-age card. Can you outline what
the intention is with respect to a state-issued identity
document, based off what Service Victoria is
establishing?
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Rich-Phillips, in relation to
the document that you refer to, I cannot verify that
document. I cannot verify what is in it or verify the
policy intent according to it that you describe. What I
can tell you is that there is no intention of the
government to introduce an identity card.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. Did
the department of justice get it wrong in advising the
minister for gaming and liquor regulation?
Mr JENNINGS — It would be a one-off, wouldn’t
it, if the department got something wrong?
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — If the department of
justice got something wrong?
Mr JENNINGS — It would be a one-off.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — So no work has been
contemplated by Service Victoria around the creation of
an identity document. I note this is phrased in terms of
being after the legislation passes. Are you absolutely,
categorically, ruling that out?
Mr JENNINGS — What I am ruling out is the
policy intent that is described there and the way in
which that policy intent would be enacted. If that
briefing material that you have described to me is
authentic — and I have got no idea how I could verify
that —
Mr Rich-Phillips — You could get a briefing on it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
There is no need for that.
Mr JENNINGS — The Acting President does not
want me to have it, and I do not think I want it, either.
What I can say is that I know that that agency is
interested in a proof-of-age card and that that was very
important to it. I know that.
Clause agreed to; clauses 37 to 56 agreed to.
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Amendments agreed to; amended clause agreed to.

Ms PENNICUIK — I move:

Clause 58

1.

Mr JENNINGS — As I foreshadowed when the
committee started meeting today, I move:

Clause 57, line 8, omit ‘fifth’ and insert ‘third’.

Therefore clause 57(1) would read:
The Minister must cause an independent review of the
operation of this Act to be undertaken as soon as possible
after the third anniversary of the commencement of this Act.

In effect a review of this act must be carried out in three
years rather than five years. I moved the amendment
because this is a significant piece of legislation and
because we have spent quite a time on it in Parliament
and before it came into the Parliament, with several
briefings and people raising a lot of questions and
queries with regard to the operation of the act. So I
think the review should be brought forward to an earlier
time. I think three years is enough time to see how it is
working but also not too far away; I think five years is
too far away to actually have the review.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I just want to ask
Ms Pennicuik, because I do not have the amendment in
front of me, does it also make a consequential
amendment to clause 57(3) with respect to the timing of
it being tabled?
Ms PENNICUIK — Interestingly, no, it does not
make that amendment, but it possibly should. Yes. I
suppose we can.
Mr JENNINGS — I am happy to say that the
government has accepted the amendment, and I am
happy to put on the public record that I would give
undertakings that clause 57(3) would be complied with
well and truly ahead of time.
Ms PENNICUIK — I move a further amendment
to clause 57:
Clause 57, line 14, omit ‘fifth’ and insert ‘third’.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — The coalition would be
happy to support Ms Pennicuik’s two amendments
Ms Pennicuik subsequently moved to amend
clause 57(3) as well as clause 57(1). So yes, we are
happy to support both those amendments to bring
forward the review to the third anniversary from the
fifth anniversary.
Ms PENNICUIK — Acting President, either that or
that the amendment be amended to say ‘lines 8 and 14’.
Mr JENNINGS — I will look at that. The
government is happy to accept the amendments and the
intent that the committee is uniting over.

Clause 58, page 49, after line 13 insert—
“(3) Without limiting the requirements of section 5 or
10, the Minister must not recommend to the
Governor in Council the making of a regulation—
(a) for the purposes of section 5 prescribing as a
transferred customer service function a
customer service function of a service agency
which is a Council; or
(b) for the purposes of section 10 prescribing as a
transferred identity verification function an
identity verification function of a service
agency which is a Council—
unless the Minister has obtained the prior
agreement to that transfer of the relevant Council
or Councils whose functions are to be transferred.”.

Indeed, as I have already advised the committee, it is
the government’s policy intention that a transfer would
not take place without an agreement of the council. It
was always predicated on an agreement being struck,
and this is providing that the regulations that support
any transfer cannot take place unless an agreement has
been obtained.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — Thank you, Minister. I
am pleased that you are bringing forward this
amendment to clarify the operation of those key
provisions of the bill. Can you clarify for the purpose of
the record that a transfer under clause 5 cannot have
effect without there being a regulation made as well?
Obviously this amendment refers only to regulations
with the agreement of the council. Can you just clarify
that the mechanism which is set out in clause 5, only
part of which relates to regulations, cannot take effect
without that agreement?
Mr JENNINGS — As I indicated to the committee
before, the policy intent was to only allow transfer
functions to take place with an agreement, but this is a
belt-and-braces approach in that a transfer cannot occur
in relation to those customer functions of a council
without the express agreement of the council, and the
regulations would not be able to proceed unless that
was furnished.
Ms PENNICUIK — I have raised with the
government a couple of times my concerns about local
councils being different from departmental agencies in
that they are elected bodies with CEOs et cetera and
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they may be in different stages of wanting to improve
their own relationships with their constituents, as I
mentioned in the committee stage last week. I was very
concerned about a blanket referral of the functions of
79 councils by the Minister for Local Government,
which is one way of reading clause 5, so I welcome the
government’s clarification with regard to this
amendment to clause 58.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(13:56) — I move:
That the report be now adopted.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 24
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms (Teller)
Young, Mr

Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:04) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 24
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
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Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Prisoner social media access
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:08) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, it was reported today that multiple murderer
Craig Minogue is running a Twitter account. How is it
possible that you as the minister responsible for
Corrections Victoria knew nothing about what was
actually occurring?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:08) —
I thank the member for his question. The law is clear
that no prisoner in Victoria has access to the internet or
mobile phones. Prisoners can only have phone contact
with a list of people approved by Corrections Victoria,
as stipulated in the act. It is not appropriate to publish
this sort of material on the internet, and we would
expect whoever is facilitating this activity outside the
prison to consider the effect that it could have on the
victims of crime. I have asked Corrections Victoria to
investigate the options for what can be done about this
in the circumstances that we have. In fact I would
suggest that broadcasting that prisoner’s message on
radio or raising it and debating it in Parliament only
seeks to do what that prisoner wants. It seeks to do the
work for him to raise his public profile.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (14:10) —
Minister, given that media commentators knew of this
Twitter account but you did not, can you at least detail
what supervision is undertaken to monitor the social
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media of notorious criminals operated by sympathisers
from outside of prison?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:10) —
I thank the member for his question. The fact of the
matter is that I will not go into details on what the
intelligence systems are in respect to tracking the
communications of prisoners. It is not appropriate and
indeed puts the prison system at risk, Mr O’Donohue.

Lara prison expansion
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:11) — My
question is for the Minister for Corrections. When will
the Andrews government finalise the land purchase for
the new prison in Bacchus Marsh?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:14) — North-east Victoria?
Ms Bath — Correct.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you for that clarification.
There have been no changes to the arrangements for the
equipment that doggers use in relation to the
undertaking of their duties, but I might take that
question on notice and seek further advice for Ms Bath.
The work that is undertaken by doggers is undertaken
by the Department of Environment, Land, Water and
Planning, so I may need to confer with my colleague on
this specific question.
Supplementary question

Supplementary question

Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:14) — You
acknowledge that there has been no change but you are
going to seek further information. It seems to me that
this is still in the ag department, it is still very much a
live issue for the Minister for Agriculture, and so my
supplementary question is: why do you appear to be
more concerned about the welfare of wild dogs than the
welfare of the sheep that they maim and the farmers
that they stress?

Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:11) — Thank
you, Minister, for your response, and thank you,
Minister, for confirming that there is indeed a Labor
plan to purchase land in Bacchus Marsh to build a new
prison. Minister, will you confirm that you made a
mistake in the budget papers or will you stand by your
answer then that you are seeking to purchase land in
Bacchus Marsh to build a prison?

Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:15) — That is an utterly ridiculous assertion. The
government has a number of strategies, measures and
programs in place to control wild dog populations. We
absolutely understand the distress that they cause to our
farming community. For instance, aerial baiting — we
have doubled funding for that since we have been in
government.

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:11) —
I thank the member for his question. These are
negotiations and discussions that are going on at the
moment. They have been going on for some months or
weeks and they will continue. I do not think it is
appropriate for me to offer any further comment on this
point at this time.

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:12) —
I thank the member for his question and for the frivolity
that he enacts when he asks his questions. The fact of
the matter is that the Lara precinct is on Bacchus Marsh
Road. There was a typographical error in the budget
papers. Everyone knows that the fact is that it is the
Lara area. Is that the best you can do when every single
media outlet a week ago understood that there was a
typographical error? It is on Bacchus Marsh Road,
Mr Morris.

Wild dog control
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (14:13) — My
question is to the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
will you reinstate the use of Lane’s dog traps by
doggers and farmers fighting the difficult battle against
wild dogs that maim sheep across the north-east and
Gippsland?

Ms Bath — Only after you halved it.
Ms PULFORD — Sorry? Did you have something
useful to say? No? I would have thought not. I
completely reject Ms Bath’s suggestions that the
government cares more for the welfare of wild dogs
than it does for the sheep they attack or indeed for the
welfare of farmers, who are also impacted by wild dog
activity. I would take this opportunity to thank and
commend the work of our wild dog advisory committee
and certainly reassure Ms Bath that the government
takes absolutely seriously our responsibilities to this
end — aerial baiting, trapping, a range of measures,
fencing — and we will continue to do so.

Lemnos solar plant
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (14:16) —
My question is also to the Minister for Agriculture.
Minister, farmers, irrigators and horticulturists at
Lemnos, near Shepparton, are very concerned about the
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proposed establishment of a 500-hectare industrial solar
plant on prime irrigated farming land and the impacts it
will have on the production of apples, pears and milk in
that district. Minister, will your government develop
guidelines to protect prime agricultural land from solar
plant proposals?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:17) — I thank Mr O’Sullivan for his question and
for the National Party’s newfound interest in
Shepparton, because —
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PULFORD — No, it is not. You cannot read the
Shepparton paper without seeing them tripping over
each other in the street, because suddenly there is an
excellent local member delivering tangible outcomes
and significant wins for her community.
Mr Finn — She’s a Labor MP, is she?
Ms PULFORD — She is the Independent member
for Shepparton in the Assembly.
Mr Finn interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Why don’t you just crawl back
into your hole.
Mr O’Sullivan — On a point of order, President,
clearly the minister is debating the question, and I am
more than happy to have that debate, but I ask you to
bring her back to actually answering the question.
The PRESIDENT — The minister obviously has a
substantial amount of time left in her allocated time to
answer the question, and I am sure she will move to
that.
Ms PULFORD — Yes; thank you, President. The
member for Shepparton, Ms Sheed, some time ago —
probably a couple of months ago — raised the question
of planning controls for large solar farms with the
relevant minister, who is the Minister for Planning, so I
can certainly reassure Mr O’Sullivan that these matters
are under consideration by the government. Ms Sheed
has been advocating for growers in her region and for
producers in her region and has been doing that directly
to the correct minister who is responsible for it.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (14:18) —
Minister, what specific steps have you taken as
agriculture minister to ensure protection of precious
irrigated agricultural land in Lemnos?
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:19) — I have had discussions about the solar panel
proposals in Shepparton with the local member, and she
has informed me that she is dealing with the responsible
minister, the Minister for Planning, who has called in
four proposals.
An honourable member interjected.
Ms PULFORD — What I reckon about the
planning rules is not as important as what the planning
minister can actually do about them. So I can certainly
assure Mr O’Sullivan that the local member is very
active on this issue and that she is talking to the relevant
minister, and as I understand the four proposed solar
farms have been called in. Because we believe climate
change is real, our government has actively sought to
increase the amount of investment going on in
renewable energy, so there is a whole lot more going on
than there has been before. Ms Sheed has suggested,
and rightly so I believe, that the time has certainly come
for there to be some consideration of the planning rules
that exist in relation to large-scale solar farms, and
those matters are being considered by the relevant
minister.

Electorate office budgets
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:20) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Minister, last week in response to a
question regarding the red shirts rorts you said:
… at no stage has anybody indicated or validated that a
number of $388 000 worth of work was falsely claimed …

Given the government’s rejection of that figure,
including once again in a written response received
today, how much does the government accept was
falsely claimed?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:21) — The answer to Ms Wooldridge’s question is
that the government does not necessarily accept that
any money was falsely claimed. What we did accept,
and certainly the Australian Labor Party accepted, was
that there was sufficient doubt raised on the veracity of
the guidelines that relate to the expenditure of electorate
office budgets, and we acted in accordance with what
the Ombudsman had deemed it to be on balance,
despite the fact that the Ombudsman recognised that
much, if not all, of the activity would quite normally
fall within the normal scope and responsibilities and
actions of an electorate officer. That is number one. The
Ombudsman also found that in fact no personal
advantage had been obtained and in fact people had
acted in good faith, which is an answer that my
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colleagues have actually referred to on a number of
occasions. The Australian Labor Party decided, to avoid
any doubt in relation to this matter, that the entire
amount that had been identified as potentially being
subject to this concern should be repaid, and that was
repaid.
Supplementary question
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:22) — Thank you, Minister. I think if I can
paraphrase, you are saying the government does not
accept that any of it was falsely claimed — that the
answer is zero. You have taken the Ombudsman’s
number, but you can clarify that in your response if that
is the case. I ask: does the government actually accept
any wrongdoing by its members in relation to this
matter?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:23) — People are actually interested in rewriting
history or rewriting the history of what the Ombudsman
said and rewriting the history of what I have said. I
have indicated to the chamber on a number of
occasions — I have actually been on the public record
inside and outside the chamber — to say that the
Australian Labor Party and its members have regrets in
relation to the way in which this scheme was
administered. We do accept that in fact it was not
watertight in relation to what members who participated
in the scheme believed — that it was watertight in
relation to clearly delineating the responsibilities of
electorate officer activity and campaigning activity. We
clearly regret that. We acknowledge in fact that that
should not have occurred, and we have been prepared
to pay the total amount identified by the Ombudsman
rather than to quibble about where the dividing line is
between appropriate electorate office expenditure and
what was inappropriately deemed by the Ombudsman.

Electorate office budgets
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (14:24) — My question is to the Minister
for Corrections representing the Attorney-General.
What discussions, contact or any other interaction
occurred between the Attorney-General or his office
and Victoria Police regarding the police’s red shirts
rorts investigation?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:24) —
I thank the member for his question. I will refer that
matter to the Attorney-General.
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Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (14:24) — I thank the minister for her
response. How was the Attorney-General informed that
Victoria Police would not pursue further investigations
or prosecution regarding the red shirts rorts?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:25) —
I thank the member for his question, and again I will
refer that matter to the Attorney-General.

National disability insurance scheme
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(14:25) — My question is for the Minister for
Corrections, Ms Tierney.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
The PRESIDENT (14:25) — Mr Dalidakis,
15 minutes, thank you. Then I will be able to hear
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question.
Mr Dalidakis withdrew from chamber.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Thank you, President.
My question is for the Minister for Corrections,
Ms Tierney. It has recently been exposed by the ACT
Human Rights Commission, Prisoners Aid and the
ACT Disability, Aged and Carer Advocacy Service that
the national disability insurance scheme (NDIS) is
failing to assess applications from prisoners in a timely
manner, either leading to delays in the provision of
services to people when they exit detention or leading
to people with disabilities spending a longer time in
detention because they cannot satisfy the parole board
that they will have sufficient supports in the
community. Can the minister provide an assurance that
a similar situation is not occurring in relation to NDIS
applications from Victorian prisoners with disabilities?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (14:26) —
I thank Dr Carling-Jenkins for her question. This is a
very relevant question and an issue that has confronted
the corrections system in this state as well as other
states. We have had a dedicated resource within the
Department of Justice and Regulation (DJR) not just
looking at this but also working out an implementation
plan on how the NDIS rollout actually connects up with
services and indeed what the transitional arrangements
can be or are going to be in respect to the interface of
those services and the NDIS.
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This is a very complex issue, and I can assure the
member that DJR and Corrections Victoria are very
much involved in this space and are working towards
ensuring that the best possible outcome is there.

Recycling industry
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (14:27) —
My question is for the Special Minister of State
representing the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change. For a long time we have sorted our
recycling badly and then shipped some of it off to
China. Now China does not want our contaminated and
unsorted waste, and our recycling system is in crisis.
Last week the state budget included some funds to prop
up kerbside recycling and develop a strategic recycling
plan. Unfortunately this money will run out and leave
councils and communities back at square one within
months. Victorians are keen to front up to the waste that
we create and take the opportunity to create jobs and a
market for sustainable Victorian-made products and
packaging. My question is: in last week’s budget
announcement why did the government ignore our local
recycling industry and not fund the urgent expansion of
local sorting and processing for recycling Victoria’s
waste?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:28) — I thank the member for her question. As she
indicates, the budget does contain additional measures
beyond the funding that was allocated immediately by
the government when this issue drew attention to itself
recently when the import ban from China started to take
effect.
The policy attempt that you describe and what you
want to occur the government also wants to occur. We
are not arguing about the policy intent that you describe
in terms of re-use, recovery and recycling within our
waste management system. We need to drive
investment. We need to drive better economic
opportunities to recycle material. We need to support
industry to do so. In fact there have been many
examples where that has taken place, but it has not got
the critical mass that you or I or, I am sure, the
environment minister would want to see. So with the
investments that we have made, the policy intention we
agree on and the desirability of that you have got no
challenge with the environment minister in relation to
recognition of that issue.
There has been some budget support. There was some
additional money allocated previously. Beyond that I
will ask my ministerial colleague to actually
supplement my framing of that, but what you want is
absolutely what our economy needs.
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Supplementary question
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (14:30) — I
thank the minister for the response. I would like to
know when the government will take a leadership role
in this given that there was nothing in the budget to
expand the local recycling industry so that we can shift
from the make, take and dump approach that got us into
this mess, so my question is specific to the timing of
when we expand the industry.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:30) — I will take advice from my colleague about
what might be key milestones in the development of
that policy response.

Logging coupe planned burns
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:30) — My
question is for the Minister for Agriculture. Minister,
over the past two weeks my electorate of Eastern
Metropolitan Region plus much of greater Melbourne
have been subjected to horrendous air quality due to
planned burns. This has caused air quality to deteriorate
drastically. For example, on the evening of 1 May the
PM2.5 reading — a measure of the concentration of
tiny carcinogenic particulates — was over
120 micrograms per cubic metre at measuring stations
in Mooroolbark and Dandenong, over 60 in Brighton
and over 30 in Alphington. These readings greatly
exceed the World Health Organisation 24-hour
exposure of 25 micrograms per cubic metre and fall
into the Environment Protection Authority Victoria’s
(EPA) category of ‘very poor’ air quality. Considering
that 77 of the 119 burns were regeneration burns in
logging coupes and therefore unrelated to community
safety, could the minister advise the Victorian public
why they must endure such poor air quality for the sake
of the native forest industry?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:31) — I thank Ms Dunn for her question. The
planned burns that are conducted on public land are
primarily a matter that is the responsibility of the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
I certainly know that given the very late and warm
summer that we have had the window of opportunity
for burning was a little later than it has perhaps been in
previous years and that the department responsible for
this takes all steps available to it to minimise the impact
on communities while undertaking its responsibilities to
undertake such burns.
I know Ms Dunn does not like the native timber
industry, but I would assure Ms Dunn that the
Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning
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(DELWP) and the EPA monitor smoke impact. I, like I
think many other people in the community, certainly
noticed the haze and impact of a lot of burning activity
in the period that Ms Dunn has referred to. I will
conclude my remarks by reassuring Ms Dunn that we
will continue to take every possible precaution to
ensure community safety.
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question to Ms Pulford, both the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; Mr Rich-Phillips’s
question to Ms Tierney, the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; Ms Truong’s
question to Mr Jennings, both the substantive and
supplementary questions, two days; and Ms Dunn’s
question to Ms Pulford, the supplementary question,
two days.

Supplementary question
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:33) — Thank
you, Minister. Could you confirm that VicForests has
been engaged in emergency meetings with the
Department of Health and Human Services and the
EPA and these meetings have been called due to an
uptick in hospitalisations and emergency home visits
for the treatment of pulmonary and cardiovascular or
respiratory health issues triggered by air pollution
caused by logging coupe burns?
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:33) — I can indicate to Ms Dunn that VicForests
works very closely with our fire services — the
DELWP fire services and others — to ensure
community safety in the undertaking of planned burns.
The specific details of meetings and whether they were
scheduled or were emergency meetings, and what in
fact constitutes an emergency meeting, are things I will
take on notice and provide Ms Dunn with a written
response to.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(14:34) — There are 60 written responses to the
following questions on notice: 11 233–5, 11 477–8,
11 482, 11 484, 11 486, 11 488, 11 494, 11 499–500,
11 504, 11 507, 11 509, 11 511, 11 517, 11 522–3,
11 527, 11 529, 11 531, 11 533, 11 539, 11 544–5,
11 549, 11 551, 11 553, 11 555, 11 561, 11 566–7,
11 571, 11 573, 11 575, 11 583, 11 597, 11 818,
12 469–70, 12 485, 12 556, 12 573, 12 600, 12 609,
12 610–11, 12 625–8, 12 633–7, 12 642, 12 644,
12 650.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (14:34) — In respect of today’s
questions, Mr O’Donohue’s question to Ms Tierney,
the supplementary question, I direct a written response
within one day; Ms Bath’s question to Ms Pulford, the
substantive question, two days; Mr O’Sullivan’s

Mr Ondarchie — I have a point of order, President,
that relates to a written response I have received to a
question without notice to the Minister for Small
Business, Innovation and Trade that I asked on our last
sitting day. It was in relation to the small business
cleaners who have lost their contracts at schools, and
the minister’s response refers me to the Minister for
Education to satisfy this matter. However, I draw your
attention, President, to a written response the same
minister gave to Mrs Peulich earlier this calendar year
where he indicated that the Department of Education
and Training and Small Business Victoria are working
together to manage the outputs of the cancellations of
the contracts for these family-owned businesses. So I
put to you, President, that in fact the minister does carry
responsibility for this written response, and I ask for it
to be reinstated.
Further, I draw your attention to the second part of the
minister’s response to my substantive question — a
matter that you have already ruled on — and put to you
that he is in direct conflict with your ruling about how
one would answer questions.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Ondarchie did provide me
with the courtesy of letting me have a look at this
question and answer. I am of the view that I will not
reinstate the question because I believe that for the most
part the responsibility in this matter is indeed with the
education department rather than with the Minister for
Small Business. I know there is a view that the Minister
for Small Business ought to be across all and every type
of business no matter what sector they are involved in
and no matter what their contractual arrangements or
business services are with any other government
agency. Whilst that is worth exploring on various
occasions, I am not of the view that the minister should
be or is in a position to necessarily have knowledge of
all of those matters and that indeed the jurisdiction in
some of those matters will fall with the contracting
agency rather than with the Minister for Small
Business.
As I said, I do not rule out exploring those matters on
any occasion because there may well be occasions
when indeed the minister does have or has had
communications or involvement on which he could
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provide further information to the house. Mr Davis
pursued a matter in the previous week in regard to bus
proprietors, and Mr Davis was of the view that those
proprietors might well have had contact with the
minister for small business’s office in respect of the
sustainability of their businesses in circumstances
where a ministry of transport decision had potential
impact on those businesses. Clearly that was an
appropriate question to put to the minister if indeed the
bus proprietors had had contact with him.
In this case, as I said, I do not seek to reinstate the
question. I do, though, refer further to the matter put by
Mr Ondarchie with regard to a biblical quote. In this
context I would say that whilst I understand why that
quote might have appeared in this answer — and
indeed a similar quote was forthcoming in the last
sitting week — I think it is churlish to everyone’s
beliefs and values if indeed quotes are used in this
context and for a purpose which is clearly to provide a
level of ridicule rather than a level of information. I
would hope not to see those quotes going forward.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (14:39) — I have also been
forwarded a number of requests from Ms Wooldridge
in respect of the reinstatement of questions on notice. In
the case of questions on notice 12 540, 12 541 and
12 542, I am of the view that the answer was not
satisfactory in terms of providing a level of information
that was pertinent or apposite to the question asked.
Therefore I do seek the reinstatement of those
questions. In regard to question on notice 12 335, again
from Ms Wooldridge, I seek to reinstate that question
for the same reason.
In regard to question on notice 10 183, I would seek to
reinstate the parts of that question numbered (1), (2)
and (3) for a further answer. In the case of question on
notice 11 220, I would seek to reinstate that question
because I do not believe it has been answered. In regard
to questions on notice 10 920, 10 921, 10 922, 10 923,
10 924, I would seek to reinstate in the case of all five
questions only part (3) of those questions, which I do
not believe have been adequately answered.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, further
to the point you raised about a question I asked the
Minister for Small Business in the last sitting week —
and I have had a response from him — what I sought in
that answer was a broad policy question, a broad
parameter or a broad framework that the government
might be operating in with respect to the assets of small
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business. Unfortunately the answer that I received did
not respond to what was a legitimate question about
government policy in this area. The minister said to me
in his substantive response:
I refer to my answer previously provided to the house on a
matter raised by the member for southern metropolitan on
22 February 2018: I do not deal in hypotheticals and therefore
not in a position to answer that question.

President, I put it to you that that question also should
be reinstated because it was not a hypothetical question;
it was a question about what the government’s policy
actually is. The minister may have many answers to
that, but one of them is not that it is a hypothetical. The
government actually has a policy or it does not, but
either way responding that it is a hypothetical, in my
view, is not a genuine response.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Davis, I do not have that
one in front of me and the clerks do not have a copy of
that in front of them either, so I will come back with a
decision on whether or not that question should be
reinstated perhaps later this day or tomorrow.
Mr Morris — On a further point of order, President,
the Minister for Corrections in her response to my
substantive question today stated that negotiations for
land for a new prison in Bacchus Marsh are ongoing.
However, in her response to my supplementary
question she stated that the listing of Bacchus Marsh as
the location of a new prison was a typographical error
in the budget. As the minister’s responses to both my
substantive and supplementary questions are
contradictory, I would suggest that she has misled the
house in either one or the other and therefore owes the
house a personal explanation.
Ms Tierney — On the point of order, President, I
did not hear the words ‘Bacchus Marsh’ in the original
question, and I answered on the basis of the
negotiations that have been and are being conducted in
relation to the Lara precinct. I think that the member is
deliberately trying to mislead the house now. The fact is
that the land that is being discussed is on Bacchus
Marsh Road. There never has been and there is no
intention to build or negotiate with local landholders
around Bacchus Marsh. So they are being absolutely
outrageous in attempting to engender fear and
speculation in the community of Bacchus Marsh, and I
condemn that juvenile behaviour.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate that I have
some sympathy with the minister in terms of when the
question was put to her there was way too much noise
in the house. I had difficulty hearing the question as
well and so I am not surprised if in fact she did not hear
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it properly. The minister in her supplementary answer
clearly indicated that there was an error in the budget
papers. I would hope that in fact the Treasurer might
provide information to this house to indicate the error in
the budget, which does happen from time to time in
documents. As members will know, there is a
notification to members of those errors. I do not believe
that the minister in this house is responsible for what
we will call a typographical error in the budget papers.
She has certainly made it very clear today, and it is
beyond the need for any personal explanation in the
sense that I think she has clarified that position today.
Mr Davis — On a point of order, President, in
relation to errors in the budget, the normal practice in
this house, unless I am mistaken, where a minister has
tabled something with an error is that there would be
some process or some explanation of that. In this case,
as I understand it, that would be given by the Leader of
the Government in this chamber. Although I accept he
is not the Treasurer, in this house he is responsible.
Ms Shing — No, that is not a point of order.
The PRESIDENT — No, but it is helpful to the
house, Ms Shing, and I am quite prepared to entertain
Mr Davis’s comment. I think that certainly somebody
ought to have provided an indication to all members of
the Parliament that in fact there was that error in the
budget papers. As I said, certainly there is a protocol.
Members will know that from time to time they receive
a document from a department that indicates there is an
error on such and such a page and corrects that error. So
I would hope that in fact that might still be
forthcoming, because I think that is an important part of
the process. Otherwise we clearly get these sorts of
misunderstandings. Whether or not Mr Jennings is able
to facilitate that on the basis that he tabled the budget in
this house is to be determined by Mr Jennings.
Certainly I would have thought that the Treasury
department would in fact provide the notification of that
error, and hopefully of no more errors.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, President, in
response to your guidance, I note that the budget
actually refers to Bacchus Marsh as a location for the
prison in multiple locations in the index as well as in
the output capital items. So I make that point because a
singular error was referred to, but it was actually
referred to multiple times.
On a separate point of order, President — and I have
raised this with you previously — Mr Ondarchie,
Mr Morris, Mr Davis, I and others have all raised issues
during what is still question time, and until Ms Tierney
returned to the chamber there was only one minister in
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the chamber. I think it is discourteous to the chamber
when legitimate questions are raised for ministers and
they are not here.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ministers are entitled
to leave when they feel that their responsibilities have
been acquitted at the end of question time. It might well
be that I think it would be courteous to the house if
indeed they did remain until we had exhausted any
concerns about answers that had been provided and not
responded to, but nonetheless even though they had left
the house the fact is that they are not required to
respond to those queries. It is me who responds to those
queries in the sense that I determine whether or not I
will reinstate them, and the minister is obviously
informed of my decision and hopefully provides that
further explanation or answer. Yes, there may well be a
courtesy factor involved, but there is certainly no set
responsibility on the minister to remain in that period.
As we know, sometimes question time is variable in
terms of its answers and all of us can sometimes have
other important commitments during the course of the
day.
In respect to your first point of order, which was the
fact that Bacchus Marsh appeared multiple times in the
budget papers —
Ms Tierney — Under the heading of Lara.
The PRESIDENT — I am on my feet, by the way. I
am accepting the minister’s explanation today and take
it in good faith that in fact there is no proposal for
Bacchus Marsh and those references should have
referred to a road rather than a locality. I think in the
circumstances I would prevail upon Mr Jennings to
perhaps get the Treasurer to provide that correction if
that is the government’s intention.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, President, I am
sorry to prolong the points of order on constituency
questions but I only received my response from
Ms Tierney this morning in respect to a question I
raised in the last sitting week. That was in respect to her
signing off on an electorate officer in the knowledge
that he was working in the electorate office in the
morning and doing campaign fieldwork in the
afternoon. If you remember, President, you directed her
to revisit the answer which was referring to the
Ombudsman’s report within 24 hours, and I only today
received a response which exactly mirrors the response
she gave to the questions I raised, both substantive and
supplementary. I have not had time to pass you the
response but I will, and I just flag this with you so you

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
1654

COUNCIL

could actually redirect Ms Tierney by having this
question reinstated.
The PRESIDENT — I will give consideration to
that matter when I have had a chance to review the
answer as well.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (14:52) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for
Corrections. As has been stated in this house on
numerous occasions already today, the budget did
contain numerous references to the fact that a new
prison was to be built in Bacchus Marsh. Now, we have
heard a variety of responses from the minister with
regard to this issue, but what is clear is that there has
been a massive error made which has caused significant
angst in the Bacchus Marsh community. The question
that I ask of the minister is: will the minister offer to the
community of Bacchus Marsh an apology for this
massive blunder contained in the budget?
Ms Tierney — I would like to seek leave to answer
Mr Morris’s constituency question.
The PRESIDENT — No, there is not that
opportunity.

Western Metropolitan Region
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(14:53) — My constituency question is to the Minister
for Public Transport and concerns a high level of noise
pollution being caused by trains passing the Ardeer
railway station. This is the subject of a petition that I
laid on the table today. Residents have complained that
the iron noise barrier constructed partially along Forrest
Street in Ardeer and West Sunshine has failed to
effectively absorb noise. The barrier does not cover the
Ardeer Community Park, and noise from passing trains
has been recorded as hitting nearby houses at 60 to
110 decibels. As there is a level crossing at the station,
train drivers are also constantly using their horns as
their trains pass through. Over the past 10 years the
number of trains passing through this train station has
increased from a few per hour to 20 per hour, so
residents are exhausted through putting up with this
noise. Will the minister commit to ensuring that
appropriate and effective noise reduction barriers are
constructed along the entirety of the train line to
provide these Ardeer residents with much-needed noise
relief?
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Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (14:54) — My
question is to the Honourable Luke Donnellan, and it is
in relation to, strangely enough, Bacchus Marsh Road. I
am sorry Ms Tierney is not here. I would give her some
instructions on exactly where that prison is to be
located. In fact I was driving from Geelong to Bacchus
Marsh right past where we know that prison will be
located, but the issue for me is about the road itself. It is
classified as one of the most dangerous roads in
Victoria. It has had multiple fatalities on it. I note that
VicRoads have just put up the wire and steel rope
barriers bang in the middle of Bacchus Marsh Road,
and there is barely enough pavement for a car to travel
on one side and the other side. I can only see if a car
actually veered into that rope barrier it would flop
straight back headlong into the oncoming traffic. It is
terribly dangerous, badly situated and certainly not a
remedy for fixing that road, which needs a total
duplication, not a wire barrier strung down the guts of
the road. My question to the minister is: is that a
temporary measure or is that a permanent measure?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (14:56) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Residents in my
electorate are concerned about the consistent frequency
of pollution events in Dandenong Creek. This creek is
important as it feeds wetlands and supports a variety of
aquatic and avian species. Citizen-led monitoring has
shown that pollution events, many late at night, are
emanating from a stormwater drain leading out of the
Bayswater industrial estate. Six of these events have
been identified so far this year. My question is: will the
minister direct the Environment Protection Authority
Victoria to assist First Friends of Dandenong Creek in
tracing the source up the stormwater drains to identify
the premises that is the source of these illegal pollution
events?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (14:56) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Planning.
The need for the Bulla bypass has been a major issue
for decades. This morning’s accident on Bulla hill
blocked Sunbury Road completely, sending thousands
of cars cross-country to the Calder Freeway, causing
gridlock for many kilometres there. The government is
aware of the desperate need for the Bulla township to
be bypassed. Indeed when responding to the matter in
the past, the Minister for Roads and Road Safety has
informed me the future of the bypass is currently under

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Tuesday, 8 May 2018

COUNCIL

the consideration of the Minister for Planning. I ask the
minister: when can we expect the minister to make a
decision on construction of this important piece of
infrastructure?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(14:57) — My question is for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change. Developers are
currently seeking to rezone a site in Oakleigh South to
allow the construction of high-density residential
development. In the past this site was quarried for sand
mining and subsequently filled with the tailings from
sand mining; uncontrolled and unregulated fill,
including asbestos; and municipal household waste.
The developer proposes to construct high-density
housing on top of this waste, even though these quarries
were unlined and unregulated when filled.
Coffey, on behalf of the developer, has found that the
site has moderate to high risk of contaminants that
breach human health guidelines, such as methane,
arsenic, benzene and other carcinogens. Coffey
proposes to address these issues by supporting the
housing structures on concrete pilings extending
through the slimes, putrid waste and uncontrolled fill,
and capping the site with a concrete lid. This rezoning
application is supported by Monash City Council, the
Environment Protection Authority Victoria and the
earth resources regulation branch of the minister’s
department. Could the minister please advise where
else in Victoria housing has been constructed over
unregulated former sand quarries filled with putrid
waste, slimes and uncontrolled fill?

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (14:58) — My
question is for the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing and concerns the planned redevelopment of
ConnectGV in Shepparton. Established in 1954,
ConnectGV is a registered national disability insurance
scheme provider that has grown to be the largest
disability service within the Goulburn Valley, offering
day options, employment opportunities,
accommodation and outreach services. ConnectGV’s
facility at 11 Bowenhall Street, Shepparton, is 64 years
old and has several structural defects, including a
dropped floor and a wall that has separated from the
building structure. ConnectGV currently run admin out
of a second site across the road, and the redevelopment
will see the admin building removed and the
construction of a brand-new facility at this location,
creating a contemporary, fit-for-purpose building that
will deliver all programs on one site. ConnectGV is
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contributing $3 million of the estimated total cost of the
project of $4.5 million, and the organisation is seeking
funding of $1.5 million to complete this worthwhile
project. Will the minister give a commitment to provide
funding of $1.5 million towards the planned
redevelopment of ConnectGV?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (14:59) — My
matter for constituency questions today is for the
attention of the Minister for Planning. It concerns Punt
Road and the public acquisition overlay that still exists
and has existed for many decades over that road. The
coalition went to the election with a promise to put a
clearway in place and to consider the removal of the
public acquisition overlay on many of the properties.
The Labor Party promised — their candidate
promised — to remove the public acquisition overlay.
Now in government what we find is that the
government, after a lengthy process strung out over a
long period, certainly did do the clearway but have not
removed the public acquisition overlay. Our candidate
is determined to work with me and others to ensure that
that is lifted. What I seek is a review by the planning
minister of the planning panel which recommended that
the overlay be lifted and that he review his earlier
decision and lift the overlay in line with Labor’s
promises and stop this terrible process where he has
misled and left the community without the support they
need.

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15:01) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Housing, Disability and Ageing, the Honourable Martin
Foley. It is in relation to the New Street, Brighton,
public housing renewal program. I refer to a number of
letters sent by Bayside City Council, specifically from
the mayor, Cr Laurence Evans, who has highlighted the
council’s concerns in a number of areas. Specifically
the council is seeking the following: reduced heights,
with a maximum height of four storeys and appropriate
setbacks; a minimum of two-thirds of housing stock on
the site; design outcomes; an assurance that dwelling
stock on the site will cater to local needs; and council to
be the planning authority for the site. I note that a letter
received by the council from the minister does provide
an overview of the New Street, Brighton, project and
states:
The project will deliver new public housing dwellings —
more than previously existed on the site …
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So the question I ask is: how many new public housing
dwellings and how many people will the renewal cater
for?

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:02) — My question is for the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place. It relates to the true cost of
the Hurstbridge rail upgrade that is underway. In
February 2017 the government lauded the signing of
the upgrade, saying the works were part of a
$395 million package which would include the removal
of two level crossings at Alphington and Rosanna, a
rebuild of the Rosanna station and the duplication of the
single track between Heidelberg and Rosanna. Yet in
response to a recent question in Parliament the minister
stated that the Hurstbridge line upgrade was
$588 million, a whopping $193 million more. My
question therefore is: what is the true cost of the
Hurstbridge rail upgrade, including the new station, the
removal of the level crossings and the duplication work,
and how much of the extra costs are a result of the
government wanting this work completed before the
election?

MAJOR EVENTS LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (TICKET SCALPING AND
OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 6 March; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (15:03) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Major Events
Legislation Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other
Matters) Bill 2017. I note that this bill changes the
name of the Major Sporting Events Act 2009 to the
Major Events Act 2009 and amends the act to provide
for controlling the secondary ticket market for major
sporting and cultural events. This secondary selling is
commonly known as scalping — or rorting, and there is
plenty of that going around at the moment. Previously
this was just for selected sporting events. However, this
bill creates a position of authorised ticketing officer,
with a virtually identical role to police in monitoring
and catching scalpers as they go about their actions.
The bill also repeals the Tourism Victoria Act 1992 in
light of the creation of Visit Victoria in place of
Tourism Victoria.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr MORRIS — It’s gone, Mr Finn. That is what it
says here. When thinking about scalpers one might
think about the fact that it can be very hard for diehard
supporters of football teams or netball teams or even, I
imagine, people wanting to get into certain cultural
events. Some exhibitions and the like can be
exceptionally popular and can have huge lines. For
example, something like the Archies — the Archibald
Prize — which have been held in Ballarat on several
occasions, have received huge crowds. We would not
want to see that it is just those with very deep pockets
who are able to go along to these things because they
can pay people who have purchased these tickets in
advance with the view of onselling them at quite a
premium in many cases. This bill does attempt to
address some of those issues that we see with scalping
that happens at major events.
On the weekend in Ballarat there was supposed to be
what might have been described as a major event.
However, it was not as major as one might have hoped.
Mr Finn — The footy.
Mr MORRIS — You’re right, Mr Finn. It was the
footy. What was held in Ballarat was a football match
between the Western Bulldogs and the Gold Coast
Suns.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — To answer your question,
Mr Finn, there were 6833 who attended this event.
Mr Finn — How much did it cost the taxpayer?
Mr MORRIS — That is a very good question. How
much did it cost not just the state government but also
the local government? Every game of football that has
been played at Eureka Stadium does cost the Ballarat
council a significant amount of money.
Mr Finn — What sort of money are you talking
about?
Mr MORRIS — A significant amount of money. I
am not entirely sure of exactly how much it is costing
the council, but I do know it is costing tens of
thousands of dollars, maybe into the hundreds of
thousands of dollars, when games of football are played
there.
For those people who like facts and figures, we know
that this crowd number of 6833 at Mars Stadium was
the 16th lowest on record since 1997. That was a few
moons ago. It was about 21 years ago by my count — a
long while ago. And yet what we saw just prior to the
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budget was the Andrews government setting aside
$500 000 for future planning at Mars Stadium — or
Eureka Stadium, as it is also known. The point that
needs to be made about these funds is that they must go
to community sport. Rather than elite level sport, it
should be going towards women’s participation in
football and the opportunity for further netball courts at
the North Ballarat ground. There should be some
facilities there to support the genuine grassroots
community sporting activities that are occurring there.
I have grave concerns that the government may have
plans to expand Eureka Stadium to have a crowd
capacity in the vicinity of 25 000 people. The grave
concern that I have is that this will not be sustainable
for council to maintain. I fear that what may happen to
Eureka Stadium is that it will become a white elephant,
as we have seen with MADE, the Museum of
Australian Democracy at Eureka, which has been
closed and is going to be rebranded by the Ballarat
council. Just because government moneys may be there
in the offing for a project, it does not necessarily mean
that it is a sustainable way for money to be spent,
because when councils receive assets that are funded by
either the feds or the state government and they are
further handed on to the local council, they do need to
maintain those assets.
As we know, in the rate capping environment that is
being imposed by this Labor government it is very
difficult for some councils to maintain a lot of the
infrastructure that they have, including the funding and
maintenance of road assets across regional Victoria,
particularly western Victoria — further to the west and
south-west in western Victoria — where there are
masses of road networks that local councils need to
maintain. They do not have the capacity in their
budgets to do that, and they certainly do not have the
capacity when Labor cuts $160 million out of roads
funding for regional councils. So I would caution that
the expansion of Eureka Stadium to beyond its current
capacity could fundamentally have a detrimental impact
upon that stadium, and indeed on grassroots sports if
that funding is not directed to that area.
I further note, back to the context of this bill, that
Victoria was one of the first jurisdictions to have a
major sporting events act — it is another area where we
have led the way — which has protected our events in
various ways. Of course being the home of the AFL
Grand Final, which is certainly an event that is —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — I will leave it to you, Mr Finn, to
talk about Richmond when you have a go. The AFL
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Grand Final is certainly an event that people love to be
able to get to, and often being able to get tickets to the
AFL Grand Final is very fiercely fought out. In my few
short years I have not had the opportunity to attend a
grand final, to this point. I missed the three-peat of
Hawthorn. Being a Hawthorn supporter —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — We’ve done okay. I did have a
three-year-old who knew nothing other than
premiership wins. He just expected that every year
Hawthorn was going to win the grand final.
Unfortunately that has not come to pass, and he is
slowly getting over it; he is slowly getting over this. I
digress slightly, but the grand final is an event which
people certainly would love to be able to attend, and
there is a concern in the community that it is often those
who have deeper pockets, often those who are
connected in other ways, who receive tickets to the
grand final rather than those dyed-in-the-wool
supporters who head to the football week in, week out
to support their team.
I know a lady in western Victoria who attends every
single Western Bulldogs match, irrespective of where it
is — Perth or the Northern Territory, up in Darwin —
and makes sure that she is there for every single match.
I think any fair-minded person believes that these
people should be able to attend as many of these types
of events as they can if they are a genuine supporter
who loves their football and loves their team. We want
to see that these people can get to events such as grand
finals and not have the tickets taken away due to
corporate sponsorships or other things. It is important
that we address these issues to ensure that members of
the community who do hope to attend these events can.
This bill also goes further, to extend the protection of
other major events. It could apply to concerts, theatre
productions and other similar cultural events. This does
raise a few issues, because the secondary markets not
only exist in the real world but also exist in the virtual
world, where you might be able to purchase tickets on
eBay and the like. I further note that the authorised
ticketing officers, whose role this bill establishes, will
monitor websites such as eBay for scalpers and other
people trying to profit from the resale of these tickets,
and having them in attendance at the events that are
being held — whether it be the AFL Grand Final or a
concert or the like — will free up our hardworking men
and women at Victoria Police for other roles. As we all
know and would agree on, the hardworking men and
women at Victoria Police are certainly kept very busy,
what with all the home invasions, carjackings, police
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car rammings and the like under this Andrews
government.
This bill does go some way to addressing this issue. I
do note that it is somewhat of an extensive bill, and I
believe the Greens may have some amendments to it. I
am yet to peruse those amendments, and I look forward
to doing so when they are made available. I certainly
believe it is important that we have appropriate
protections for these types of actions. We do not want
to see people being charged exorbitant prices for
tickets, nor do we want to see the sale of tickets that are
in fact forgeries. This is a larger and larger issue that is
occurring nowadays.
I remember that back in my younger years you used to
receive your tickets via the mail. They used to be sent
to you, and you had a physical ticket. Now with the
advent of digital, or soft copy, tickets one of the issues
that can occur is that these tickets can be sold to
multiple people, and the first person who walks through
the turnstile and scans the barcode is going to be the
person who gets in. People may have paid hundreds, if
not thousands, of dollars for some tickets on the
internet, and when they have received them they have
gone to the event only to find out that their ticket has
already been used, which is a significant issue and
significant problem and one that certainly needs to be
addressed.
It did not happen way back when, when the hard copy
tickets were handed out. I note that many people still
keep those tickets as a reminder of where they have
been. I feel a bit sorry and nostalgic about the fact that
my children, when they go to an event, get just an
A4 copy printout of something. I recently took my
children to the Hawthorn-Geelong game, which was a
brilliant game and in which Hawthorn prevailed by a
single point in the dying moments, but they will not
have the printed ticket anymore. However, that is
slightly off the topic. I look forward to hearing other
contributions on this bill and I certainly look forward to
seeing the Greens amendments, once they are available.
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:17) — I rise today to speak on the Major Events
Legislation Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other
Matters) Bill 2017. I will speak first to the substantive
bill and then the amendments, which I will circulate. I
do apologise to Mr Morris, but my understanding is that
the amendments were provided to the minister.
Mr Morris interjected.
Ms SPRINGLE — Right; very good. Thank you.
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This bill has been introduced to expand ticket scalping
controls primarily to non-sporting events, such as the
theatre, concerts and festivals, but also to sporting
events such as the AFL finals and the Anzac Day match
between Essendon and Collingwood. It does this by
creating a new declaration called the major event
ticketing declaration, which will sit alongside the
current sports ticketing event declaration. This new
major event ticketing declaration will enforce controls
on scalping similar to the current sports ticketing event
declaration, but without the requirement for the
organiser to be transparent about their ticketing
allocations through the submission of an approved
ticket scheme. The lack of transparency is problematic,
for the reasons I will outline, and is the focus of the
Greens amendments today.
The Greens support the primary purpose of this bill,
which is to stamp out ticket scalping, and in that regard
this bill is long overdue. Tickets for concerts, shows
and football matches go on sale, sell out, and just hours
later they are on sale on the second-hand ticket sites for
massively inflated prices. One just has to look at the
Ticketmaster resale site. Tickets for the round 1 Carlton
versus Richmond game were on sale for $228. The
Greens have said that if the government did not act to
include these sellout footy matches under anti-scalping
laws, we would introduce our own bill. It is important
that any new anti-scalping powers are used to protect
footy fans at sellout footy matches. Whilst there might
be a place for some onselling — for example, for those
people who have bought their tickets but cannot go to a
match and need to onsell their tickets — it is clear that
there are people who are profiteering from sellout
events through onselling tickets and ticket scalping.
There is a strong, clear need to protect consumers who
want to go to events that may sell out by regulating the
secondary ticket market and protecting consumers.
The protection of consumers is the reason the Greens
feel this bill does not go far enough. We are concerned
about the failure of the bill to require event organisers
and the primary ticket sellers to disclose their
distribution of tickets. While there are serious issues
with ticket onselling and the effects that has on
consumers, there are concerns with the practices of
event organisers when it comes to limiting the
availability of tickets to consumers, potentially forcing
them to purchase tickets at a price that is higher than it
should be. So while the bill extends protections for
event organisers from ticket scalping, it does not require
them to be transparent about their own ticket allocation.
The Greens think it is fair and reasonable that if the
event organiser is receiving the protection of the state
through anti-scalping laws they should be transparent to
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consumers about ticket allocations and make sure there
is fair access to tickets for the general punter.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms SPRINGLE
(South Eastern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
Ms SPRINGLE — The Greens’ amendments have
sought to include transparency provisions in the current
legislation but also give the minister and organisers
flexibility to move quickly to bring the protections into
events. To that end the key elements of our
amendments are as follows. Rather than create a
separate major event ticketing declaration, our
amendments simply change the name of the major
sporting event declaration to a major event ticketing
declaration so that it can be used for a broader range of
events. They do however ensure that any stronger
anti-scalping protections the government proposes in
this bill are carried over into the new major event
ticketing declaration. They also reduce the time frames
involved in submitting and approving a ticket scheme.
By way of background, currently the existing sports
ticketing event declaration requires the minister to
declare a sports ticketing event some nine months
before the actual event. It then requires the organiser to
lodge a ticket scheme which contains conditions of the
sale of those tickets and disclosure of the ticket
allocation among other things, which the minister will
approve if it meets the requirements of the minister’s
sports ticketing guidelines. The government’s proposed
major events declaration does not include this
requirement for a ticket scheme to be lodged.
The minister included three reasons for not requiring
organisers to prepare a ticket scheme in his
second-reading speech. He stated:
It will not be necessary for an event organiser to prepare a
ticket scheme proposal. This is preferable for cultural events
which often do not have a regular fixed venue, date or event
organiser. Often a significant cultural major event such as a
concert, theatre event, gallery exhibition or festival will be
secured a few weeks or months before staging, which does
not provide sufficient time to undertake the existing process
under the act. In addition, ticket scheme proposals can be
difficult to prepare for such events as staging or seating
requirements are often modified quite close to the event.

I will address these three concerns, and in doing so I
suggest that the government is at best grasping at straws
to come up with these three reasons.
Firstly, for an event that does not have a fixed venue,
date or event organiser there is flexibility within the
ticketing guidelines for a ticket scheme to be submitted
and approved and for further information to be
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submitted to the minister as venues, dates and
organisers are finalised. I would suggest that these
events, particularly ones that do not have an event
organiser, are in the minority and should not be cause to
ditch the entire ticket scheme process altogether.
Secondly, to address the lengthy time lines in the
current legislation our amendments mirror the current
bill by scrapping the requirement for the minister to
give the event organiser notice of making a ticketing
declaration at least nine months prior to the event,
noting that the minister can still use their discretion to
give event organisers plenty of notice months in
advance. We have also reduced the time frame for the
minister to make the declaration and the event organiser
to submit a ticket scheme from 60 days to 14 days,
noting that the minister has power to extend this time
under section 155 of the current act. We have reduced
the time frame for the minister to approve the ticket
scheme from 28 days to 14 days, again noting that the
quickest way an event can be protected would be to
submit a ticket scheme to the government under
section 158 and have it approved within the 14-day
time frame as outlined in this amendment.
Thirdly, in terms of the suggested difficulty of
preparing a ticket scheme and problems faced by
modifying seating close to the event, given that
ticketing arrangements and allocations would be
extensively canvassed by the organiser itself prior to the
tickets going on sale, the current ticketing guidelines
require an organiser to answer questions under five
sections, covering topics such as ticket allocation and
the control of tickets. Given that many of the questions
would already have been canvassed by the organisation
itself prior to the tickets going on sale it is not the
administrative burden that the minister would suggest.
Further, there is scope within the ticketing scheme for
the organiser to be flexible about ticket allocations and
there is the ability for the organiser to provide a change
to the ticket scheme to the minister in writing.
Finally, ultimately the decision to approve a ticket
scheme rests with the minister, and the content of the
ticketing guidelines on which the ticket scheme must be
based is up to the minister. If the government feels the
requirements of the ticket scheme are too onerous, it
has the ability to change those requirements by
gazetting a new ticketing guideline.
I would also briefly like to touch on some other
ticketing issues not covered by this bill, and the first is
the grand prix. Some $60 million a year is spent on the
grand prix and over $1 billion will be spent on it over
the lifetime of the contract, yet the government and the
Australian Grand Prix Corporation refuse to make
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public an accurate attendance figure. The reasoning
given is that it would be difficult to install equipment
for this to occur.
Mr Dalidakis — Heaps — heaps of people.
Ms SPRINGLE — Nonsense, Mr Dalidakis. Every
year Albert Park becomes a construction site as
grandstands and facilities are built to host the grand
prix. To suggest that it would not be possible to install
turnstiles that count attendance is simply not true. The
real reason, of course, is that the government do not
want people to know just how poorly the grand prix is
attended and how little value for money it actually is.
Instead they want to rely on inflated estimated
attendance figures. I note that the grand prix has never
been covered by existing anti-scalping legislation, and
it will be interesting to see if the organiser seeks to have
it covered by this new declaration, which would of
course not require it to be transparent about its ticketing
allocations.
The second issue I would like to talk about is the
ticketing of the AFL Grand Final. The Greens
introduced a bill last year that would have lifted
allocation of the grand final tickets to competing club
members to at least 50 per cent. The ticket allocation in
the grand final creates an environment for ticket
scalping to flourish, where those fans who pay year in,
year out miss out on tickets or are forced to buy
expensive corporate tickets or go onto the black market.
No other party supported that bill. They did not stand
with the fans over the corporates, as the Greens did. We
did, however, extract a concession from the AFL of
4000 extra tickets for competing club members to the
grand final.
To conclude, the Greens support the strengthening of
anti-scalping measures as contained in this bill. We are
moving to further strengthen fair access to tickets for
consumers by increasing the transparency requirements
for event organisers to detail where the tickets are going
and how they are ensuring fair access to tickets. We
sought to maintain a balance of flexibility within our
amendments to ensure fair access to tickets for
consumers and to ensure that, if required, events can
quickly be declared and receive the anti-scalping
protections. I seek the house’s support for our
amendments.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:28) — I rise
this afternoon to speak on the Major Events Legislation
Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters) Bill
2017. I first and foremost raise the issue of the change
of name of Tourism Victoria in this legislation, because
the Tourism Victoria Act 1992 is being repealed by this
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legislation in light of the creation of Visit Victoria. I
have no idea at all why you would need to change the
name of Tourism Victoria to Visit Victoria, but that is
the way the government has gone, and I think it is
rather sad, to tell you the truth.
Going back to the 1990s, I was heavily involved in the
tourism side of the Kennett government. I recall that
under Pat McNamara, the minister for tourism in those
days, the Kennett government appointed the Tourism
Victoria board. We put in place the Jigsaw promotion,
which I think was pretty much regarded as a
world-leading campaign — ‘You’ll love every piece of
Victoria’. I am sure everybody is very familiar with that
campaign. I think to a certain extent it is still going
almost 25 years later. That is how effective it was. As to
why we would need to change the name of Tourism
Victoria or indeed to abolish Tourism Victoria, that is
beyond me.
Of course Melbourne is the major events and sporting
capital not just of Australia but some might even say of
the Southern Hemisphere — possibly even the world,
some have gone as far as saying.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not quite sure about that; we have
not got that far, Mr Ondarchie. I must find time to pay
tribute to somebody who made a huge contribution to
the major events side of Melbourne, somebody who
really put Melbourne on the map in terms of major
events, and that was Ron Walker. He was somebody
who gave up his own time quite freely and
enthusiastically in order to bring major events to
Melbourne, one of those of course being the Melbourne
grand prix, which we all look forward to every year. I
cannot help but think when I think about major sporting
events that Ron Walker is somebody we must indeed
hold an eternal debt of gratitude to. He was somebody
who made a huge contribution to Melbourne,
particularly to tourism and major sporting events. I
think it is important that we pay tribute to Ron Walker
at every opportunity when we are talking about these
sorts of things.
This legislation is interesting because Victoria was one
of the first jurisdictions to have a Major Sporting
Events Act which protected our events in various ways,
including protection from ticket scalping. Scalping is
not a lot different from rorting, except scalping is where
you are just ripping one person off, whereas rorting
means you are ripping a lot of people off, and we have
seen a bit of that around government circles over recent
times. Previously this act was just for selected sporting
events. It creates a position —
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Mr Mulino — Do you need to define ‘lying’ for the
chamber?
Mr FINN — I think, Mr Mulino, if you want to
define ‘lying’, perhaps you should go back to your
Premier and ask him about the red shirts and the rorting
and the ripping off of the Victorian taxpayer. Perhaps
you could ask him about that, because a lot of
Victorians want to ask him about that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mr Finn, through the Chair.
Mr FINN — I am sorry, Acting President, but that
is the simple fact of the matter. I can understand why
members of the government are so sensitive, because
they have been caught out. We heard Mr Jennings
during question time saying how sorry he is. We know
what he is sorry about. He is sorry because they got
caught. That is why he is sorry. They tried to rip the
taxpayer off. In fact they did to an extent. We are still
waiting for the repayment of over a million dollars in
legal fees. Of course I do not think the taxpayer will
ever see that money again. That is rorting. This
government knows all about rorting and the
connections with scalping.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I think you are going overboard, Mr Finn. Let us
get back to the bill.
Mr FINN — Certainly, Acting President. Scalping
is emotionally an abhorrent practice. I have heard the
argument put to me that we live in a free market
economy: ‘If I buy these tickets for $100, I have the
right to sell them for whatever amount that they can be
sold for to whoever is prepared to buy them’. I can
understand that argument, but emotionally I find it quite
abhorrent, I have to say.
This bill extends the protection that I mentioned before
to other major events, such as events as selected by the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events, and that might
apply to a concert, a theatre production or similar large
cultural events. The bill also has provisions to appoint
authorised ticketing officers to monitor websites, like
eBay, for scalpers or for people trying to profit from the
resale of purchases and to have them in attendance at
events. Of course that frees up police to do other roles,
and we know that the police are under a great deal of
pressure in terms of their term, in terms of their
resources and in terms of their authority to actually do
their job. In terms of freeing up the police, this bill has
to be a very good thing indeed.
As I was saying before, Melbourne is certainly the
Australian capital of major events and major sporting
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events. Having such a magnificent stadium as the
Melbourne Cricket Ground is something that I am sure
every Melburnian is very proud of indeed. I have been a
regular attendee at the MCG for many, many years, and
of course it was —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Look, I’m not listening to that
boofhead over there, so I’ll just keep talking. The MCG
is something very, very special to Melburnians, and it
certainly is something that is very, very special to me.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr FINN — This rorter and cheat over there
perhaps should pull his head in.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Were you in on the caper as well? Did
you rip people off? Did you cheat? Did you lie?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Minister, you are not helping. Mr Finn, through the
Chair. Are you finished?
Mr FINN — No, not at all. Thank you, Acting
President. As I said, I find rorting — sorry, not rorting
but scalping; for some reason I have rorting on my
mind when I look across at the other side of the
chamber — abhorrent. One thing that absolutely baffles
me is that we have a situation where the Australian
Football League quite openly advertises its services for
two, three or four times the price that is on its tickets.
That would have to be illegal scalping, in my view, but
apparently they are licensed to do that so that is fine. I
do not see the difference between somebody standing
outside the MCG and selling a ticket for 10 times the
ticket price and the AFL doing the same thing. I do not
see the moral difference there, but apparently the AFL
is happy to do that.
The bill itself refers to a number of very important —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Acting President, I am having real
difficulty hearing myself at the moment due to the
cackle of baboons carrying on over there.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Mr FINN — I am not sure what the collective noun
is. A Labor Party of baboons it may well be,
Ms Crozier.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Mr Finn is entitled to be heard in silence. Mr Finn, back
to the bill.
Mr FINN — Thank you. It is worth pointing out
that one of the events where scalping is prevalent is the
AFL Grand Final. I just want to make it very, very clear
that I did pay for my ticket and my daughter’s ticket to
the grand final last year, and it was worth every cent. I
think the way things are shaping up it will be worth
every cent again this year. Interestingly enough some
people who talk about the needs of football supporters
just slip into super boxes. Ms Springle might know if
anybody in the Greens took advantage of having friends
in high places and slipped into a super box for the grand
final and did not pay for their own ticket. That is
something that you come to expect.
I feel very sorry for those who do miss out on grand
final tickets. I have been in that situation in years gone
by.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Acting President, these clowns over
there really should go and stick their heads in a bucket
of water.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Before you continue, Mr Finn, I expect from the
government side no interjections and I expect Mr Finn
to talk on the bill, but government members are not
allowing him to do so.
Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting President. As I
said, I feel very sorry for those who find themselves, as
happens every year, in a situation where they have gone
to every game that year but have not been able to get a
ticket for the grand final. At the preliminary final last
year there were some 95 000 people, about 94 000 of
them Richmond supporters. After we knocked off
Greater Western Sydney many tens of thousands of
people were excited about the grand final that was
coming up the following week, but I had the sad
knowledge, from my perspective, that most of them
would not be able to get in. That was a bit of a
dampener for me, I have to say, because I have been in
that situation myself.
Whilst I was not in that situation last year, I certainly
had been in years gone by. Indeed I missed the last time
Richmond won the grand final, in 1980, some many,
many years ago, as a result of not being able to get a
ticket. It is a bit rough for people who love their game,
who love their footy, to miss the grand final purely
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because there are not enough tickets available. With
Richmond it is very difficult because we have some
90 000-plus members now. When you have got a
ground, although it is the biggest ground in Australia,
that can only hold a little over 100 000 people, having
90 000 members makes it very, very difficult to ensure
that each of them can get in to the biggest game of the
year.
The opposition does not oppose the bill. Indeed we
support Melbourne’s status as a world leader in major
sporting events — major events full stop — and
certainly wish those involved in the tourism industry
and the major events industry all the very best for
many, many years to come.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (15:43) —
I am pleased to follow on from Mr Finn’s excellent
contribution in relation to the legislation we are
debating today, the Major Events Legislation
Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters) Bill
2017. According to the information that I have in
relation to what this bill will do, it will change the name
of the Major Sporting Events Act 2009, amend the
Major Sporting Events Act 2009 to provide for
controlling the secondary ticket market for major
sporting and cultural events, repeal the Tourism
Victoria Act 1992 and make transitional arrangements.
Basically ticket scalping is what this bill addresses —
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Thank you. The member to continue.
Ms CROZIER — We are talking about a pretty
simple bill here, yet we have interjections by a senior
member of the government on the most inane —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms CROZIER — I will say it again: we are talking
about a fairly simple bill on ticket scalping. What that
means is the ripping off of an individual who is buying
a ticket to an event here in Melbourne. We have many
events that we are very proud of, including the AFL
Grand Final, as Mr Finn highlighted in his contribution.
That is a massive event that brings people from around
the state and around the country in their thousands. It
provides just such an extraordinary cultural and
sporting activity for this state. There is nothing like it in
the world. I will reflect on just the last few weeks and
the Anzac Day game between Collingwood and
Essendon, an iconic day where you had total silence
around that ground when that game started. It is quite
magnificent to be able to go to a game like that. I am a
Geelong supporter; I do not barrack for Collingwood,
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Essendon or, dare I say it, Richmond, but you go to
those games, and especially on Anzac Day and during
the grand final the entire arena, the stadium, is
absolutely spellbound by what is about to happen. The
atmosphere is quite electric. It really is a huge credit to
all involved to bring on such sporting events. You want
people to be able to go to an event like that and be able
to pay their way in a legitimate manner.
While I am talking about that, we have so many other
sporting, cultural and theatrical events that occur in
Victoria each and every year. As I said before I was
interrupted by those opposite, this bill does a few
simple things to ensure that we get these scalpers out of
the system. They are ripping off the consumer. I note
you, Mr Finn, made mention of rorting. It is pretty
similar — ripping off the consumer or rorting the
system. It is taking advantage of someone and should
not be allowed to occur. Clearly we have seen that in a
systematic way under this government. We all know
that, and it is in the papers again today.
But I return to the bill. Scalpers have effectively been
operating for far too long. What this bill will do is bring
them into line. There will be new authorised ticketing
officers acting a bit like police officers, I am led to
understand, who will be able to monitor various aspects
in relation to the selling or reselling of tickets. In saying
that, there are probably a few concerns around how that
will be monitored and undertaken and how they will
actually be able to identify what will now be illegal
activities. The section in the bill that highlights this
particular area provides that the authorised officer must
believe on reasonable grounds that scalping activity is
occurring or that someone is about to commit an
offence. That will be very difficult to monitor and will
be something that the government and others will have
to monitor as this piece of legislation is implemented.
As Mr Finn reminded me, some very notable events
occur throughout this state. He referred to the late Ron
Walker’s passing and the legacy that he left this state. If
I can reflect on what Ron Walker brought to the state,
in a bipartisan manner he acted on behalf of Victoria
and all Victorians in promoting what we have to offer
to the world. He did that with such grace and such
commitment that I think his legacy is one that we and
all future generations will benefit from. I will just
reflect on some of the things that Ron Walker did when
he was part of the Victorian Major Events Company.
As announced by the shadow Treasurer, Michael
O’Brien, last Friday, I am pleased to say that an
incoming Liberal-Nationals government will reinstate
the Victorian Major Events Company, which was
scrapped by this current government. It was an
extraordinary decision to place it within Visit
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Victoria — yet another bureaucracy, yet another effort
to try to blow the public sector pool of employees,
which they are very good at doing, as we saw in last
week’s budget.
Nevertheless I go back to the legacy of the late Ron
Walker. He was responsible for bringing in the Formula
One Grand Prix, White Night, the Presidents Cup,
Liverpool Football Club versus Melbourne Victory at
AAMI Park, the Melbourne Winter Masterpieces at the
National Gallery of Victoria, the Grace Kelly exhibition
in Bendigo, State of Origin rugby league at the MCG,
the Cadel Evans Great Ocean Road Race, Wicked and
The Book of Mormon. Those are just a few of the
extraordinary events that were secured and brought to
this state, with huge benefits for all involved. It is an
extraordinary legacy and an extraordinary variety of
theatre, sporting and cultural activities not only for
metropolitan Melbourne but also for the regions.
The Grace Kelly exhibition in Bendigo was a
wonderful exhibition, which I had the privilege to go to.
I took my family to see it. It was just wonderful and
something I will not forget. Likewise White Night —
what an extraordinary vision to have. A huge number of
people come into the city centre to see that
extraordinary transformation of buildings and precincts
around the city and surrounding areas. It shows
extraordinary ability to put that technical lighting
together and provide such an extraordinary display of
art, graphics and theatre. All those aspects come with
White Night. There are many things that we can proud
of. In actual fact many of them are happening in
Mr Dalidakis’s and my electorate, including the grand
prix, as I said, and the National Gallery of Victoria’s
Winter Masterpieces. All of those things bring great
benefits.
Nevertheless this bill looks at scalping, which is already
banned, and puts a 10 per cent margin on those who are
already making a profit. That will have to be monitored,
as I previously mentioned.
The other area that we need to look at is the focus of
this government on pouring huge amounts of money
into the AFL, where a lot of ticket scalping occurs.
There have been recent government announcements
such as putting hundreds of millions of dollars into
Etihad Stadium to set up a ballroom so that we can hold
the Logies there, but that money does not go into
grassroots sporting facilities. I know in my area many
local community sporting groups have a real concern
about this. Local councils have put caps on the number
of young people who can take part in these sporting
activities, and that is a real concern. We need more
grassroots courts, sporting fields and ovals so that we
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can get more young people and others receiving the
benefits of playing sport. I think it is very disappointing
that the government’s focus is largely concentrated on
the AFL, which makes a huge amount of money and
has benefited significantly from the Victorian
community and interstate football-goers over recent
years.

amendments, so they are in the same place as the
amendments that you said on 6 March in Hansard you
would be moving.

Other areas that have been raised in relation to this bill
include, I understand, that the word ‘printed’ will be
changed to ‘displayed’ in reference to prices on tickets,
given that tickets are not always printed by the
promoter. Now that we are using technology devices
like smart phones and other things, that matter has been
taken into consideration.

Mr DALIDAKIS — There is no need to talk about
amendments that we are not moving.

Clause 10 of the bill changes the illegal activity from
selling five or less tickets above face value to selling
them for a price that exceeds their face value purchase
price by more than 10 per cent, as I have previously
referred to. Clause 11 is similar to clause 10, but it
applies to the sale of six or more tickets. I have already
mentioned the authorised ticketing officers, which is
similar to a policing component. I think that will have
to be monitored, as I have said previously.
In relation to other areas of the bill, I will not go
through them in detail but I will say that, as Mr Finn
and others have said, the opposition will not be
opposing this bill. I note that some areas will have to be
monitored as the bill is implemented. I do hope that
those scalpers who have ripped off everyday Victorians
and others who want to attend sporting events and other
activities can be cracked down on. That can only be a
good thing for the sporting community and the other
activities that this state has to offer in relation to
providing entertainment across various areas.
Motion agreed to.

Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, why were these
government amendments not tabled, as you had already
indicated they would be?

Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, was the industry
consulted in the preparation of this bill?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, were any
promoters involved in helping to advise the government
on the drafting of this bill?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy for you to expand
on what you believe a promoter is to provide some kind
of definitional understanding.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am asking for your definition
of what you think a promotor is. It is pretty simple.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I find it quite curious that the
minister has asked me to explain his own bill to him.
Mr Dalidakis — No, that is not what I said.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Nonetheless, if we need to
hold the government’s hand and walk them through
their own bit of legislation, then let us do that.
Mr Dalidakis — Let me explain to you the
definition of a liar.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Have you been drinking at
lunchtime? Have you been on the grog? Are you drunk
again?

Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, through the course
of this debate, that has gone on for several weeks now,
there was some advice provided to us about some
government amendments to this bill. Can I ask where
they are?
Mr DALIDAKIS — The amendments are in the
same place as the ones you said in Hansard on 6 March
that you would be circulating. We are not moving

Mr Dalidakis — Somebody that holds a prayer
vigil, puts his hands together and prays in the chamber.
You’re a disgrace.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Minister! I do not think this has anything to do
with the bill. Mr Ondarchie, you asked the minister a
question and he responded. If you are not happy with
the response, I cannot force the minister to respond in
the way you would like. I ask you to ask another
question if you are not happy.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you. Further to my
last question, when the minister asked me to explain
what a promoter is, this is the Major Events Legislation
Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters) Bill.
Some of these major events are organised and run by
promoters who promote these events. So my question
is: quite simply, Minister, were there any promoters
involved in helping to draft this bill?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Minister, would you like to add anything?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Was the answer no? You are
refusing to answer.
Mr DALIDAKIS — No. I have said that we
consulted with stakeholders.
Ms Crozier — You refuse to answer.
Mr DALIDAKIS — That is not true.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Mr Ondarchie, the minister has answered before and
does not want to add anything.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, Acting
President, I note the stance of Mr Dalidakis.
Mr Ondarchie has every right to ask questions in a
committee stage. His extraordinary attitude in relation
to —
Mr Finn — Belligerent.
Ms Crozier — Yes, to what is being asked I think
needs to be addressed. I am not sure if Hansard got his
answer to the valid question that Mr Ondarchie asked. I
would ask you to ask the minister to respect the process
and answer the questions accordingly.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
There is no point of order, Ms Crozier. Mr Ondarchie
has put a question and the minister has answered. I
cannot force the minister.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, can you outline to
the house who in the industry was consulted in the
construction of this legislation?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy to do this all day
and all night. The government consulted with a large
number of stakeholders. I have already provided that as
an answer to the member. I continue to provide that
answer. In fact we have consulted very widely. Again,
there is nothing further to add. That answer has been
provided now three consecutive times to questions, and
I can do no more.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — I pretty well accept that you
can do no more. Minister, my question was not how
widely the government has consulted; my question was
specifically: who did you consult with?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Minister, no further comment? Thank you.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, why has the
government not taken this opportunity to legislate
against the bot software used to mass buy tickets upon
release?
Mr DALIDAKIS — In relation to the member’s
question I am advised that a letter has been sent to the
federal minister, Minister Ciobo, in relation to this
specific issue asking for the federal government to
provide carriage of this in order to both ensure that
there is continuity in dealing with the issue but also
ensure that because of the carriage of the service there
is federal intervention accordingly.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, I want to follow up on
a line of questioning that Mr Ondarchie led with. Can
you provide me with the names of those who you
consulted with in relation to the stakeholders for advice
on this bill?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am not in a position to
provide the names of individuals. That would require us
to speak with those stakeholders and put those names
forward to you. What I can tell you is that in fact over
70 people were consulted across the industry, including
promoters.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that answer,
Minister. If you cannot provide the 70 stakeholders, I
would ask you to take that on notice and provide it to
the committee at a later stage.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I am happy to take that on
notice.
Mr FINN — Minister, this bill abolishes Tourism
Victoria. Why?
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I can say to the member
is that Tourism Victoria was a statutory authority or
agency. Visit Victoria is set up as a private company, a
proprietary limited company, so they are separate
bodies. By the way, Visit Victoria of course
incorporates the old Victorian Major Events Company,
which was also a private company. That is the reason
for the course of action.
Mr FINN — Thank you for that answer, Minister.
Does that mean, given that Visit Victoria is a private
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company, that the government now has no say in the
promotion of tourism for Victoria either interstate or
overseas?
Mr DALIDAKIS — No.
Mr Finn — No?
Mr DALIDAKIS — No. No to your question. The
question you put — the answer is no. You said, ‘Does
that mean that the government is not in a position to
support advertising?’. I said, ‘No’.
Mr Finn — No, I did not say that at all.
Mr DALIDAKIS — That is what your question
was.
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Mr FINN — I am still a little bit confused, if not
concerned, by the minister’s last response to me. As the
minister I am sure would be aware, as I am sure you are
very much aware, Acting President, in Western
Metropolitan Region there are a number of tourism
precincts. The Werribee tourism precinct springs to
mind immediately: Werribee Mansion, the rose garden,
the equestrian centre and the Werribee Open Range
Zoo, which is one of my favourite places to go. My
children love to go to the open range zoo. If you have
not been, it is really worth a trip down there. And of
course over on the other side of Western Metropolitan
Region we have the Sunbury wineries, which are also a
treat. I could probably put in a plug for the Carmodys at
Craiglee who produce a sensational —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.

Ms CROZIER — Minister, thank you for the
undertaking in relation to getting me the names of the
various stakeholders. I am wondering — you have a
number of advisers over there so I am sure they would
be able to assist you — could you give me a breakdown
of those 70 stakeholders as to what numbers came from
the sporting sector and how many came from the arts
and cultural sector? Who did you consult with? Were
any of them international or interstate, or were they all
Victorian stakeholders that were consulted with?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you to the member for
their question. As I have indicated, obviously I have
taken the previous question on notice. My
understanding is that, having taken that on notice, that
will give you a breakdown, as well, of the information
that you have asked for. It was, as I am advised, an
exhaustive consultation process for over 12 months and
stakeholders were consulted in all of the areas that you
mentioned as well.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you for that clarification. I
am sure the advisers do have the list of stakeholders
there in the speaking notes, so I am hoping we can have
that list prior to the conclusion of the committee stage.
Would that be possible, Minister?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I need to consult with the
minister himself. I need to take advice from the minister
in relation to that and also to find out whether or not the
minister is in a position to undertake discussions with
each and every body that they have had those
consultations with and of course seek their agreement
for their details to be provided to you. So it is not as
simple as me simply leaning over the box to get a piece
of paper for you. I have accepted that I will take it on
notice. That is what I will do. I have agreed to speak
with the minister. That is exactly what I will do, and I
will endeavour to do that as quickly as I can.

Mr FINN — Not Gary; he is Pat. Yes, Pat and
Diane. They produce a sensational shiraz, let me assure
you. Nonetheless, Tourism Victoria was responsible for
the promotion of a wide range of tourism destinations
in Victoria, including those ones that I mentioned in
Werribee and of course the ones that I have also thrown
in there in Sunbury. We could talk about the rest of the
state, but perhaps we could get to that another time —
the Great Ocean Road, Bendigo, Ballarat, Sovereign
Hill, a whole range of areas that were promoted by
Tourism Victoria. With the abolition of Tourism
Victoria, what role will the government have in the
promotion of tourism destinations within Victoria if this
legislation is passed?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I have indicated to the
member previously, Visit Victoria.
Mr FINN — Minister, you have previously told me
that Visit Victoria is in fact a private company and not a
government instrumentality, not in any way like
Tourism Victoria. So I ask again: what role will the
government play, if this legislation is passed, in the
promotion of tourism destinations in Victoria, given
that Visit Victoria, as you say, is a private company? I
am asking about the role that the government will play,
if any, in the promotion of Victorian tourism
destinations.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Minister, anything further?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Answered already.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Finn, I ask you to withdraw.
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Mr Finn — I withdraw, but very reluctantly.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, in response to a
question asked by Ms Crozier not too many moments
ago you indicated to the house that the consultation has
been far and wide and extended for over 12 months.
Minister, this bill was introduced into the Legislative
Assembly on 27 November 2017. Is your advice to the
house that consultation has extended before or since
27 November 2016?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I indicated earlier to the
member, consultation has gone on for some 12 months
by the minister and his department, his people. The fact
remains that when legislation is introduced to this
Parliament it is done on the back of significant amounts
of work, and consultation does not often begin just at
the time that you introduce legislation either into this
place or the other house. That is why I was confident to
be able to tell you that consultation has been ongoing
for 12 months with, as I indicated to Ms Crozier,
70 different stakeholders across a wide range of both
organisations and sectors within the industries.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister. I am
not quite sure if you were listening to the question. My
question was around October 2016 or November 2016.
Mr Dalidakis — You said 17.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Clearly, Minister, you are not
listening.
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Mr Dalidakis — On a point of order, Acting
President, I ask for the member to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Withdraw which bit?
Mr Dalidakis — The allegation that he made. While
the microphone was on he indicated and suggested that
I am drunk, and I ask him to withdraw.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I said no such thing.
Mr Dalidakis — You did so. You asked if I am on
the sauce. Withdraw, or I am calling in the President
right now.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I did not use the words ‘Are
you drunk?’ — I did not.
Mr Dalidakis — You did not. You said, ‘Are you
on the sauce?’.
Mr ONDARCHIE — If having sauce offends you,
I withdraw.
Mr Dalidakis — No, unconditionally.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Minister, I have not given you the right to speak
yet. Mr Ondarchie, can you repeat what you just said
about the withdrawal because I could not hear you.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I said, ‘If having sauce
offends you, I withdraw’.

Mr Dalidakis — You said 17.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I do not know if you have
been on the sauce at lunchtime.
Mr Dalidakis — Acting President, I ask that he
withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Ondarchie, before we get into debate, I think
you did say 2017. I heard that as well.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I said two things, Acting
Chair.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Maybe we can check Hansard if you want.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I said the bill was introduced
in November 2017. Did consultation take place, as the
minister said, 12 months earlier to October 2016? That
is what I asked. That is what I am asking and that is
what I am looking for a response to.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you for that, and if that is accepted then,
Mr Ondarchie, back to your question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you. Minister, you
said that you were going to take on notice the amount
of consultation and who you have been consulting with
as a result of this over 12 months of consultation.
Minister, maybe I could help you with some of that in
response to your answer, because I am certain the
government would not want to suspend proceedings on
this bill while we receive your advice. I am pretty sure
you would like to keep going. So, Minister —
The minister is not here, Acting President, so I cannot
really ask him. I have not asked a question so I do not
know what he is seeking advice on.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Continue with your question, and I think he should be
prepared to answer.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — I will wait for him to come
back. Given that the minister was at the advisers box, I
am just wondering if he wants to update us with any
information before I proceed with my next question.

Mr DALIDAKIS — ‘Hell’ — interesting use of
phrase.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Continue with your questioning, Mr Ondarchie.

Mr DALIDAKIS — We do not have hell in
Judaism.

Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, I am not sure if you
were listening when I was asking this next question. It
relates to the advice that you wanted to take on notice
and come back to us on at some point about who you
consulted with, but I may be able to help you with this.
Minister, as part of the ongoing consultation that you
said took over 12 months and was very wide and
intense, did you consult with 4-D International Pty Ltd,
the promoter?

Mr Finn — You might already be there, sitting over
there with all your crooked mates.

Mr DALIDAKIS — As I have indicated to a
number of members on the other side of the chamber,
regardless of what stakeholder names they wish to try
to pursue, we would need to speak with those
stakeholders given that that information is not publicly
available, and I would need to confer with both the
minister and with the stakeholders themselves to
establish that they are happy to have their details
released publicly. This is not something that I am able
to pursue at this point in time. I have said to Ms Crozier
that I will take that on notice. That is what I said I will
do, and that is what I will do.
Mr FINN — Following the minister’s response to
my previous question, I would like him now to
officially confirm that the Andrews government has
washed its hands of the promotion of tourism
destinations in Victoria.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I never said anything of the
like. Mr Finn has form in this chamber in lying before
this place. He has form in misrepresenting people and
misrepresenting statements. He has form in coming into
this chamber and telling people how ill he would be
working on Good Friday and then miraculously
reappearing. This is a man —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President, I
do not know what the hell this has got to do with the
legislation before the house.
Mr DALIDAKIS — ‘Hell’ — that’s where you’ll
be going.
Mr Finn — That’s where you’re going, son. That’s
where you’re going, let me tell you.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order!

Mr Finn — In fact you might already be there.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Finn! If we want to continue this debate, I
am happy to start ruling on these matters, but I think
both sides need to take some stock and start getting
back to the purpose of the bill and asking questions
instead of talking about personalities — and I say that
to both sides. Mr Finn, if you have got a point of order,
you had better stick to the point of order.
Mr Finn — He was answering my point of order, I
thought.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I was in the middle of
answering the question.
Mr Finn — I will have a point of order, because
Mr Dalidakis was using — and I thought you might
have picked this up, Acting President — some pretty
unparliamentary terms there. I bring that to your
attention. I know he will not stop, but it might bring it
to your attention so that you can keep an eye on it in
future.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
did say when I was on my feet that I expect everyone in
the chamber to stick to the terms of the bill and move
away from personal commentary and insults. Minister,
I ask you to respond to the question from Mr Finn.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, Acting President.
As I have indicated on more than one occasion, Visit
Victoria is now the entity responsible. Yes, it is a
company limited by guarantee, a private organisation
for want of a better term. The board members are
appointed by the government. The board then appoints
the executive team. The executive team or the chief
executive then appoint staff. We have not washed our
hands of it. It is a different vehicle. Did the Melbourne
Major Events Company wash its hands of attempting to
get events into Victoria because it was a private
company? Not at all. Does Federation Square wash its
hands of its responsibility of working in the public
good? No, not at all. So again I refer back to the fact
that I have said on numerous occasions that Visit
Victoria is responsible. Now, Mr Finn might like to try
and spin that any way he can. Mr Finn might like —
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Ms Crozier — You’re the guys who are spinning it.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will take up that interjection
from Ms Crozier, because there are three members of
the opposition sitting here, one who refuses to say
whether she participated in Damien Mantach’s
material —
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, Acting
President, this senior minister is seriously out of
control. What on earth has that got to do with this bill?
He is just pathetic, and I ask you to ask him to
withdraw those ridiculous comments. If he has got
nothing to do or nothing to say, get a minister in here
who can answer some questions.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Ms Crozier, you just asked me to rule on your point of
order, and I was about to ask the minister to withdraw.
Ms Crozier — And I still ask you to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Well, I ask you to withdraw your last comment, and I
ask both parties to stop making individual remarks and
insults. If those parties are not able to do it, I am happy
to call the President to start chucking people out. I ask
the minister to withdraw the comment in relation to
Ms Crozier, and I ask Ms Crozier also to withdraw her
last comment that included the word ‘fool’.
Ms Crozier — I am happy to withdraw my
comments around Mr Dalidakis being a fool.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Withdrawn.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you. Before we resume, I urge all members to
stick to the bill and ask questions relating to the bill and
move away from personality matters.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, apropos of your
earlier comments to Ms Crozier regarding the
consultation that allegedly took place by the
government with the industry, I ask: did the
government consult with Abstract Entertainment Pty
Ltd, a promoter?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I have already indicated that it
is not my purview to announce which companies were
consulted with on the basis that we would need to
undertake a range of actions including consultation with
them to confirm that they would be happy for their
names to be disclosed. This was not an open
consultation process where submissions were provided
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that we can easily look at on a website, so I am not in a
position to reveal those stakeholders or release that
information without their approval. I said to Ms Crozier
that we will take it on notice, and I will have that
discussion with the minister in the other place. I can do
no more than that at this stage.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, are you able to
confirm if the advisers have the list of the
70 organisations that you said have been consulted
with?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Asked and answered.
Mr ONDARCHIE — In fact it was not, Acting
President. I have not asked him for the list; I have just
asked: do the advisers have that list? Does it exist?
Mr DALIDAKIS — It has got nothing to do with
the legislation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Ondarchie. The minister is basically
saying he has answered the question. I cannot force him
to give you a particular answer.
Ms CROZIER — I am sorry to labour the point,
Minister, but I asked about the 70 stakeholders that you,
and I quote, had ‘exhaustive consultation’ with over a
12-month period. There are four advisers sitting over
there. You have said the minister has to disclose these
names. Could you explain why there is no list or there
is no breakdown of the various sectors that I have
previously asked for, which is what Mr Ondarchie is
also asking for —
Ms Symes interjected.
Ms CROZIER — No. Could Mr Dalidakis or his
government provide us with what we are asking for if
you did consult? You are making me doubt whether
you did actually consult with 70 stakeholders. Does the
list exist? If it is so obvious to everyone, why won’t you
provide it to us?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I understand that sadly for
Ms Crozier in the last term of Parliament she did not
get the opportunity to be a minister, but it is the
minister’s call, not the staff’s. Staff report to the
minister. Ms Crozier can reference the advisers in the
box, but under the Westminster system — some people
do not even acknowledge the Westminster system we
work in — the ministers are responsible and the staff
work for the minister. The minister is responsible of
course to the people, who make a decision at an
election. I have indicated to Ms Crozier and I have
indicated to her colleagues time and time again that we
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will take this on notice. There need to be a range of
actions undertaken prior to us being in a position to
provide the names that Ms Crozier is seeking. They can
continue to ask these questions. In good faith I have
said I will take it on notice and speak to the minister in
the other place. I can do no more than that, and if you
continue to ask these questions, I will continue from
now to say, ‘Asked and answered’.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is no surprise that when
this minister is responsible for a bill in this place they
get somebody else to do it. Minister, we have asked a
number of questions of you today, all of which you
have not been able to give full responses to or you have
taken on notice because you need to check — not with
the advisers, but with the minister himself — to try to
validate some of the things we have asked of you. So I
move:
That the Acting President report progress and seek leave to sit
again.

This is to allow the minister to explore at least the
questions we have asked already so we can get some
answers to try and pursue this legislation.
Mr FINN — I support the motion being put forward
by Mr Ondarchie. I think it is important that we are in a
position in this committee stage to get some answers.
At this point in time the minister does not appear to
have a grasp of the bill at all. He does not even seem to
understand, or at least he does not seem to be able to
explain, what the government’s role is in all this in the
tourism area.
The abolition of Tourism Victoria is a pretty giant step,
and I would have thought that it is incumbent upon the
minister in the chair to be able to explain to us what
exactly that means to the tourism industry in this state.
Unfortunately Minister Dalidakis has failed
monumentally to explain to the house and to the people
of Victoria exactly what this bill means for tourism in
this state.
Tourism in this state is a multibillion-dollar industry. It
employs tens of thousands, if not hundreds of
thousands, of people, but the minister seems to be
showing a flagrant disregard for the welfare of the
industry through his misunderstanding of what it is all
about.
I would have thought that the minister’s own portfolio
of small business and tourism really go hand in hand,
because the tourism industry is very much made up of
many, many small businesses across this state. It is very
disappointing to have a situation where the minister
clearly has no idea of what impact the bill will have or
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of the role that the government has in this and no
understanding of the impact of the legislation on so
many people across Victoria.
It is important as legislators that we are in position to
find out exactly what this bill means and exactly what
this bill will do to hundreds of thousands of people
across Victoria. Clearly in order for us to do that we
will need the minister to check his facts. Whether he
goes to speak to the minister or whether he has a confab
with the ministerial advisers or his own department — I
am not exactly sure what he will have to do to bring
himself up to speed — clearly he needs to do
something. We are just providing the opportunity for
him to do that. We are actually doing him a favour by
allowing him the time to check.
I am loath to say he has been making a fool of himself,
but some people might think that. I am really hopeful
that whilst we are reporting progress the minister will
take this opportunity to actually dig into the legislation
to find out what it means and to find out who and how
many it will impact over the length and breadth of
Victoria. I am very hopeful indeed that the minister will
take that opportunity, because we on this side of the
house do take our responsibilities in this regard very,
very seriously, particularly when it comes to small
business.
We on this side of the house are the party of small
business. Indeed many of us on this side of the house
have been involved in small business. I myself have
had my own small business and others have had their
own small businesses, and we are concerned about the
impact that this will have. I myself know, having had
involvement in the tourism industry going back some
25 years through a number of governments now, that I
am deeply concerned about what the abolition of
Tourism Victoria will mean to the role of governments
in the promotion of tourism and the promotion of
tourism destinations in this state. That is something that
is gnawing away at me, because I have to say that the
minister has been totally unable to explain what this
means. He has totally failed to allay any fears that
anybody might have that the government is stepping
back from the tourism industry after all these years.
During the Kennett years the tourism industry was
alive. It would now appear that the Andrews
government is stepping away from tourism in this state.
I want to give the minister the time to find out exactly
what he needs to find out.
Ms CROZIER — I will make some very brief
remarks in relation to this motion, and that is because it
has been rather frustrating. The minister has told the
committee that the government undertook an
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exhaustive consultation process that extended for over
12 months, yet nobody can tell us the nature of those
stakeholders — not one; he cannot name one. I find that
extraordinary. We in this state pride ourselves on major
events. As I described in my second-reading
contribution, we have the legacy of the late Ron Walker
and all of the efforts that he made whilst he was in
various positions bringing so many major events to this
city and this state. I think it is imperative that we
understand exactly who these stakeholders are. If we
need to have that — if the minister can go and get it
from the minister’s office — surely he would have that
list. Surely it is evident who the government has been
speaking with. If they have not been speaking with the
70 or so stakeholders, then we need to understand what
on earth is going on. I think it is a very basic
requirement, a very basic undertaking, and I do not see
why the minister has been avoiding the issue in terms
of not even being able to name one stakeholder if it was
such an exhaustive consultation that he outlined to the
committee.
Ms LOVELL — I rise to support the motion that
we report progress on this particular bill in the
committee stage and that we come back later.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms LOVELL — The minister at the table, who was
the minister responsible for the bill that he walked out
on, is very, very, very sensitive about the fact that he
lost a bill on Good Friday because he left the chamber,
he got on a plane and he went overseas. He must have
been extremely pleased with the calls that he was
getting from Peter Marshall! But he is distracting from
the very, very important issue of tourism in regional
Victoria. Tourism is vitally important to many of my
regional communities.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Ms LOVELL — These are all small businesses, and
you are the small business minister. In country Victoria
tourism is about small business. It is about the
entrepreneurs of country Victoria who employ people
and run businesses in country Victoria. It is vitally
important to us to know who is going to be running
tourism into the future, particularly when this
government — as did former Labor governments —
closes down industry in country Victoria. They lock up
forests and make them national parks and close down
industries, and then they say, ‘Everything’s going to be
replaced by tourism’.
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Minister for Small Business gets himself briefed on this
bill, that we report progress now so he can get himself
thoroughly briefed on this bill and that we come back
when he can answer our questions. The minister needs
to realise that the committee stage of a bill is read in
conjunction with the bill and the second-reading speech
if there are any legal proceedings that arise out of any
legislation in this state, so it is vitally important that he
is thoroughly briefed to give the correct answers in this
committee stage. At the moment he is just not giving
any answers. It is disrespectful to the tourism industry
and it is disrespectful to those small business owners of
the tourism businesses in country Victoria. If this
minister cannot get himself thoroughly briefed and
return to the chamber after we have reported progress,
then I suggest that the government bring in a minister
who has been briefed and who can answer the questions
that the opposition has to ask.
Mr DALIDAKIS — The last time we in this
chamber had to talk to a motion to report progress was
on the morning of Good Friday, when Mr Ondarchie
sat in the seat he is sitting in right now with his hands
clasped in a prayer to the heavens above. The book of
Matthew, chapter 6, verse 5, says:
And when you pray, do not be like the hypocrites …

That is a verse that the member should know —
Matthew, chapter 6, verse 5:
And when you pray, do not be like the hypocrites …

Unfortunately it is inconvenient for Mr Ondarchie that
the last time we were in this place reporting progress
we were reporting progress to provide pairs that were
requested not by one but by two individuals because
their faith prevented them from being in this chamber.
So what did we do? Those pairs were asked for by their
whip, and that is what we did. We agreed to their pairs.
We did not ask for pairs.
Do you know what they are doing now? They are
playing with the lives of people that work in the tourism
industry. That is what these people are doing. They are
wanting to report progress. They are wanting to stymie
the passage of this legislation. They are putting
falsehoods into Hansard, and Hansard is my witness
because God is my witness, and he cannot be
Mr Ondarchie’s witness because God was here on that
night of Good Friday when Mr Ondarchie clasped his
hands together and prayed to the heavens. As Matthew,
chapter 6, verse 5, says:
And when you pray, do not be like the hypocrites …

Well, our communities need to know who is going to
be driving that tourism, so I would suggest that the

And then Mr Finn got up, and what did Mr Finn do?
Mr Finn got up and said, ‘I’m sick. I cannot be here. I

MAJOR EVENTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (TICKET SCALPING AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL 2017
1672

COUNCIL

cannot be here on Good Friday. I feel physically ill’.
That is what Mr Finn said. And then what did he do
after he asked for the pair? He snuck back into the
chamber. He crept back into the chamber. He skulked
back into the chamber to renege on what he had asked
for because he felt sick about it. That is what happened.
And now where are we at? They asked for a list of the
stakeholders. And what did I do? I said I would take it
on notice. I said I needed to speak to the minister in the
other place because I am only representing his portfolio
in this place, as we understand. I said I would take that
on notice, and I also said that we had 70 stakeholders
that we would need to speak to and ascertain whether
they were okay with their representations being made
public. I cannot say that, nor can anyone in this place,
but I said I would take that on notice and I would speak
to the minister and undertake that work. That is exactly
what I said I would do, so when they stand up and
pontificate —
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — Ms Lovell was not even here
for that. She was not even here to hear me say that I
would take it on notice and answer those questions.
When Mr Finn asked who was responsible for
marketing, I said Visit Victoria will be responsible for
marketing across regional Victoria. I also volunteered
that information.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I can’t hear you, Mr Finn. I
think you’re too busy in the confessional. I think you’ve
been in the confessional for too long. You have been in
the confessional because, as Matthew, chapter 6,
verse 5, says:
And when you pray, do not be like the hypocrites …

This is very inconvenient for you — a man that stood
there and said that you were physically ill to be in this
place. You asked for the pair — no-one else,
Mr Finn — and now you are wanting to stop the
progress of this legislation. You are wanting to stop the
people working in the tourism industry across Victoria.
You are attempting to shut businesses, you are
attempting to close down small businesses, you are
attempting to railroad the tourism industry as we know
it and you are attempting to close down our major
events calendar. You are attempting to do all of that by
playing politics and games. Just like you did on the
morning of Good Friday, you are doing it today, except
today is not Good Friday. It is now just a normal
Tuesday, and you have shown yourself to be in the light
of the devil. That is what you have done. You continue
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to use your faith and abuse it. You come into this
chamber and you double down. You do not apologise;
you say you would do it again.
A man of religion, a man of honour and a man who
chooses to enact his faith in order to leave this place
comes back into this chamber, and what does he do? He
now attempts to shut down the tourism industry. They
want to put businesses out of practice. They want to
stop our major events calendar from proceeding
because they do not like progress. They do not like
legislation passing. They continue to be obstructionist.
But on this particular occasion it is not just their own
faith that they are putting at the behest of others; it is
now people’s livelihoods instead.
Mr ONDARCHIE — What is clear is that anger is
deferred guilt, isn’t it? There is no doubt about that. The
other thing that is clear is that some people are just
promoted beyond their capability, aren’t they? There is
no doubt about that. I find it interesting that the minister
is quoting from the New Testament — the New
International Version of the New Testament, by the
way. He was talking about the breaking of conventions.
Well, let me tell you, Minister, that the convention that
was broken in this place was this Parliament sitting on
Good Friday. Let us make no mistake about that. For all
your feigned objections, you are the same person who
sent me a text message on Maundy Thursday, saying, ‘I
agree. We shouldn’t sit on Good Friday’. You are the
same person.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Absolutely, he did. What is
clear is that he talks about Matthew, chapter 6, and it
talks about standing on street corners. I get that. That is
akin to standing on the steps of Sydney Town Hall and
saying you are bringing a convention to Victoria that
never happened. It is exactly the same thing.
What is clear here is that this committee has asked the
minister a series of questions. To be fair to his lack of
capability, he said he has to check with the minister. In
response to a number of them he said, ‘It’s not us; it’s a
federal matter’. When Ms Crozier asked about the
70 stakeholders being consulted with — he could not
name all 70, to be fair — he could not name one single
person that has been consulted with. We have given this
minister ample opportunities in this early stage of the
committee process to answer some questions, and he
has failed to do so. To be fair to him, the right thing is
to let him go away, be briefed on this and fully
understand the bill that he should be representing in this
place, and we will come back and do it when he is
ready.
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Committee divided on motion:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms

Morris, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms

Noes, 24
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Mulino, Mr

Patten, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
Young, Mr

Motion negatived.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, why does the bill
not include business events as major events?
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I can say to the member
is that this legislation does not actually preclude
business events from being included at a point in time
when declared by the minister. With business events
becoming bigger and bigger and tickets to conferences
obviously being sought after — whether it be a
conference in the traditional sense or, for example,
speakers speaking at venues, such as Etihad Stadium,
the MCG or otherwise — they could be declared by the
minister at a later point in time.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister, for
clearing that up. So business events could be considered
as major events. Would StartCon in Melbourne be a
major event?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Whilst the member is
attempting to be provocative, let me say that should
StartCon come back to Melbourne and agree to 50-50
parity gender equity — which it was not prepared to
do — and if it does come back to Victoria and is so big
that people are able to sell a ticket for thousands of
dollars more than what they initially paid, then
obviously we would look at that issue at that point in
time. But nonetheless, despite Mr Ondarchie’s attempt
to troll, despite the attempt by Mr Ondarchie to act in
bad faith with this question, I will continue to answer
the questions as best as I can, as I have just indicated.
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Mr ONDARCHIE — Thanks, Minister. If anybody
acted in bad faith, it was you standing on the steps of
the Sydney Town Hall indicating that you were going
to bring StartCon to Melbourne — into that lovely
Melbourne suburb of Randwick, where it was actually
held. If you want to talk about bad faith, we see that
continually from you.
Minister, ambush marketing has become a growing
trend. The existing act protects sporting events but not
other major events. Why does this bill not address
ambush marketing?
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I would say to the
member is that ambush marketing does not have any
application to ticket scalping. As the member would be
aware, ambush marketing is about attempting to rain on
the parade of the sponsors or the people that have put
on an event by attempting to take people’s view of or
adherence to that event away from exactly what is
going on. An example would be an event that is
sponsored by XYZ Pty Ltd and ABC Pty Ltd would
attempt to pay people that attend that event to wear
T-shirts that had their logo on them, a logo that would
be contrary to the event’s major sponsor. That could be
one example of ambush marketing. But as per the
application of this legislation, ambush marketing is not
the same or equated to ticket scalping.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister. The
AFL have indicated that when there is a major game at
the MCG, such as one involving the Richmond
Football Club, they may close the Yarra Park car park
for what they call security reasons. So if the AFL
thought that a huge crowd was going to arrive at the
MCG and they then closed the Yarra Park car park for
security reasons, would that trigger the minister then
declaring that a major event?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Whilst I can understand the
member’s question, it has no application to the
legislation as it is before us in relation to ticket scalping.
Mr FINN — Minister, I am still grappling with the
role of Visit Victoria in connection with the promotion
of Victorian tourism destinations within Australia and
around the world. Who funds Visit Victoria for the sort
of promotion that Tourism Victoria used to conduct?
Mr DALIDAKIS — The answer to the member’s
question is: the government.
Mr FINN — So the government funds Visit
Victoria in a similar way that it used to fund Tourism
Victoria, even though Visit Victoria is a private
company. Does the government propose to invest in or
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fund any other private companies in the manner that it
is funding Visit Victoria?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I do not see the relevance to
the legislation as it is before us.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, recently Ed
Sheeran toured Australia. He is a wonderful artist, a
fantastic artist. If you have not heard the lyrics to his
song Supermarket Flowers, you should check it out. Ed
Sheeran actually approached the House of Lords in the
UK to campaign for anti-scalping laws. Minister, I ask:
did the promoter promoting Ed Sheeran in Australia
speak to the government about anti-scalping laws?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I have been asked and I have
answered this question.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I said that I have been asked
this question and I have answered it. I have been very
clear that I will not disclose the names of stakeholders
that may or may not have been in discussions with the
government, because that stakeholder consultation was
undertaken without an understanding that the
consultation would be made public at this point in time.
I have said to your colleague, Ms Crozier, that I will
take this on notice and speak to the minister concerned.
There will need to be a number of steps undertaken,
including understanding from the stakeholders about
whether they are happy for their names and details to be
made available to Ms Crozier. I am not in a position to
answer that, so the question that you have asked about
whether I have undertaken or whether the government
has undertaken consultation with this particular
promoter is another way of attempting to try to
ascertain information that I have already said I will
need to go to the minister and seek guidance from him
as to the viability of providing that information to
Ms Crozier.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, nowhere in my
question, aside from mentioning the wonderful artist,
Ed Sheeran, did I mention the name of the promoter. It
was just a simple question: did the promoter who
promoted Ed Sheeran’s tour of Australia consult with
the government or talk to the government about
anti-scalping? It is a yes or no answer. I did not ask you
to name them, it was just a simple yes or no answer. So
Minister, I ask you: without naming the promoter,
because you perhaps do not know who it was, did the
promoter for Ed Sheeran talk to the government about
anti-scalping laws?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will take it on notice.
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Mr FINN — Minister, in my second-reading
contribution to this bill I raised the issue of what I
described as legal scalping, where the AFL, for
example, would get finals tickets, put them in a package
with a lunch or something and charge $3000 or $4000
each for them. I pointed out at the time that I did not see
any moral difference between what the AFL was doing
in that particular instance and what somebody in the car
park at the MCG would be doing by approaching
somebody and attempting to scalp a ticket. Does the
government see it as a possibility that it could step in
and move against, for example, the AFL in the
particular instance that I have referred to?
Mr DALIDAKIS — In response what I can say,
which has been made clear with previous speakers, is
that under the legislation the AFL must submit a
proposed ticketing scheme to the Minister for Tourism
and Major Events which details the allocation of
tickets, including how many tickets are allocated to
clubs, Melbourne Cricket Club (MCC) members, AFL
members, contractual obligations and of course then the
general public. This bill will not have an impact on
ticket allocation for fans for the grand final; indeed that
allocation is at the behest of the AFL. So in relation to
whatever Mr Finn would like to call it, it is not scalping
in the definition of scalping we are referring to, because
they are tickets which are sold in accordance with the
AFL’s rules and their own ticketing scheme.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, in relation to the
questions that have been asked by Ms Crozier, Mr Finn
and me — those that you have taken on notice — in
order to progress this bill, ensuring that we allow time
of course for the Greens amendments, when will you
envisage getting back to us with the advice we seek in
order for us to progress this bill?
Mr DALIDAKIS — That would depend on the
depth and amount of time undertaken in terms of, as I
said, consultation with those stakeholders and
agreement with those stakeholders that their details
would be released and made available to the opposition
members who have requested that information. Clearly
that is a rather involved process. I have in relation to
previous legislation for ministers that I have represented
in this place undertaken in good faith to take questions
on notice for those ministers as well prior to the
legislation being passed. I have done so, and that
information has been provided. I intend to acquit my
offer of taking on notice Ms Crozier’s question from
earlier on.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, thank you. I note
that you have agreed to take this on notice and acquit
your responsibilities by providing us with that
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information before the bill is passed. Minister, I then
ask you —
Mr Dalidakis — No, that is not what I said.
Mr ONDARCHIE — No, you said you will
provide the information, as you have done in the past,
before the bill is progressed.
Mr Dalidakis — No, that is not what I said.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Well, you might need to
clarify, because that is surely what it sounded like to us.
Mr Dalidakis — No, that is not what I said.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, could you then
reframe, readdress, reshape —
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consultation has been undertaken with. I am not in a
position to be able to provide that information without
advice from the minister concerned, and without the
minister concerned being able to speak to those
stakeholders to find out from them whether they are
happy for that information to be made public. Now if
there had been public submissions, it would be as easy
as looking at the website where those submissions are
contained, but we are not in a position to do that. So I
say again: I will take it on notice and, as I have done for
Mr O’Donohue on previous bits of legislation, I will do
that.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, will we have this
information provided to this house of review prior to
this bill being put through?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Ask the next one.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Can I just remind members that we are not
debating who said what. Minister, if you wish to clarify,
please do.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I will repeat myself. What I
said to the member is what I have done with ministers’
previous ministers’ bills that I have taken through this
place, and where I have taken questions on notice,
sometimes those questions have been responded to after
the legislation has passed. Now on this particular
occasion the question that Ms Crozier put to me will
take a substantial piece of time to undertake. It is not
going to be able to done straightaway, but it has no
impact on the legislation before us. Asking which
stakeholders were consulted does not impact upon the
legislation as it occurs, as it is printed, as it is prepared
to go through the committee. Again, I have taken that
on notice, but there is a process that will need to be
followed. I cannot speed that process up any more than
requesting that the minister speak with all of the
stakeholders concerned and seek their response as to
whether or not their details can be made available. I am
not in a position, beyond what I have said, to commit to
anything beyond that.
Ms CROZIER — Minister, I am going to ask a
question in relation to the response you have given.
You have said there was extensive consultation — and
I apologise again for labouring this point — with
70 stakeholders. You have just said to the committee
that the minister will have to go back and ask them
whether their details can be provided to the committee.
I am just clarifying that. Is that what you said?
Mr DALIDAKIS — What I have said, Ms Crozier,
is that the request for names, as you would expect,
needs to be conferred with the people that the

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
think the question was answered earlier.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Not really.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Ondarchie, I recall the minister said that the answer
to that question might take a bit of time and is not
related to the bill. You may not like the answer, but I
believe he answered it.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Fair enough.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — Do
you have any further questions?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Yes, I have. It is certainly not
the fault of the committee that the minister comes here
ill prepared. Minister, the bill does not mention time
frames for a declaration. It says the minister must
declare an event before tickets are printed, but it does
not say anything about the minister having to act in
advance of a series of events going on sale. Could you
outline what the time frame is for a declaration?
Mr DALIDAKIS — The time line will depend
upon when the event is taking place and when the
request is made about making the event protected, so
they are time lines that are completely dependent upon
other people for whatever example Mr Ondarchie may
like to consider. It would have to be in place in a timely
way and, again, undertaken by the promoter or by the
owner of the content, and by them being able to move
forward with that application or that request to the
minister.
Mr ONDARCHIE — The minister said, ‘That will
depend on when the events are taking place’. Wow, that
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is pretty amazing. Minister, let me give you an example
to try and help you through this process, and we are
happy for you take the time to seek advice on this from
the advisers box. For example, if concerts 1, 2 and 3
sell out quickly, the minister may declare other concerts
in that series a major event, meaning all future tickets
are protected by this law but the tickets for the first
three are not. So what do you expect then, if I could put
it this way, the gestation period is between the request
and the minister finally making a decision?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Of course again it depends
upon when a major event ticketing declaration has been
made. In this scenario obviously it will be up to event
organisers to request that a major event be declared and
then for the minister to make that declaration. Then at
that point, obviously once the major event ticketing
declaration has been made, the venue organisers will be
required to ensure that the ticket price is displayed on
the face of the ticket itself. Again, it is that simple; it is
not a complicated process.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Curiously the minister
answered a question that was not the one that I asked,
but nonetheless we will come back to it. What is of
interest I suspect to the alleged 70 industry stakeholders
you have consulted with, not one of which you are able
to name, would be how long it is going to take between
them seeking that an event be declared a major event
and the minister signing off on it. That is what I am
seeking to gain from you today. How long will it take?
Mr DALIDAKIS — That will be an issue and a
matter for the minister. The minister would need to
receive the application and then deal with the
application — there is no desire to delay an
application — and the application will need to be dealt
with in a timely way. In the example that Mr Ondarchie
used previously, if a number of the concerts have
already sold out and then the promoter wishes to have a
fourth or final concert declared, obviously the time lines
for that are much quicker. If it is an event that is coming
to Melbourne that is eight months away, obviously it is
a slightly different process, but it depends on when
tickets are then being sold.
I am not trying to be obstructionist with Mr Ondarchie
and this question. What I am trying to indicate is that
the minister will have to respond in a timely way and
that will depend upon the event, when the event is
being held and when tickets are being sold for that
event as well.
Mr ONDARCHIE — We will have to step this
through, sadly. Minister, as part of the business plan or
the business model around these events the element of a
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minister making a declaration on this and the time
frame associated with that are critical to the business
case and the business plan associated with these major
events. So those 70 stakeholders that you have
allegedly consulted with — not you yourself,
admittedly, but the minister and their staff — will be
interested to know, when they ask for this to occur, how
long it is going to take. Are we talking weeks, months,
days or hours? How long is it going to take? They are
going to have to rely on your information to construct
their model around this.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Minister?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Asked and answered.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I would like the chamber to
note that the minister has not answered the question and
has just said it will be in a timely manner and it will be
up to the minister. My advice to the 70 stakeholders
that have allegedly been consulted with, none of which
can be named, is that they had better be very careful
about this, because the government are all over the
place on this. If they are expecting to plan their events
around the potential for major event ticketing, the
government have said today that they will get to it
when they get to it and that it could take a little while
but it will be in a timely manner — whatever that
means. When it comes to timely things, in this state
things take a long, long time. Here we are in an election
year, and the government are just announcing important
things for Victoria after three and a half years. They
might call that timely; we do not call it timely. I want
the industry to note and the Victorian public to be
aware that the minister’s response is that the minister
will get to it when the minister —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! Mr Ondarchie, is there a question?
Mr ONDARCHIE — There does not have to be a
question in the committee stage.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — No,
there does. It is not an opportunity for long speeches. If
you have got a question, please put it. Otherwise I will
move to the next speaker.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Acting President, I put it to
you that the committee stage also allows for statements,
and you can check the standing orders on that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Well, I put it to you, Mr Ondarchie, that we have been
talking about this subject for the last hour. If you do not
have any further questions, to assist the committee I
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urge you to move on to another subject or any other
questions you might have. There has been a fair bit of
repetition in the last hour on the same subject, and we
are just going in a circle.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On a point of order, Acting
President, are you instructing me that the committee
stage does not allow a member to make a statement? Is
that your instruction?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
am not instructing you to not make a statement. I am
basically instructing you to stop repeating the same
issues again and again. That is what I am instructing
you to do.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Okay. I will continue with
my statement then, if that is okay with you, Acting
President.
What is important in this piece of legislation, apart from
the protection for consumers, is to make sure that
industry have a full understanding of what is going to
come before them. Right now, after what you, Acting
President, said is about an hour of talking about this, we
have not had a definitive response from the minister on
a range of things. It is alleged that the minister who the
minister is representing has consulted with over
70 stakeholders over a 12-month period. We cannot get
confirmation on either of those things. So it is
appropriate at this time, given that we cannot get any
answers on this, that I move:

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 6, line 18, omit “182C” and insert “153”.

2.

Clause 6, after line 18 insert—
“major ticketing event means—
(a) a ticketed event to which a major event
ticketing declaration applies; and
(b) if an event referred to in paragraph (a) is
to be replayed or rescheduled for any
reason, includes the replaying of the
event or the rescheduled event;”.

3.

Clause 6, page 4, line 1, omit “9A” and insert “9”.

4.

Clause 6, page 4, line 10, omit “2A” and insert “2”.

5.

Clause 6, page 4, lines 11 to 15, omit all words and
expressions on those lines and insert—
‘(2) In section 3(1) of the Principal Act—
(a) in the definition of sports event omit “,
in Part 9,”;
(b) in the definitions of ticket scheme and
ticket scheme proposal, for “sports
ticketing event or a sports event”
substitute “major ticketing event or a
ticketed event”.’.

6.

Clause 6, page 4, after line 15 insert—
“( ) In section 3(1) of the Principal Act, the
definitions of sports event organiser, sports
ticketing event and sports ticketing event
declaration are repealed.”.

That the Acting President report progress and seek leave to sit
again.

That would give the minister representing the other
minister an appropriate amount of time to go and check
his details.
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7.

Clause 6, page 4, line 16, omit “(3) After” and insert “(4)
For”.

8.

Clause 6, page 4, line 16, omit “insert” and insert
“substitute”.

9.

Clause 6, page 4, line 17, omit “2A” and insert “2”.

Motion negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — I
call on Ms Springle to move her amendments 1 to 9,
which are consequential amendments resulting from the
substantial proposition to provide for major ticketing
events including sports events. These will test
Ms Springle’s remaining amendments, on my
understanding.

These amendments are consequential to the amendment
I will move on clause 7. This set of amendments
changes the definitions and does the consequential
renumbering that would be the result of the next
amendment. Essentially we are looking at broadening
the definition of ‘major event ticketing declaration’. It
is, again, to improve the transparency and
accountability of the anti-scalping measures that are
contained in this bill. We would like to strengthen fair
access for the public to tickets for consumers by
increasing the transparency requirements for event
organisers to detail where their tickets are going and
how they are ensuring fair access to tickets. Essentially
the substantive amendment will change the name of the
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major sporting event declaration to major event
ticketing declaration so it can be used for a range of
broader purposes.
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank Ms Springle for her
contribution. I acknowledge the good faith that the
Greens have undertaken with the amendments they
have put forward. The government is not in a position
to support those amendments. Whilst we, again in good
faith, acknowledge what Ms Springle and the Greens
are attempting to do, we believe that this will create
substantial red tape and stymie the ability for events to
operate in a timely fashion. That is why the government
will not be supporting the amendments.
Mr ONDARCHIE — We acknowledge the work
of Ms Springle and the Victorian Greens on
amendments 1 to 9 to clause 6, but the opposition will
not be supporting them.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 5
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Ratnam, Dr

Springle, Ms (Teller)
Truong, Ms

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms (Teller)
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr
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Ms PULFORD — The purpose of the legislation is
really around the exclusivity of major events rather than
the crowd size. So we would have events in this
sporting mad place that is Melbourne that would draw
very, very large crowds that nobody would define as a
major event necessarily, but other events — for
example, the Harry Potter show that we are all, I am
sure, very keen to see when it comes; I am certainly
very excited about that — would occur in a theatre,
which by its very nature would not be a venue that
would fit multiple tens of thousands of people. So there
are criteria in the legislation about what would
constitute a major event, and it would be a decision
either for the minister or for the event promoter to seek
that status to be applied to their event. So size is not the
only criteria I guess is the short answer to your
question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, I want to talk about
scalped tickets. In the bill it says about ticket seizing
procedures that, if the authorised ticketing officer or a
police officer believes on reasonable grounds that it is
impractical to do so, then they would not seize the
tickets. When would it be impractical for them to seize
tickets?
Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member for his
question. The application of that clause is and has been
written about the safety of the people concerned that are
looking at the tickets. So if there is a physical threat to
those people as a result, then obviously the advice to
people is not to engage and not to put themselves in
harm’s way.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Is that for the police as well?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes. Obviously it is an
assessment by the appropriate person at the time.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, if a purchaser of
scalped tickets refuses to provide their details, seeing
they have not committed a crime, how and when would
their tickets be returned?

Amendments negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 7 to 15 agreed to.
Clause 16
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, in the minister’s
second-reading speech in the other place he said he was
going to consider the size of the event, but the bill does
not necessarily agree. If I look at new
section 182C(2)(c), shouldn’t crowd size be a
consideration as to whether the event is major? Fifty
thousand at Etihad Stadium is a big crowd but a failure
at the MCG.

Mr DALIDAKIS — I thank the member for his
question. In relation to the question that he posed there
are in fact a number of different types of responses. The
first one of course is that, should the person have
purchased a ticket illegally under the act and it be
forfeited, then obviously that is a very clear case to deal
with. Should a purchaser surrender a ticket, the police
officer or the authorised ticketing officer may actually
arrange for a photograph or other image or recording of
the ticket to be made, which then allows that person to
still attend the event, and then that person could be
prosecuted at a later date.
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But it is important to note that, whilst there are people
that will be the recipients of scalped tickets, what this
legislation is attempting to do is to work through the
scalpers themselves to be able to find the people that
are undertaking the transactions at their source. Yes,
some people will be caught up in that — it is absolutely
clear that that will be the case — but nonetheless it is
the attempt of this legislation to get the people at the
source, and they are the people that are the focus of
course of the legislation.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Thank you, Minister. Given
this legislation as you point out is designed to get to the
source of those who are the scalpers, is there any
compulsion on the purchaser of scalped tickets to
provide their personal details?
Mr DALIDAKIS — Yes, the legislation does make
it clear that the police officer or the authorised ticketing
officer may indeed ask for the purchaser’s name and
address.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Minister, we have consulted
widely with industry, and one of the major concerns
they have advised us about is the amount of scalping
that occurs on Viagogo, an offshore website and a
major problem to the sector. What does this bill do to
prevent scalping by this offshore web presence?
Mr DALIDAKIS — As I have indicated to either
this member or previous members, the minister has
written to Minister Ciobo federally to ask that the
federal government look to enacting legislation or a
course of action that deals with this nationally. Of
course the internet is a carriage under the
Telecommunications Act 1997, so anything that the
government does is required to be done federally
because it falls under their purview.
Clause agreed to; clauses 17 to 28 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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LONG SERVICE LEAVE BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 8 March; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(17:45) — I rise to speak today on the Long Service
Leave Bill 2017. It is almost unbelievable that we are
almost halfway through 2018 and we are debating a
2017 bill. Notwithstanding that, when you look at the
orders of the day in the journal that is provided each
morning, we still have got to deal with the budget
papers and the Appropriation (2017–2018) Bill 2018. It
is no surprise that the government are that far behind in
their agenda that we are dealing with a 2017 bill some
way through 2018.
The purpose of the bill is to repeal the current Long
Service Leave Act 1992 and replace it with a new act
and make various changes to current entitlements and
operational provisions.
Let me outline the main provisions of this bill. The bill
makes a range of changes to the current long service
leave regime, including counting all paid parental leave
as service for the calculation of an employee’s long
service leave entitlements, counting up to 12 months of
unpaid parental leave as service, providing that any
agreed period of unpaid parental leave greater than
12 months will not break continuity in service, allowing
employees to apply for long service leave after seven
years of service rather than 10 years and allowing
employees to use long service leave to take a minimum
of one day at a time rather than as a limited number of
blocks, and it also includes basing the average hours of
service on which long service leave is calculated on the
largest of the hours worked over the past 12 months, the
past five years or the entire period of the employee’s
continuous employment.
The bill also makes changes to the regime which
empowers departmental officers to require the
production of documents and materials in investigating
complaints. It increases the penalties for
non-compliance and converts civil penalties to criminal
penalties. It also broadens the transmission-of-business
provisions for the transfer of long service leave
liabilities.
There are some concerns about this 2017 bill. There is a
change to the way in which average hours of service is
calculated. It will for the first time require employers to
use records of hours worked dating back over the entire
period of an employee’s employment. Previously, only
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records of hours worked over the most recent five years
of employment have been needed for relevant
calculations.
The Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry
(VCCI) have opposed the retroactive operation of this
change, including in their media release of 18 August
of last year, because they believe that at present
employers will not necessarily have records of hours
worked dating back more than seven years. The
Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) also opposes this
provision due to its retrospectivity and complexity.
Others dispute the retroactivity on the basis that at least
some records of an employee’s entire period of
employment already need to be kept.
The Victorian Farmers Federation have also raised
concerns about the provision for an employee to take
long service leave in advance of seven years service,
but this is discretionary for the employer. They are
concerned about the high penalties if an accrued long
service leave entitlement is not paid out to an employee
on the exact day the employer ceases employment, but
similar high penalties are in the existing act. The
Victorian Farmers Federation want a shorter period
than 104 weeks of other leave before continuous
employment is broken for casual workers. However,
the granting of leave longer than 12 months is usually
discretionary for the employer.
However, apart from parental leave, most such leave is
discretionary for employers. The VFF opposes the
requirement that an employer must have a reasonable
business ground to refuse a long service leave request
from an employee; however, an employer still has the
power to direct an employee to take long service leave
on giving 12 weeks notice — so three months notice
and you need to take some long service leave. The
Victorian Farmers Federation also opposes the
increased penalties in the bill.
It is the view of the Liberal-Nationals that the bill is
defective both in concept and in implementation. It
undermines the longstanding principle that long service
leave is in recognition of and reward for long service
with one employer. There has been inadequate research
or data to establish the benefits or costs of this proposed
scheme. The majority of the parliamentary committee,
on whose report the government claims the scheme is
based, did not in fact support its introduction. This
scheme will be expensive for employers both in direct
costs and in the costs associated with administering the
requirements of the act. The proposed 1.5 per cent
scheme levy is far higher than the current cost of long
service leave to employers and far higher than the likely
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level of long service leave benefits that we pay to those
employees who qualify.
Ms Symes — On a point of order, Acting President,
with respect, Mr Ondarchie seems to be referring to
portability of long service leave, which is not this bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I have not spoken about
portability at all. I have not mentioned the word
portability.
Ms Symes — No, you seem to be alluding to issues
related to it.
Mr ONDARCHIE — On the point of order, Acting
President, I am speaking to the Long Service Leave Bill
2017. I know that we have not even second read the
long service leave portability bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — We
are all on the same page here.
Mr ONDARCHIE — To be fair, I was preparing
for the portability bill before I got to here today. There
are numerous anomalies and unanswered questions
about how the scheme will apply to employees who
move between covered and uncovered roles with their
employers or employer. The scheme’s coverage within
the community services sector is complex and creates
potential for double charging, double dipping and
penalties for non-compliance. There exist some
uncertainties —
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I am talking about this exact
bill. Don’t you get ahead of yourself here. There are
some uncertainties for scheme coverage, risk of scope
creep and cost of coverage disputes that currently occur
within the building industry scheme, CoINVEST. We
are on the same page here, Ms Symes. The scheme will
hurt disability service providers that are all struggling
with the national disability insurance scheme
implementation. The sector opposes being covered and
fears many providers will be forced to close.
Ms Symes — That is all about portability.
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is a wideranging debate.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Members, Mr Ondarchie has the call.
Mr ONDARCHIE — If I can continue, people
should not get too excited by this. We have consulted
widely, and let me share with you some thoughts of the
Victorian Chamber of Commerce and Industry on
31 August 2017, well before the portability one was
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even considered. This government has been talking
about a lot of things for a long time. This bill, says the
VCCI, will disadvantage employers and create
significant administrative burdens for businesses. There
are some things that they are concerned about. It stated:
The Victorian chamber is calling for Parliament to amend
parts of this bill because the changes will result in increased
costs and additional obligations for employers.

If this legislation is passed, there will be extra costs for
employers. There will be increased penalties. There will
be some new record-keeping obligations that they have
not had to face before.
Long service leave was invented in the mid-19th
century to allow citizens to sail to and from England
every decade — a journey that could take up to four
months. This is clearly not a problem with today’s
workers. Whilst it is a reasonable position to bring long
service leave legislation up to date and make it easier to
administer, these efforts to modernise long service
leave should not be used as an excuse to increase
benefits to employees without considering that
employers will bear the costs.
There are many clauses of concern.
Ms Symes — Which ones?
Mr ONDARCHIE — I will get to them,
Ms Symes. Some patience would be a good thing.
There are many clauses that are of concern, and the
Victorian Farmers Federation in response to our
inquiries talked about the Long Service Leave Bill 2017
and the efforts to repeal and replace the current Long
Service Leave Act 1992 and make a range of changes.
They are concerned about counting all paid parental
leave as service for the calculation of employees’ long
service leave entitlements.
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — This is the Victorian Farmers
Federation. They are concerned about counting up to
12 months of unpaid parental leave as service. They are
concerned about providing that any agreed period of
unpaid parental leave greater than 12 months will not
break continuity of service. They are concerned that
allowing employees to apply for long service leave
after seven years rather than 10 years is an issue. They
are concerned about allowing employees with long
service leave to take leave at a minimum of one day at a
time rather than in a limited number of blocks. I kind of
understand why the Victorian Farmers Federation,
whose members traditionally operate seasonal
businesses, are concerned about this. Maybe there are
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valid reasons why long service leave is taken, if I could
put it colloquially, Acting President, during the
off-season when they are not in production rather than
just one day at a time. I understand their position on
that.
They are concerned about basing the hours of service
on which long service leave is calculated on the larger
of the hours worked over the past 12 months, the past
five years or the entire period of the employee’s
continuous service employment. They are concerned
about empowering departmental officers to require the
production of documents and materials in investigating
complaints. Particularly the Victorian Farmers
Federation, in telling us about the things that they are
worried about — let me go to Ms Symes’s question
about which clauses they are worried about — said they
are worried about clause 8. They do not support taking
leave in advance before the employee has completed
seven years of service. They are concerned about
clause 9: what happens if employment ends before
leave is taken? The penalty surrounding this clause is
very high and is calculated on a daily basis, and most of
our VFF members are located in country areas where
they have to rely on the internet to make payments.
Sometimes the internet may not be working and
therefore problems with pay may arise, which is
beyond the farmer’s control. There is nothing in the
legislation that takes these issues into consideration.
They have talked about the meaning of continuous
employment. In clause 12(2)(d) the reference to
104 weeks or two years for paid or unpaid parental
leave, they say, seems too long for casual or seasonal
employees. The Victorian Farmers Federation believes
that 52 weeks is preferred. Also they say the current
Long Service Leave Act section 62A should remain, as
the meaning of continuous employment for casual and
seasonal employees is preferred, and changes to
seasonal casuals should not be adjusted.
They have talked to us about clause 13, dealing with
periods of absence from work that are taken to be
periods of employment when calculating the length of a
period of continuous employment. The Victorian
Farmers Federation have advised that they do not
support absences after 52 weeks of unpaid leave being
counted for continuous employment other than parental
leave — for example, an employer may grant an
employee leave to go travelling for a year or a
six-month absence, but this type of leave is purely
voluntary and should not be counted for long service
leave provisions.
On clause 15, dealing with the meaning of ordinary pay
and ordinary time rate of pay, the VFF have told us
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they do not support introducing any type of legislation
which is retrospective. The Long Service Leave Bill,
they say, appears to introduce in this clause another
calculation which is based on the hours of work
averaged over a period of continuous employment. The
VFF says that this new calculation adds complexity, is
very onerous and would be an administrative nightmare
for employers.
The VFF supports more flexibility, but the provision in
clause 18 where an employee may make a request for
long service leave does not seem to take into account
that the arrangement should be by mutual agreement.
The provision allows for a request for leave, and then
the employer must grant the employee’s request as soon
as practical unless the employer has reasonable
business grounds for refusing the request. You can
understand in the ag sector why this would be a worry.
The VFF do not like how this clause is worded, and
therefore they are not able to support the clause.
The Long Service Leave Bill seems to be drafted in a
way that does not pick up the spirit of long service
leave being an entitlement, but rather when an
employee takes long service leave it is by mutual
agreement. In this bill the employee firstly makes a
request and their employer must grant the employee’s
request as soon as practicable after receiving the request
unless the employer has reasonable grounds for
refusing the request, so there is a positive duty to agree.
Also, the bill is more complicated and difficult to
understand. For example, the consequences of
industrial action or the breakdown of machinery —
where do they go to in terms of managing continuous
service?
This is a bill that we will talk a bit further about today.
It is a bill that has taken some time to get here, despite
the government saying they want to get on with things.
This is a bill that was introduced in 2017 and finally,
almost midway through 2018, it has made its way to the
upper house. We will talk more about this today.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (18:01) —
I rise to contribute to the Long Service Leave Bill 2017.
In Victoria in the state public service there once was
what was called ‘the married women’s superannuation
fund’. It paid lesser benefits than the normal super fund
and this happened legally, so it is no surprise that long
service leave entitlements have also traditionally been
skewed against women. This bill introduces a new
Long Service Leave Act which will be more modern,
flexible and, most importantly, fairer for women and
those with parental or care responsibilities.
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Currently the Long Service Leave Act 1992 treats
parental leave less favourably than all other forms of
leave. If an employee takes more than 12 months
unpaid parental leave, they lose continuity of service
and any accrued long service leave entitlements and
they have to turn the clock back to zero when they
return to work. This undervalues the vital contributions
parents make to their workplaces, particularly women,
who are disproportionately affected by this unfair and
outdated arrangement. With the Andrews government’s
changes any period of paid parental leave and up to
12 months of unpaid parental leave will actually count
as service and no amount of parental leave will break
continuity of service. This is a huge win for women
across this state. This bill makes important changes to
stop women and parents from being discriminated
against by losing their hard-earned long service leave
(LSL).
In most instances with regard to accrual of LSL if a
person changes their working week hours from full
time to part time those hours are converted to part-time
hours which effectively means they lose the portion of
the payout on their full-time hours. Again, this penalty
is most often borne by women. The bill removes this
discrimination by ensuring entitlements can be
averaged over the entire period of employment if this
means the employee is better off than if the averaging is
only done over the last 12 months or five years.
The Long Service Leave Act provides baseline long
service leave entitlements to Victorian workers in the
public and private sectors. Long service leave is a
reward for service with a single employer and has been
a longstanding benefit in all Australian jurisdictions for
many years.
The Department of Economic Development, Jobs,
Transport and Resources conducted a review of the
Long Service Leave Act 1992 in 2016. The review
involved face-to-face meetings with employers,
workers and community organisations and a call for
public submissions. In all, the department received
30 written submissions. The upshot of the review
showed that on average women are systematically
being discriminated against in a brazen and unjust way.
This has to stop. The bill will institute fairness and
equity in the administration and application of LSL.
Importantly, it will not change the basic entitlement of
one-sixtieth of the employment period, which equates
to approximately 13 weeks leave after 15 years service.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (18:05) — I
rise to indicate the Greens will be supporting the Long
Service Leave Bill 2017. Long service leave is an
important entitlement that gives recognition to workers
for service to an employer. It started as a means for
civil servants to have sufficient time to return to the
homeland of the UK to visit family in the 1800s, but
since then it has morphed into a recognition that
workers should have the ability to take time out of the
workforce after a period of continual work. In this day
and age of overwork and long hours for many workers,
long service remains an important workplace condition.
After all, we work to live, not the other way around.
We all have families and communities we are a part of,
and long service leave allows people who have
committed to a job to take time out with their families,
friends and communities.
The bill before us represents a much-needed reform of
the long service leave provisions for Victorian workers.
Importantly, the bill makes changes to how parental
leave is considered in relation to long service leave. The
bill allows parental leave to count as continual service.
This is a welcome reform that will particularly benefit
women. The bill is an important further step in
addressing the discrimination women face at work from
taking time out to have children. We know that women
who have families suffer in work from poorer pay
outcomes and working conditions.
The bill also provides greater access to long service
leave for casual and seasonal workers, along with
greater flexibility in how long service leave can be
taken. At a time when our workforce is becoming less
secure, with more and more people in insecure forms of
work, these changes also represent an important step
forward. The Greens welcome these reforms and we
will be supporting this bill.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (18:07) — I rise to
speak in support of the Long Service Leave Bill 2017,
and it is with great pleasure that I do so. When I started
in this place I outlined my work history in detail. I have
been dealing with these sorts of issues for a very, very
long time, and I am so very proud to be a part of this
government which is introducing such a progressive
and modern bill which will make a real difference to
the lives of so many working people, particularly
women.
We know that today employment arrangements across
the state of Victoria, and indeed throughout the rest of
the country, are becoming more and more precarious by
the day. Insecure work dominates the Victorian and
Australian workforce today. Other speakers touched
earlier on the logic, the rationale and the reasons for
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long service leave and why it has been in existence. I
will not go over that ground.
The goalposts in terms of employment have moved so
much. I remember that as a union official back in 2000
I was asked to write a paper for the then union journal
about what I saw as the millennium bug confronting the
workforce. I do not know whether I just stumbled upon
it or it was by good management, but I wrote a paper on
casualisation and about how over the next 20 years
what we would see in our country and in our state was
the rise of casualisation and the impact that that would
have, particularly on women but also on the family unit.
As we know, women more often than not shoulder the
burden of care for our families. Even though we have
modernised our leave arrangements through enterprise
bargaining agreements throughout many different
industries, we know that today women still lag behind
in important areas of employment conditions and
entitlements — things like superannuation, for
example. Often when women go in and out of the
workforce as their families grow and as they care for
their families they end up slipping behind monetarily in
superannuation. We know that women in particular
suffer disadvantage in terms of wages — the wage
inequality that exists in terms of the wages gap. We
know that it is often much more difficult for women to
compete equally on merit in terms of promotion
because of those gaps that they have in their
employment.
This is why I am so thrilled with the bill that is before
us today, because I believe that significant aspects of
this bill will seek to at least address one of the major
shortcomings in entitlements and equality that exist in
our workforce, and that is a lack of acknowledgement
that when women take periods of leave from their
workplace because they are dealing with and caring for
their growing families they should not be penalised. In
fact it should be seen as such a valuable contribution
that they continue to make to our communities. A way
that we can reflect the value of that contribution is by
amending things — like this legislation before the
house today is doing — to take account of the leave of
absence and to ensure that it does not disadvantage
women in terms of their length of employment and
therefore their ability to access long service leave.
I will deal with perhaps a couple of things that have
been identified by those opposite in their contributions.
Firstly, I think Mr Ondarchie referred to the Victorian
Farmers Federation and their opposition to employees
being able to take leave one day at a time. I am advised
that in fact it was industry that suggested that flexibility,
so it was actually the employers in the consultation who

LONG SERVICE LEAVE BILL 2017
1684

COUNCIL

came to the table and suggested that that be a feature of
the new bill.
We talked about clause 8, I think. I think we were on
this bill; I am not quite sure. We seem to be jumping
around a bit in terms of potential bills. I know that the
words ‘long service leave’ will appear inevitably in the
Long Service Benefits Portability Bill 2018, but I think
Ms Symes was absolutely right. I think there was a bit
of a mishmash of speeches that had been prepared for
Mr Ondarchie, and the opposition seem to be at sixes
and sevens. But nonetheless, we will attempt to address
some of the things that he did talk about.
He talked about opposition to clause 8 and how
clause 8 of the bill allows an employee to take leave in
advance, and he asked what happens if the employee
then leaves the job while owing money to the employer
and how the employer can pursue this. It is an
interesting question, isn’t it, because you would think
from the way that the opposition framed the
contribution around that that this was a new
phenomenon — that for the first time an employee was
going to be on paid leave at the time that they severed
their employment. Of course that is a nonsense; that is
not the case. It happens again and again today. We
know that leave in advance in particular, under the
terms of this bill, must be agreed by the employer and
that the employer can in providing that agreement
impose conditions on the leave, provided of course that
they do not seek to breach the commonwealth Fair
Work Act 2009, so in my view there is no legitimate
concern there.
We also heard a concern expressed about the averaging
arrangements — that they might be complicated.
Again, I do not believe that is the case. The current act
includes arrangements for where a worker does not
have fixed hours of work or where their hours of work
have changed at least once in the 12 months prior. So
again, these scenarios that are being thrown up as a
reason to oppose the bill are not something that are
new. They have been around for quite some time, and
they have been dealt with adequately by the existing act
for well over 20 years.
The opposition also suggested that the employer will
not have much time to work out the entitlement,
particularly if they must average the hours of work.
Because of its nature, long service leave is usually
taken by agreement between the parties. It is not as if
the employee rings up one morning and says, ‘Hey,
look! I’m going to be on long service leave for the next
three months’. There is a much more detailed
conversation that sits around it. Most employers that I
know have human resources (HR) policies which sit
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alongside enterprise agreements and which talk about
the arrangements for application for this sort of leave.
Again there is that requirement for mutual agreement
and convenience to both parties. As is set out in the bill,
it is open to the employer to refuse the application
based on reasonable grounds. Of course if the employee
disputes those reasonable grounds, they can seek a
review of the decision in various jurisdictions.
I want to talk about the record keeping. As if the record
keeping of an employee’s hours of work is suddenly a
new imposition on an employer! I think that was the
argument that was being advanced. There was also an
argument that because this entitlement will be
accessible after seven years — so it is not an increase; it
is just accessible after seven years — suddenly there is
some new administrative impost on the employer that is
going to require them to, I do not know, perhaps
employ a new army of HR clerks to ensure that they
monitor an employee’s hours of work. The reality is
that they have to do that by law today. By law today
you have to monitor your employee’s hours of work
and you have got to pay employees in accordance with
the Workplace Relations Act 1996, so there is no new
impost on this. What we are talking about is accessing
the entitlement after seven years rather than 10 years. It
is not increasing the entitlement at all. Any suggestion
that suddenly we are going to have to keep a whole new
set of books and that this is going to be a real head
scratcher for employers is a bit of a myth.
The other positive from this particular change,
particularly for employers, is that we know employers
talk a lot about the leave liability that exists on their
books. It is a significant issue and it is a real-life issue,
particularly where employees are banking that leave
and seeking to take that leave in a major wad. The
flexibility that is provided for under this bill will enable
those leave liabilities, by agreement between the
employer and the employee, to be reduced through
greater, modern and more flexible access to what is at
the end of the day a paid entitlement.
In conclusion, I applaud this bill. I think it is one of
those opportunities where a Parliament can make a real
difference to the lives of working people but in
particular working women, who we know suffer
disadvantage every day they go to work in comparison
to most men. They will be the big winners in this bill,
as they should be. It will not surprise you that if I had it
my way, it would probably go a bit further, but I do not,
so in terms of the bill in its current form, I commend it
to the house.
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Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (18:20) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Long Service Leave Bill
2017, and I note that there are a couple of bills with
some similar names floating around at the moment. But
indeed this particular bill seeks to repeal the current
Long Service Leave Act 1992 and replace it with a new
act and make various changes to current entitlements
and operational provisions. The main provisions of this
bill make a range of changes to the current long service
leave arrangements, including counting all paid parental
leave as service for the calculation of an employee’s
long service leave entitlement as well as counting up to
12 months of unpaid parental leave as service as well.
Further, the bill provides that any agreed period of
unpaid parental leave greater than 12 months will not
break continuity of service and allows employees to
apply for long service leave after seven years of service
rather than 10 years. It further goes on to allow
employees to use long service leave to take leave at a
minimum of one day at a time, rather than as a limited
number of blocks, and bases the average hours of
service on which long service leave is calculated as
being the largest of the hours worked over the past
12 months, the past five years or the entire period of the
employee’s continuous employment. It further goes on
to empower departmental officers to require the
production of documents and materials in investigating
complaints and also increases the penalties for
non-compliance, converts civil penalties to criminal
penalties and broadens the transmission of business
provisions for the transfer of long service leave
liabilities.
I note that long service leave has certainly been around
for a little while now. I can fondly recall when my own
father took some long service leave when I was in
about year 9 or so. We went around Australia for some
unknown reason in a Peugeot 505. We decided to drive
up the centre of Australia and down the east coast. Just
about every mechanic that marvelled at it in each town
we pulled into, where it invariably broke down,
questioned my father as to why he would travel in a
Peugeot through the centre of Australia. He did not
have a response, I think, that quelled the concerns of the
many and varied mechanics that we encountered during
that time.
For many people that is what long service leave is
about. It is about an opportunity to go on an elongated
trip with one’s family, whether it is to go up the middle
to see Uluru and head to Darwin and the like, whether it
is an opportunity to get the house renovated or whether
it is an opportunity to go on a European trip or a trip to
the United States or something like that. This is what
many people use their long service leave to do.
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Long service leave does have some qualities that enable
people to fulfil dreams that they may have, but it is also
important to get that balance right with long service
leave and not unfairly and unduly burden those who are
employing people, because to do so would only see that
fewer people are employed and therefore fewer people
have that opportunity of the dignity of work. It is an
incredibly important point to get the balancing act right
between those competing interests.
I am pleased to be able to report that there have been a
variety of consultations done with the likes of the
Australian Industry Group, the Victorian Farmers
Federation, the Independent Contractors of Australia,
the Australian Retailers Association, the Victorian
Hospitals Industrial Association and also the Victorian
Trades Hall Council as well. Some of those who were
consulted did have concerns. Among those concerns
was that the change to the way in which average hours
of service is calculated will for the first time require
employers to use records of hours worked dating back
over the entire period of an employee’s employment.
Previously it was only records of hours worked over the
most recent five years of employment that were needed
for relevant calculations. A further burden in accessing
records, and whether those records exist and the like,
may prevent a challenge.
I note that the Victorian Chamber of Commerce and
Industry oppose the retroactive operation of this change
and have stated it clearly in a media release of
18 August last year, because they are concerned that at
present employers will not necessarily have hours
worked records dating back more than the required
seven years. The Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF)
also oppose this provision due to retrospectivity and
complexity. Others dispute the retrospectivity on the
basis that at least some records already need to be kept
of an employee’s entire period of employment. I
certainly understand the views of others in this house
that these are important changes, but it is also important
to get that balance right.
Further, the VFF have gone on and raised concern
about the provision for an employee to take long
service leave in advance of seven years service, but this
does appear to be discretionary for the employer. They
are concerned about the high penalties if an accrued
long service leave entitlement is not paid out to an
employee on the exact day the employee ceases
employment, but similar high penalties are in the
existing act. We also see that there may be the want for
a shorter period than 104 weeks of other leave before
continuous employment is broken for casual workers.
However, the granting of leave longer than 12 months
is usually discretionary for the employer. There is also
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opposition to up to 52 weeks of unpaid leave being
counted as employment. Further, apart from parental
leave, most leave is discretionary for employers. There
is opposition to the requirement that an employer must
have reasonable business grounds to refuse a long
service leave request from an employee. However, an
employer still has the power to direct an employee to
take long service leave on giving 12 weeks notice.
There was also some opposition from those consulted
about the increased penalties in the bill.
As I have stated, what we need to get done here is that
balancing act between those competing interests of the
rights of the worker and the importance of not unduly
burdening those who employ people with difficult and
onerous requirements surrounding something like long
service leave, which I think most, if not all, in this
house would agree is a part of the working lives of
many Victorians and is something they can enjoy and
look forward to enjoying after a long period of service.
I note others have made the point in this house that that
is long service in a particular career.
When I say ‘long service’, I mean that a long period of
continuous employment with a particular employer is
something that is less common than it was in the past.
Where in years gone by people were employed by one
employer for the entirety of their working life, that
appears to be certainly very much on the decline. That
is not the norm anymore; people generally have many,
many employers over their careers. I am assuming that
most people in this house would not mind having the
same employer for a continued period of time, because
if they did not it would mean they would no longer be a
member of Parliament.
That being the case, it is important to get that balance
right. I certainly concur with many of the statements
that Mr Ondarchie very rightly made during his
contribution. I assume that we are going to be stepping
into a committee stage of this bill and look forward to
some of the clarifications about particular clauses at
that point. Acting President, at this point I thank you
and cease my contribution.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Sitting extended pursuant to standing orders.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
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Third reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — I
am of the opinion that the third reading of this bill
requires to be passed by an absolute majority. I ask the
Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — The Acting President has
handled this bill to the point where we now need an
absolute majority to confirm its passage, so I ask
members who are in support of the bill to stand in their
places.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State) — I
move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Grahamvale Primary School
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:37) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and it is in regard to the need to expand the site of
Grahamvale Primary School in Greater Shepparton.
The action that I seek from the minister is for the
minister to secure additional land to expand the site of
Grahamvale Primary School to establish play areas at
the school, either through direct acquisition by the
Department of Education and Training or by working
with Greater Shepparton City Council to secure
additional land adjoining the school through the
allocation of public open space that would be available
for community use outside of school hours.
Grahamvale Primary School is a picturesque primary
school surrounded by fruit orchards situated on the
outskirts of Shepparton. It started as a very small
school, but Grahamvale has become very popular and
has a current enrolment of 394 students, which will
increase to 400 in both 2019 and 2020. As it has grown,
Grahamvale Primary School has suffered through the
lack of infrastructure to cope with enrolment increases,
as well as a lack of site space. An infrastructure
redevelopment of the school which was opened in
2010, which I think was from their Building the
Education Revolution money, completely filled the
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school site space, leaving little room for the students to
play. Grahamvale Primary School is also completely
landlocked by surrounding orchards to the north, south
and west of the school site.
Because the school grounds are such a crowded place,
student safety is a major concern for the staff. Students
are restricted in the games they can play, and the
situation has escalated as their games interfere with
others around them. Recently I was at the school at
playtime with the Liberal Party candidate for
Shepparton, Cheryl Hammer, and there were several
games of soccer going on on the one soccer pitch that
they have. There were many students playing in the
covered area. There is nowhere to kick a football. The
school grounds are really a very crowded place. Many
of the students are disadvantaged because of this. They
cannot play cricket or football, the soccer teams cannot
practice after school and the athletics carnival has to be
held off site.
The Victorian Planning Authority and Greater
Shepparton City Council have prepared the Shepparton
North East Precinct Structure Plan, which incorporates
the land surrounding Grahamvale Primary School.
There is going to be a new housing development that
goes into the area, and the precinct will support around
1500 new homes and approximately 4000 residents,
attracting even more potential students in the future.
This plan is the minister’s opportunity to acquire
additional land to increase the site of Grahamvale
Primary School so it can meet the educational needs of
its students now and into the future.
The action that I seek from the minister is for the
minister to secure additional land to expand the site of
Grahamvale Primary School to establish play areas at
the school, either through direct acquisition by the
department of education or by working with the City of
Greater Shepparton to secure additional land adjoining
the school through the allocation of public open space
that would be available for community use outside
school hours.

Gippsland public transport
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (18:40) — The
matter which I wish to raise this evening is for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport in the
other place, Ms Allan, and it relates to the rail upgrades
which are currently taking place along the Gippsland
line and also on the Pakenham line to Melbourne. Level
crossings have been removed, signalling is now being
replaced and tracks are not just being replaced but
duplicated along large sections of the line from
Pakenham out to Traralgon. With seven level crossings
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being upgraded from passive to active, and with these
incremental improvements, it means that we can
increase the number of carriages and the number of
services and types of trains out to Bairnsdale, including
the VLocity train, which recently made a trial trip with
a six-car set travelling out to Bairnsdale since the line
was closed.
During a number of these construction works and
disruptions there have been challenges for Gippsland
commuters, who have been disadvantaged in relation to
the bus replacement services which are taking them into
the city, as well as the times now being taken to make
their daily commute from areas within the Latrobe
Valley, further east and also back to Warragul and then
down to the city.
The action that I put to the minister tonight is that she
give active consideration to working to create bus lanes
along sections of the Monash Freeway, inbound and
outbound, during peak periods in order to expedite the
travel being taken by people on bus replacement
services from Gippsland while works are underway and
also that she give active consideration to any means by
which the disadvantage being occasioned by these
changes can be recognised and offset for commuters
who live on the Gippsland line and are facing longer
travel times while these works go on into the future. I
would like to add the caveat, however, that there will be
parts of the network that are being upgraded as part of
the ordinary course of events that do not constitute
extraordinary disruption, and in this regard I would
seek the minister’s consideration of the distinguishing
features between extraordinary disruption and
disruption that causes an ordinary and reasonably
expected set of circumstances around delay.

Ballarat Base Hospital
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (18:43) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Health, and it relates to the announcement made last
week about funding for the redevelopment of the
Ballarat Base Hospital. Despite the redevelopment of
the hospital being announced with much fanfare, the
budget papers, once they were actually revealed,
detailed that it is only beyond the forward estimates, so
beyond 2022, that we actually find the majority of the
funding associated with the redevelopment of the
hospital. Just $7.44 million of the $46.16 million of the
redevelopment is due to be spent before the end of the
2021–22 financial year. So what we are seeing is that
only 16.12 per cent of this funding will be spent prior to
mid-2022, meaning that the vast majority, nearly 85 per
cent, of the funding will only be available between
2022 and 2026, which means that by my calculations
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children who are not born yet are going to be in grade 3
before this money is spent, so it is a little while down
the track.
Ms Wooldridge and I have been calling upon the Labor
government to outfit the ghost wing of the Ballarat
Base Hospital, which was funded and built by the
former coalition government — very ably funded by
Mr Davis as the then health minister. The concern that I
have is that it has sat empty and dormant, almost like
something out of Yes Minister —
Mr Davis — The hospital in the Midlands.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, indeed, the hospital in the
Midlands that did not have any patients. It was terribly
efficient. So it is almost beyond belief that funding has
not been expedited despite the increases in our elective
surgery waiting lists, which I hear about constantly
when I am talking to people in the community. I hear
the concerns that they have about the increases in the
elective surgery waiting list and that people are not
getting their surgery quickly enough. I have called upon
the minister to do this in the past, but the action that I
seek is that the minister expedite the funding that has
been allocated for the Ballarat Base Hospital expansion
and redevelopment and have it brought forward in the
budget so that the people of Ballarat can get the health
care that they deserve and desperately need much
sooner than mid-2026.

North-east link
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:46) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety. When it was costed by Infrastructure
Victoria as part of its 30-year infrastructure strategy, the
north-east link toll road was expected to cost $5 billion.
The latest estimate is that it will cost $16.5 billion.
There are therefore serious concerns that the
benefit-cost ratio of this mega-project will be
exceptionally poor, such that it will only return a few
tens of cents in economic benefits for each dollar
invested. The action I seek is that the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety heed the requests of local
community and environment groups in my electorate to
release the business case and all associated modelling
for the north-east link toll road, unredacted and in full.

Presidents Avenue–Orton Street, Ocean Grove
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (18:46) — My
adjournment matter is for the Honourable Luke
Donnellan, the Minister for Roads and Road Safety,
and it is in relation to a matter that was brought to my
attention by Ms Kelli Finlayson in relation to a very
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dangerous intersection in Ocean Grove. In fact it is an
intersection which Ms Crozier would know very well:
Presidents Avenue and Orton Street. Anyone that lives
in Ocean Grove or uses that intersection regularly
would know that if you come from the shopping centre
and drive up the hill there is a blind spot on your right
where traffic coming from Barwon Heads crosses
through Orton Street.
On Saturday morning I went with the Liberal candidate
for the Assembly seat of Bellarine, Brian McKiterick,
and local residents to look at this intersection. There is
no doubt in my mind that there is a significant blind
spot at that intersection. I would like to thank Kelli,
who has been a strong advocate in raising this issue in
the media for the attention of the minister but who
unfortunately is not getting much of a response — ditto
from the local member for Bellarine, Lisa Neville.
What made it more personal on Saturday was the fact
that Clare Peace was there — the mother of Tyler
Peace, who tragically was severely injured in a collision
at that particular intersection a week and a half ago. He
was on a motorcycle about to do a right-hand turn into
Orton Street from Presidents Avenue and got
sideswiped by a car. Accidents happen on an ongoing
basis, but I am happy to report that Tyler is recovering
in rehabilitation at the local hospital and hopefully will
return to living a normal life.
The important thing that the minister needs to do, and
the action I am seeking from him tonight, is to get
VicRoads to fix this intersection and provide the safety
improvements that are required. The City of Greater
Geelong have already done an urban development plan
that identifies the need for traffic lights at this
intersection. In this case I am not being prescriptive
about traffic lights, but I am suggesting that the minister
direct VicRoads to do what is needed to make this
intersection safe. It may well be traffic lights; it may be
a roundabout or something else. VicRoads keep using
an excuse that they are negotiating with the holder of
some land that may have some connection to this
particular intersection, but I do not believe it. I believe
that is just a furphy.
The Honourable Luke Donnellan needs to direct
VicRoads as of tonight to get them to start work on
improvements to make this deadly intersection safe. In
fact the Geelong Advertiser splashed across one of its
front pages, ‘Fix this death trap’, and that is certainly
what the residents were expressing to Brian McKiterick
and me on Saturday. That is the immediate action I seek
from the minister — to make that intersection safe.
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Youth justice system
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(18:50) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Families and Children. In 2013 the Victorian
Ombudsman reported on an investigation into children
transferred from the youth justice system to the adult
prison system. This report included the following
recommendation:
That the Minister for Community Services consider amending
the Children, Youth and Families Act 2005 to remove the
option to transfer children to the adult prison system once
additional accommodation becomes available at the
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre.

At that time the Department of Human Services
responded that it wanted to ‘retain legislative
flexibility’, stating that:
Until the additional capacity through the expansion at
Malmsbury comes online in late 2015, it may be necessary to
make an application to the Youth Parole Board to transfer a
young person were there to be an extreme incident that
compromises the safety of young people and staff.

It is now five years since the Ombudsman made that
recommendation and high time it was revisited. In 2017
a legal precedent was set when Justice John Dixon
found the transfer and detention of children to the
Grevillea facility within Barwon Prison to be unlawful
and incompatible with human rights under sections 17
and 22(1) of the charter. Justice Dixon found that:
… the limitations imposed on the human rights of the
detainees were not demonstrably justified in a substantive
sense as reasonable in a free and democratic society based on
human dignity, equality and freedom.

Minister, the action I am seeking is that the government
takes action to remove the option to transfer children to
the adult prison system in line with the Ombudsman’s
recommendation and upholding the human rights of
child detainees.

Bulla bypass
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (18:52) — I wish
to raise a matter this evening for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. This morning we
again saw a crash on Bulla hill. This caused no end of
mayhem throughout Sunbury, Bulla and surrounds. In
fact the Calder Freeway was blocked for many, many
kilometres as a result of traffic exiting Sunbury Road,
going cross-country and entering the Calder Freeway
from the Bulla-Diggers Rest Road. It was mayhem in
the making. It illustrates the problem we have where
just one accident can create major problems for
commuters and other travellers from Sunbury, and it
illustrates the need for the Bulla bypass. I can
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remember campaigning for the Assembly seat of
Tullamarine back in 1991, which was a fair while
ago —
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — It was a good win. I recall that one of
the very big issues at that time was the need for a Bulla
bypass. Here we are 27 years later, and we are still
talking about the need for the Bulla bypass. I have
raised this matter with the minister on a number of
occasions in the past. He has informed me that
apparently this is with the Minister for Planning. Why it
would be with the planning minister, I am not entirely
sure, but whoever it is with, we need to get this sorted
out. We cannot allow the situation to continue where
thousands of cars a day travel across a bridge which is
one lane each way, a bridge which was built about
150 years ago for horse and cart travel, not for modern
vehicles and certainly not for the trucks that we have
been absolutely inundated with on Sunbury Road of
recent times.
We really need this Bulla bypass, and we have needed
it now for 30-odd years and possibly even longer. I ask
the minister to take this on board as a matter of
urgency. This is something that, as I said, we have been
talking about for a very, very long time. It is time for
the talk to stop; it is time for the action to start. I am
very hopeful that if this minister does not give the Bulla
bypass the go-ahead, the next minister will next year,
and we will be able to get this project up and running,
which will make the commute down Sunbury Road not
just safer but also so much faster for those who are
travelling to the Tullamarine Freeway.

Federation Training
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (18:55) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Training and Skills, the Honourable Gayle Tierney, and
the action I seek from the minister is that she provide
clarity by explaining in writing how she intends to meet
the needs of students in Yallourn, Newborough and
Moe in terms of Federation Training.
In recent times the minister has been highly distracted
with the ongoing disasters in the correctional system
and has not provided clarity for TAFE students in
Central Gippsland. After three years of intense
community lobbying for a campus in the Sale area, the
minister, on the eve of the election, stumped up the
money for funding in this budget. I commend the
member for Gippsland South in the Assembly, Danny
O’Brien, and the shadow minister for training, skills
and apprenticeships, Steph Ryan, for their ongoing
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commitment, which was made back in August last year,
to fund a new campus in Sale and also in terms of
lobbying for an upgrade to the Morwell campus.

changes in timetabling have meant the trains no longer
stop at Tarneit. This means students must now add in
extra time for changing trains at Geelong.

These recent Federation Training announcements have
been met with caution by the community, who wish to
learn the fate of the Yallourn campus. The Yallourn
campus offers courses ranging from introduction to
welding through to obtaining a licence to operate a
forklift. It focuses on preapprenticeship and
apprenticeship training and the skills that are often
needed in our local area in Central Gippsland.

The principal makes the point that there are
consequences to this. Students now travel on an
overcrowded Geelong-bound Sprinter train, with
limited space to store luggage and no reserved seating,
and the possibility of students having to sit across three
or four carriages makes supervision a great deal more
difficult. Students have to change platforms in Geelong,
carrying their luggage. There is only limited time to do
this. It means students will have to be marked off a
class roll to ensure they are transferred safely. There are
consequences of missing either the Geelong or
Warrnambool service if there is a delay on either line,
such as being late for school or not arriving home in a
reasonable time.

Further consideration also needs to be given to a
broader perspective on how students access this campus
via the bus service, and I know the bus service has been
axed. Now, that is not in the minister’s purview, but it
also has repercussions for students trying to access
good education in this region. Gippsland’s young
people need to know what the minister’s plan is for the
direction and future of Federation Training and why she
is being so cagey about Federation Training in Central
Gippsland. The community needs transparency, not
speculation. The minister must come clean on her plans
for the long-term future of Federation Training’s
Yallourn campus, and I ask her to explain in writing her
intentions in this area.

Tarneit rail services
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (18:57) — My
matter for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport in the other place, and
it relates to correspondence I have received concerning
timetabling changes for the regional rail line. In
particular, the principal of Thomas Carr College in
Tarneit, Dr Andrew Watson, has communicated with a
number of people, including indirectly with me,
concerning changes to the timetabling that have seen
the Warrnambool service no longer stopping at Tarneit
station. I hasten to add that the opposition is very happy
to see more services from time to time and to see
timetabling adjusted to get better outcomes. But
equally, on occasions there are unintended
consequences of certain changes, and this appears to be
one such case.
The service, when departing from Tarneit, left at
approximately 7.37 a.m., which meant students were
able to travel directly from Tarneit to the country
campus near Colac without having to change trains.
Students of the college had reserved seating, which
enabled them to have appropriate supervision during
the trip. After spending a week at their country campus,
students would depart Colac at 1.19 p.m. on Friday and
get off the train at Tarneit station. However, the

The college is seeking that this unintended consequence
of timetabling changes be addressed by seeing some
services reinstated that would have that direct access.
The college, I understand, spends about $3000 per year
transporting students, but this would go up to about
$30 000 per year if the college was required to
undertake the hiring of a bus to achieve that. I
understand my colleague Richard Riordan, the member
for Polwarth in the Assembly, has also been advocating
on behalf of the college, and I pay tribute to his work
there, as has Glenn Goodfellow, our candidate in
Tarneit. He is a strong advocate for the college. What I
seek from the minister is that she review these changes
and seek to remove any unintended consequences,
particularly for the students of Thomas Carr College in
Tarneit.

Privacy and data protection
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (19:00) —
My adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing, and it relates to a
very serious breach of privacy of a public tenant’s
details. The minister is aware of this particular issue
because he has had numerous bits of correspondence
not only from the tenant himself but also from my
office. The office that it relates to is the Fitzroy housing
office, and the breach of privacy of the affected tenant
was confirmed by Victoria Police on 18 September last
year. The tenant who contacted me made a complaint to
the Fitzroy housing office about regular and open drug
use occurring over a four-month period in common
areas. This was undertaken by another tenant. The
tenant who contacted me was most concerned that his
details and signature had been passed on to the tenant
who was conducting this illegal activity.
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From there, the tenant who contacted me went and
complained. He wrote to the minister, to the
Department of Health and Human Services (DHHS)
secretary and to the DHHS complaints, integrity and
privacy unit, but to this day no-one has been in touch
with him about his concerns, so he is incredibly
disappointed by the actions of all those involved in this
matter. As I said, I contacted the minister. The minister
wrote back to me on 24 March confirming that this
particular tenant should go back to the office and make
his complaint again.
As you can tell, I think this is absolutely ridiculous.
This tenant has been really mucked around in relation
to his very serious concerns about this breach of
privacy and his details being passed on to the other
tenant. I question the fact that the minister seriously
expects the affected tenant to communicate with the
very same office that is directly breaching his details.
The extent of concern is quite serious in relation to that
breach of privacy, so the action I seek is for the minister
to call for an immediate investigation into this very
serious matter and that it be undertaken immediately so
we can get a resolution on this issue. If there were any
breaches of privacy, then he needs to undertake further
actions, including providing an apology and also
putting systems in place to ensure that it never happens
again.

Freedom of information
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(19:03) — My adjournment matter is for the Special
Minister of State, and it is in relation to his role as
having oversight for integrity. It relates to freedom of
information, which is an issue that I have raised
previously, but this is quite a different set of
circumstances. Some months ago I decided to see
whether the rumours were true, so I FOIed the
Department of Health and Human Services in relation
to waiting lists for colonoscopy procedures in public
hospitals. The response I received was that the
department does not keep that data. As a consequence, I
then made FOI applications to a number of hospitals
after quite a deal of thought as to whether this was
appropriate. I received a range of responses quite
promptly which confirmed that there have been
increases in wait times. Some people are waiting for
incredibly long and inappropriate periods of time.
When this was exposed the government decided to put
some $12 million into it, for which I will take credit
because if I had not exposed it I do not believe they
would have even known about it, let alone done
something about it.
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However, in the midst of all of this I was very surprised
to receive a phone call to my office from a staff
member from a small regional health service who said
that they had had a letter from the Department of
Health and Human Services to say that I might be
seeking information from them through freedom of
information and some other comment regarding what
might happen in that eventuality. I had not had any
contact with this hospital, which I will not name, nor
will I name the person who rang my office, so I wrote
to the secretary of the department and politely asked
whether I could have a copy of the letter and if I could
be told which organisations it had been sent to. I did not
receive a letter back from the secretary. I received a
letter from an FOI manager, who again I will not name,
telling me in response to my letter to the secretary how
to go about making an FOI application. I think that is
quite a shabby response in the circumstances.
I have, however, made an FOI application in relation to
the circumstances I outlined earlier in this adjournment
matter and also seeking further information about
communication that the department may have had
about me. Bearing in mind that I only knew about this
communication — which has gone out to I do not know
how many organisations, nor do I know the detail of
what it said — because a very efficient and
conscientious FOI person got in touch with my office to
see if they were going to be receiving this kind of
application, I think this is really questionable behaviour.
I think the response that has been made to my raising it
has been inappropriate as well, so the action that I am
seeking from the Special Minister of State is an
explanation as to whether and how all of this is
appropriate activity by departmental officers in relation
to me and the performance of my role as an opposition
MP.

Responses
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (19:06) — This evening I have received the
following adjournment matters that will be referred to
the relevant ministers for response: from Ms Lovell to
the Minister for Education; from Ms Shing to the
Minister for Public Transport; from Mr Morris to the
Minister for Health; from Ms Dunn to the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety; from Mr Ramsay to the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety; from Mr Finn to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety; from Ms Bath
to the Minister for Training and Skills; from Mr Davis
to the Minister for Public Transport; from Ms Crozier
to the Minister for Housing, Disability and Ageing; and
from Ms Fitzherbert to the Special Minister of State.
All those matters will be, as I said, referred to the
relevant ministers for response.

ADJOURNMENT
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Before responding to Ms Springle’s matter, I am
seeking your guidance, President, in relation to
Mr Morris’s matter. I did note that through the course
of his contribution he referred to the fact that he had
previously raised the same matter —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms MIKAKOS — He did. The language that he
used, and I am paraphrasing here, was ‘having raised
the matter previously’. I am mindful of the standing
orders in terms of the restrictions on raising the same
matter within a six-month period, so I am seeking your
guidance in relation to that particular issue.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Morris, could you advise
me as to what the previous matter was.
Mr Morris — I previously sought funding for the
operating theatres. Now it appears the theatres have
been funded by the government, so I have requested
that the minister bring forward the expenditure to see
that those operating theatres are fitted out more
expeditiously than is listed in the budget.
The PRESIDENT — It is probably close enough to
being okay. It is in some ways a lineball, but I will
allow it to stand.
Ms MIKAKOS — I propose to discharge
Ms Springle’s matter. Ms Springle, in her adjournment
matter, referred to a 2013 Ombudsman’s report in
relation to transfers of young people from the youth
justice system to the adult prison system. That
particular report came about as a result of reports to the
Ombudsman about a 16-year-old Aboriginal boy who
had been transferred to Port Phillip Prison. As I recall,
he had in fact been placed in solitary confinement for
his safety for a number of months. I recall that at the
time there had been some concerns expressed in
relation to those particular matters.
The Ombudsman in her report in 2013 did canvass the
specifics of this particular matter and looked at the issue
more broadly in terms of the number of transfers, and
she did refer to the number of transfers that had
occurred over a number of years. I do make the point to
the member that there are longstanding provisions
contained within the Children, Youth and Families Act
2005 that enable a young person who is aged 16 years
or over and who is in youth justice custody to be
transferred to adult prison.
The Ombudsman’s report made a number of
recommendations, one of which was that the Minister
for Community Services consider amending the
Children, Youth and Families Act to remove the option
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to transfer children to the adult prison system once
additional accommodation became available at the
Malmsbury Youth Justice Centre. I can advise the
member that I did consider this matter and this specific
recommendation, and I did give due consideration to
the recommendations in that Ombudsman’s report.
However, given the complexity and violent nature of
some young people in custody, I decided to retain the
ability for young people to be transferred to adult
custody for the safety and wellbeing of staff and young
people.
I do make the point to the member that such decisions
are at the sole discretion of the independent Youth
Parole Board, and that remains the case. As is legislated
for under the act, the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation can apply for a young person
aged 16 years or over who has been sentenced to a
youth justice centre to be transferred to adult prison to
serve the remainder of their sentence, and the Youth
Parole Board must take into account a number of
considerations in making this decision, including the
age and maturity of the young person and their
behaviour while in custody. They must be satisfied that
the young person’s behaviour is a threat to the security
of the centre and that the young person’s behaviour
cannot be safely controlled in a youth justice centre.
These applications are not taken lightly by my
department. They are made to ensure the safety of staff
and all young people in youth justice. There is
obviously very close cooperation between youth justice
and Corrections Victoria in relation to ensuring that a
young person who is transferred to adult custody is able
to receive the care and support they need while they are
in that custodial environment.
I did note that the member in her contribution did
conflate this issue with what occurred in Grevillea, and
I absolutely reject the connection there. That was a very
unique set of circumstances that arose at that time, and
we have canvassed those issues at some length in the
chamber on previous occasions. These matters are very
different in that they arise by virtue of specific
provisions under the act, and the number of transfers is
in fact published every year in the Youth Parole Board
annual report, so there is a level of transparency about
them.
I can also advise the house that I have received written
responses to four adjournment debate matters.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis, the house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.14 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Tabled reports
The PRESIDENT (09:35) — I just wish to make a
brief statement in respect of reports that we are
publishing, reports that we are receiving in both hard
copy and particularly this reference which is to digital
editions of reports. This stems from the online version
of the Ombudsman’s report Investigation of a matter
referred from the Legislative Council on 25 November
2015.
Further to my previous statement on 30 March 2018 in
response to Mr Morris’s point of order relating to the
online version of the Ombudsman’s report Investigation
of a matter referred from the Legislative Council on
25 November 2015, I wish to further update the house
on this matter.
Mr Morris alerted the house to the difference between
the report available on the Parliament’s website and the
report that was emailed to members by the Clerk on
21 March. As I explained on 30 March, this occurred
due to information technology issues relating to
redacting information, and that was in respect of the
Ombudsman’s office’s handling of that report.
The clerks of both houses have reviewed the approach
that should be taken when a digital report is conveyed
to the Parliament and published in tandem with the
tabling of a hard copy and then it is discovered that the
digital copy contains technical problems or issues.
When an error is found in a tabled report, the
department or agency responsible for its tabling may
request the error be corrected via an erratum slip for
minor errors or by tabling a report in lieu of the original
for more substantive or extensive mistakes.
Where there is an error in a digital report, in that it is
different to the hard copy report tabled, the minister or
agency head responsible for tabling the report must
write to the clerks to request that the file be replaced on
the Parliament’s website. If the clerks approve the
replacement of the file, they will notify all members of
Parliament that the digital report has been changed
from the original version published online. I again
thank Mr Morris for bringing this to the attention of the
house and the clerks.
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I would indicate obviously with the digital versions, as
with the published hard copy reports, that whether or
not it will be acceptable for a minor correction will be
determined by the clerks but in cases where the mistake
is substantial then we would be looking to require that a
new report be provided.
Ms Shing — On a point of order, President, for
clarification, in relation to the ruling that you have just
made around this matter, you are not expressing a view
about whether any of the issues raised yesterday in the
course of the debate were matters of a substantive or
minor/typographical nature?
The PRESIDENT — No, I have expressed no view
in the remarks that I have made today in respect of the
matters yesterday. I have not formed a view on that, but
I am hoping that the matter is clarified further by the
government. Whilst I fully accept the clarification made
by Ms Tierney yesterday in respect of those matters, I
think there is also a responsibility for the agency, the
department or the minister to provide that clarification
as well. But I have not, in this statement today, formed
a view on those matters.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Drug harm reduction
Legislative Council electronic petition:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that urgent action is
required to address an illicit drug market that is increasingly
complex and hazardous.
Experts throughout Australia have warned that more deaths
are expected if urgent action is not undertaken to implement
dynamic and progressive drug strategies, such as drug
checking, otherwise known as pill testing.
Australians are among the highest consumers in the world of
illicit drugs such as MDMA (often referred to as ‘ecstasy’)
and, in recent years, the international drug market has become
significantly more complex and dangerous, and has
fundamentally surpassed the capacity of traditional supply
reduction (policing) strategies. Adulterants and new
psychoactive substances have contributed to an increase in the
number of medical emergencies and drug overdose deaths in
recent years.
Drug checking is a collaborative inter-agency emergency
health service. Technical experts operate technology such as
gas chromatography — mass spectrometry (GC-MS) or
Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) to provide a
detailed analysis of substances. Healthcare professionals
working alongside community and social service workers,
including harm reduction peer educators can provide better
informed health promotion, brief interventions and service
referrals. The additional source of data can help paint a clearer
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picture of the illicit drug market to inform policy
development.
Different international examples of drug checking systems
that Victoria could tailor to our own setting include: the
Netherlands has the drug information and monitoring system
(‘DIMS’), administered through the Trimbos Institute; in the
UK, ‘The Loop’ administers multi-agency safety testing; and
the nightlife empowerment and wellbeing implementation
project (NEWIP), is a collaboration of EU drug checking
services that have developed good practice standards.
Drug checking programs have been proven to help reduce
both the circulation of dangerous drugs and discourage risky
behaviour. They also facilitate increased engagement between
recreational drug users and health professionals, providing
information and advice that can decrease the risk of overdose
and other harm, and referrals for anyone experiencing
problems with their drug use. Recent trials in New Zealand
and a growing body of scientific evidence from overseas
shows that consumers are discerning and choose to discard
substances that are impure or misrepresented.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
call on the state government to work to immediately establish
a trial of lab quality drug checking services in Victoria.
For the sake of health and safety it is imperative that the state
government act to implement a mixed-model of drug
checking services at:
(1) fixed sites, such as primary health networks (PHN),
primary and secondary needle and syringe programs
(NSP) and other subscribing health services; and
(2) mobile or temporary sites such as entertainment
precincts and festivals.
A trial could be initiated immediately with police permission
using their current discretionary powers. The availability of
technology and experts to run a trial are already in existence
and would only require the appropriate permissions.

By Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan)
(364 signatures).
Laid on table.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions without notice
The PRESIDENT (09:40) — I might just bring
another matter to the attention of the house. I was
requested yesterday to consider the reinstatement of
questions in respect of a question by the
Honourable David Davis to the Minister for Small
Business. He had received a response from the Minister
for Small Business and believed that that response did
not actually satisfy the question. The minister is
obviously entitled to respond as he sees fit. However,
the premise upon which the minister provided this
response to Mr Davis is that Mr Davis raised a
hypothetical issue and the minister indicated he would
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not respond to a hypothetical proposition. My view is
that in fact Mr Davis’s question did not raise a
hypothetical proposition, and therefore on the basis of
the minister’s answer I would seek to reinstate that
question for a further written response. It was a
question without notice in this place, so I am seeking a
further written response.
Mr Ramsay also sought for me to ask for a further
written response to questions without notice that he
proposed on 1 May. They were to the Minister for
Corrections, Ms Tierney. I have looked at both of those
and had the clerks also consider the questions put by
Mr Ramsay and whether or not the answer to those
questions was satisfactory in terms of being apposite to
the question asked, and I am of the view that I should
seek a further written response on that as well.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT (09:43) — I draw the house’s
attention to the fact that we have a former member in
the gallery today. I welcome Amanda Millar.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Confiscation Act 1997 — Report, 2016–17 pursuant to
section 139A by Victoria Police.
Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 — Report, 2016–17
pursuant to section 31 by the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 49.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Mildura abattoir
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(09:45) — I rise to inform the house of the actions the
government is taking to support ongoing and
record-breaking jobs growth in regional Victoria, and in
this instance particularly in Mildura. Across the state
and across regional Victoria there is a jobs boom. This
is no accident. Our government is investing in roads,
rail, schools and hospitals across the state. We are also
backing industry through our Regional Jobs Fund and
by slashing payroll tax for regional businesses in last
year’s budget and again in this year’s budget. This jobs
growth is not an accident when you invest $8.5 billion
in regional and rural Victoria over three budgets and
$4.3 billion in this year’s budget. In the past three and
half years close to 60 000 jobs have been created in
regional Victoria, and around 80 per cent of those are
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full time. That is 11 times the number of jobs that were
created under the period of the former government
between 2010 and 2014 when those opposite hit the
pause button on Victoria and particularly regional
Victoria.
But our government is backing all types of industries in
every part of our state. I am particularly pleased to take
this opportunity to announce that through the Regional
Jobs Fund the Andrews Labor government is backing a
$2 million refurbishment and recommissioning of the
Mildura abattoir facility. Our government has worked
with Meatco over a number of years to secure the
overall project, which will create 80 new jobs and
generate exports of up to $32 million per annum.
Construction of the facility is underway, and Meatco
expects to be operational in the coming months. Meatco
plans to process 4000 goats and 2000 sheep per week at
the reopened Mildura facility, with carcasses to be
supplied directly to Cedar Meats in Brooklyn for
export.

Auslan training
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(09:47) — I rise to update the house on the funding
boost provided to Auslan training in regional Victoria
by the Andrews Labor government. For the first time
people in regional Victoria will be able to study Auslan
qualifications up to diploma level without having to
travel to Melbourne, thanks to a new TAFE-led project
funded by this government. Recently I announced that
an additional $2.5 million funding boost would be
available to enable Melbourne Polytechnic to use the
latest digital technology to deliver certificate and
diploma courses to more than 400 additional students
across Victoria. This funding boost means more people
will have access to Auslan training in more locations,
particularly in regional Victoria.
Melbourne Polytechnic is the sole provider of
government-subsidised Auslan accredited training and
leads the Victorian Auslan Training Consortium, with
key partners Vicdeaf, deafConnectEd and Monash and
La Trobe universities. The Andrews government has
also cleared the way for Victorians wishing to
undertake both the diploma of Auslan and the diploma
of interpreting Auslan streams by removing eligibility
barriers for those aspiring to undertake the critical work
of Auslan interpreting. It is particularly pleasing that
enrolments in Auslan courses have reached historical
highs in recent years. This is a testament to the
collaborative work of the Victorian Auslan Training
Consortium led by Melbourne Polytechnic.
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We are making the investments needed to improve
access to education and training for all Victorians
regardless of where they live and their personal
circumstances. The record of this government in
relation to ensuring that all Victorians have access to
high-quality education and training represents a major
achievement of this government.

Horticulture industry
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Regional
Development) (09:49) — I am very pleased to inform
the house about the Andrews Labor government’s
commitment to boosting innovation in Victoria’s
horticulture industry. Victoria’s horticulture industry is
worth $2.4 billion a year, and it is underpinned by a
world-class reputation for providing premium quality,
safe and clean products. Our support through the
$1 million Horticulture Innovation Fund promised
before the last election helps grower businesses test and
adapt new technologies to boost production, export to
new markets and broaden the range of products sold
overseas.
Today I am pleased to announce six further projects to
be supported with grants totalling $270 330. They
include a grant to Monash University to evaluate the
commercial use of a new polycarbonate for
vegetable-protected cropping to improve production
and quality, a grant to Apple and Pear Australia Ltd for
new software to reduce barriers for the
commercialisation and adoption of the difference of
absorbance meter for improved fruit quality and a grant
to the Barengi Gadjin Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation to support the investigation of crop
pollination by native bees to address production
efficiencies within native foods. There are two grants to
the Australian Wine Research Institute, one to develop
water budgeting and canopy management tools to assist
the wine industry to adapt to a changing climate and the
other to improve management options for
smoke-tainted wines including testing commercial
remediation options. The sixth grant is to Nursery and
Garden Industry Victoria to support the development of
a weed control information package for the
management of nursery weeds.
Since the launch of the fund in 2015 a total of
11 horticulture projects across Victoria have been
successful, with grants totalling $511 048. Projects
already underway are conducted by a range of
organisations and businesses, including the Victorian
Seed Potato Authority, Integrity Fruit Pty Ltd, the Plant
Biosecurity CRC, Agropraisals Pty Ltd, AD and
VR Henry, and the Australian Table Grape Association.
More information about this program and the projects
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can be found on the Agriculture Victoria website, and I
encourage members to let their communities know that
applications for the Horticulture Innovation Fund are
currently open and close on 30 January 2019. I would
like to congratulate all those who have received a grant.
It is always wonderful to receive updates on how these
projects are going. It certainly confirms for me that the
level of innovation we have in our Victorian
horticulture industry is world-class.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Heathmont College
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (09:51) — Last
week I was very pleased to catch up with the principal,
teachers and others at Heathmont College to talk to
them about recent funding towards Heathmont College
for a new competition-grade basketball stadium and
gym. Part of that funding will go towards a wellness
centre. The conversations I had with the principal,
Johanna Walker, and others is that this wellness centre
will service a large part of Maroondah where there are a
number of sporting associations and facilities. They will
all come together, along with Maroondah City Council,
to produce something. I think that will actually be a
first. I congratulate the Heathmont community, the
school and also Maroondah council for looking at
facilities that I think are very much needed.

Federal budget
Mr LEANE — I do not want to be all negative
about yesterday’s federal budget. I think the
$1.57 billion for the north-east link is a fantastic thing. I
think Malcolm Turnbull is thumbing his nose at his
state Liberal counterparts, but that is something for
them to deal with. But I do not know why Tories
always want to cut TAFE. I do not know why Tories
are the natural enemies of TAFE, and it is a shame.
Shame on them.

Live sheep export
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (09:54) — I
would like to make a statement on the current state of
the live sheep export trade to the Middle East. I have
long been a strong advocate of the live export trade and
understand the importance of that market to sheep
farmers in Victoria. I have had three tours to the Persian
Gulf on live sheep carriers and have seen firsthand the
care and welfare of the sheep on board. I fiercely
defended the trade as president of the livestock group of
the Victorian Farmers Federation (VFF) and again as
president of the VFF and as a sheep farmer through the
period when animal activists threatened the trade with
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their illegal actions and threats to the biosecurity of
animals.
I have worked feverishly with the live export industry,
the Australian Veterinary Association and the RSPCA
to improve the animal welfare codes for live export and
advised the Howard government through the Cormo
Express crisis in 2003, where a sheep ship was rejected
to unload at a Middle East port due to a spat between
the ruling princes. That culminated in the Keniry
livestock export review, which set the Australian
standards for the export of livestock.
The latest vision of the treatment of sheep on a live
sheep carrier, the Awassi Express, owned by Emanuel
Exports and managing director Graham Daws, with the
overcrowding of sheep in pens and the poor ventilation
and high death rates, gives me no confidence that the
industry has improved the transport conditions of sheep
on sea or is adhering to the animal welfare codes, as it
promised it would do. I do congratulate the federal
minister for agriculture, David Littleproud, on stating
that this trade and specifically this shipment and
treatment of animals is totally unacceptable and that —
using his words — this is ‘bullshit’.
A department review has been triggered, given the high
mortality rate of over 2 per cent, and as part of that I am
supportive of the Australian Veterinary Association
review and conclusions that the live sheep export trade
at the very least should not be conducted during the
summer months of the Persian Gulf, May to October,
and the long-term position may well be a closing down
of the trade and farmers being able to replace the live
trade of Australia with processed sheep.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Ramsay.

Youth leadership
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (09:55) — I
had the great privilege of visiting Moreland Primary
School recently to speak to their grades 5 and 6 students
engaged in a project-based learning task to create their
own island country to learn about how societies
function. They were also asked to create a system of
government and were speaking to current politicians
about how our system works. Not surprisingly, they
asked about what it was like to be a politician, what
motivates and inspires people and how people get to
positions of leadership. They tossed up the pros and
cons of a constitutional monarchy versus a republic and
explored questions about how to create a system free
from undue influence and corruption.
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Just yesterday I also met a group of youth work
students from Victoria University touring Parliament to
learn about politics and social change, and a few days
before that I met with students from RMIT who were
exploring if politics was a career worth aspiring to. All
these young people, like the majority of young people,
have something big in common: they are passionate
and care about the future of their communities and the
planet. They want to take part in shaping issues like
climate change and housing affordability that will
impact young people for generations to come. They do
not often like what they see in our current parliaments:
pointscoring, bickering and short-sightedness. They
want to see their representatives being visionary and
compassionate.
Over the last two weeks we have seen state and federal
budgets that have largely ignored the plight of young
people. No wonder they often feel overlooked and turn
away from politics despite wanting to be a part of
changing the world. Our world would indeed be a better
place if these young people had more opportunities to
take part and indeed become our future politicians
sooner rather than later.

Northern Victoria Region infrastructure
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (09:57) — I rise to
speak on last week’s outstanding Andrews Labor
government budget. It was a Labor budget to its very
core. It delivered on schools, skills, education, jobs and
getting things done. I was particularly pleased to see the
continued investment in our schools. This budget is
delivering more in one year for school maintenance and
upgrades than those opposite spent in their entire term.
Cardross, Mildura West and Kerang primary schools
will all have significant upgrades this year. In fact I was
scheduled to visit Kerang Primary School next week,
but they are busy doing the ‘bricks and mortar’ training
to have input into the upgrade.
The budget is not just about numbers; it is about getting
things done. We have delivered on the Shepparton
education plan with $20.5 million. I was particularly
pleased to see the investment of $500 000 into
Ardmona Primary School; principal Jean Varty was
delighted. This will make a real difference to their
community. Ardmona may not have the greatest footy
team in the state, but they have a community to be
proud of and will have a school to be proud of at the
heart of that community.
Ms Lovell interjected.
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Mr GEPP — Ms Lovell should have done a better
service for this school in the years that she has been in
this place. She has neglected it for such a long time.

Federal budget
Mr GEPP — I also want to highlight this, as last
night our federal counterparts to those opposite refused
to fund the final year of the Gonski agreement. It will
cost Victoria $700 million. And they have given
absolutely no commitment to funding government
schools beyond 95 per cent of the school resource
standard, whilst funding non-government schools to the
full 100 per cent.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Gepp.

Federal budget
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (09:59) — I
want to make a contribution on the federal budget that
came down last night. I think it was a very good budget.
I certainly see the merit of many of the tax proposals,
and I think a flatter and fairer tax system has many
merits. More importantly, today I want to make a
contribution about the infrastructure announcements for
Victoria and to compliment Malcolm Turnbull, Paul
Fletcher and Michael McCormack on the
announcements that provide a historic level of
infrastructure funding into Victoria.
This includes the important $5 billion held aside for the
airport rail link, which is a critical link for Victoria, and
the previously announced regional rail revival money,
fourteen-fifteenths of which is federal money and not in
fact state money importantly. I note the important
announcement for Baxter in the $225 million that is
being set aside for the Baxter extension of the railway
line. I compliment Chris Crewther and Michael Lamb
for their advocacy for that important project, and Neil
Burgess in the Assembly and Donna Bauer as well.
Almost half a billion dollars has been set aside for the
Monash corridor, providing important transport into
that corridor.
This counterposes the wasteful approach of the
government here, where even good projects are
mismanaged and massively over budget. The obvious
example is the Level Crossing Removal Authority,
which is now more than $3 billion over budget on its
level crossing removal projects. Nothing stops the
responsibility to run projects on budget and on time.
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Anzac Day

Mother’s Day

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) (10:01) — I
recently had the great privilege to attend several Anzac
events in Greece. On Anzac Day, 25 April, I attended
and laid a wreath at the annual Anzac Day service at the
Athens Phaleron War Cemetery. This service was
organised by the Australian embassy in Greece. Also in
attendance were Richard Dalla-Riva and Kim Wells
from the other place, as well as former minister John
Pandazopoulos and Steve Georganas, MP, from South
Australia, representing the Australian Parliament.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(10:03) — I just wish to take the opportunity to wish all
our mothers and grandmothers a very happy Mother’s
Day for the forthcoming Sunday. I have had great
delight in joining a number of communities in
celebration of this important day, including the
community of Our Lady Help of Christian Catholic
Churches of Narre Warren, who had a very big shindig
the other night to celebrate Mother’s Day, as well as the
Druze community, a wonderful group of women who
indeed espouse all of the very best about our mothers.
Two quotes come to mind. The first is, ‘A mother is not
a person to lean on although often is, but a great mother
is a person who makes leaning unnecessary’. And
Jackie Onassis once said, ‘If you bungle raising your
children, I don’t think whatever else you do matters
very much’. I would also like to take the opportunity to
wish my own mother a very happy Mother’s Day on
Sunday.

Over 100 dignitaries, including the Minister for
National Defence of the Hellenic Republic, the Chief of
the Hellenic National Defence general staff and
ambassadors and deputy heads from 15 countries,
including New Zealand, the United Kingdom, the
United States of America, Ireland, France, Canada,
Italy, Pakistan, Turkey, Germany, Hungary, Greece and
Australia, were in attendance. Many other organisations
and individuals also attended the ceremony. Lee
Tarlamis led the Australian delegation from
Melbourne’s Lemnos Gallipoli Commemorative
Committee, which included Deb Stewart, the
granddaughter of Sister Evelyn Hutt, who served on
Lemnos in 1915. In her address Kate Logan, the
Australian ambassador to Greece, emphasised the
Anzac connection to Greece which began with the role
Lemnos played in 1915.
On 20 April I attended and laid a wreath at the
unveiling of a new memorial on Lemnos
commemorating the Australian pier near Mudros. This
pier has great significance to Australia as it was built by
Australian soldiers and engineers in March 1915 as part
of the transformation of the island into the advanced
base for the Gallipoli campaign. The proposal to build
this memorial grew out of research conducted by
historian Jim Claven, secretary of the Lemnos Gallipoli
Commemorative Committee. The memorial was
partially funded by the Victorian government. The
creation of the Lemnos Gallipoli Heritage Trail was
announced at this event by Melbourne’s Lemnos
Gallipoli Commemorative Committee and the
Prefecture of the Northern Aegean. This trail will assist
Australians to walk in the footsteps of their forebears
who came to Lemnos over 100 years ago.
This year the Victorian government has provided $5000
in much-needed assistance to Mudros Senior College
on Lemnos. This school has actively —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Mr Eideh. That
one was at least 20 seconds over.

Ramadan
Mrs PEULICH — Ramadan is approaching —
16 May through to 14 June — and many members of
Parliament will be invited to take part in events. I want
to wish the Islamic community all the very best for
Ramadan and say Ramadan Mubarak.

Sheikh Al-Afifi
Mrs PEULICH — I also had the opportunity to join
the Islamic community at a reception for the recently
appointed Grand Mufti of Australia, and indeed it was a
great opportunity to join them in celebration of the first
Victorian to be appointed as the Grand Mufti. I would
like to take the opportunity to congratulate
Sheikh Al-Afifi on his appointment following years of
work at the Al-Taqwa Islamic College in Truganina. He
holds the view that religious leadership and the
development of a strong moral framework to guide
individuals, families and communities, especially our
young people, are critically important to our
communities and nation, and I am sure he will do a
sterling job.

Cape Paterson Surf Life Saving Club
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (10:05) — I rise
today to congratulate the Cape Paterson Surf Life
Saving Club. Its president, Dean Manns, along with
other advocates, including Kate McLaughlin, have
done so much to be able to secure funding totalling
$3.2 million from the Andrews Labor government,
alongside $500 000 from Bass Coast Shire Council and
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an incredible $800 000 raised by the local community.
It was wonderful to see Mark ‘Doogs’ Legg, Kate and
so many other life members at the club to announce this
additional $1 million grant to enable this new facility to
be built after years of advocacy.

Wonthaggi Secondary College
Ms SHING — It was absolutely brilliant to see the
first sod turned at the new Wonthaggi Secondary
College — the $32.5 million new build. It has been
waiting for decades and languishing under local
members who have done nothing to deliver for the area.
It is great to see that finally students will have a place
that matches the effort and the endeavour of both the
school community and the teachers and staff, and also
to see that there will be highball facilities on site that
will make this into a real community hub.

TAFE funding
Ms SHING — It has been an absolute breath of
fresh air to deliver more than $60 million in TAFE
capital funding for Gippsland, including a new campus
at Federation Training’s Morwell location, as well as a
new build at the port of Sale. For all of their sound and
fury, The Nationals and the Liberals simply do not care
about TAFE. They do not deliver, and this is as evident
as anything when we look at the figures delivered in
last night’s federal budget. On the other hand we have
delivered, and delivered in record amounts, not just for
Gippsland but for TAFE students all over the state.

Budget
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (10:07) —
Treasurer Tim Pallas and Premier Daniel Andrews can
try to con their way to the next election by throwing
dollars around like confetti hoping that Victorians will
either forget or forgive their rorting ways and the litany
of failures of this government. Victorians know only
too well that it is this government that has wasted
billions of dollars in projects; has introduced 12 new
taxes and increased taxes; has seen a blowout in public
sector wages costing Victorian taxpayers billions of
dollars; has had a litany of scandals that have plagued
the cabinet and the backbench; has been beholden to
left-wing ideology in so many areas of government
administration; and has had one of the most militant
unions make unrealistic and costly demands to the
highest levels of government, with Daniel Andrews
succumbing to being a puppet of the highly contentious
Peter Marshall. Victorians have never felt less safe, and
of course there is the culture of systematic rorting by
Labor MPs.
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It should make Tim Pallas blush that while he has had
the privilege of being Victoria’s Treasurer he has had
the good fortune of the port sale, had an increase in
GST returns, received $2 billion for the sale of Snowy
Hydro and received record stamp duty as Melbourne’s
property market booms. Even with that economic
fortune, the cost of living for Victorians is rising and
life is becoming harder for families. Electricity and gas
bills are soaring, all due to the ideologically driven
agenda this left-wing government presides over. Who
in their right mind would shut down a significant power
generator without any contingency plan? Daniel
Andrews did. Who in their right mind would not use
the abundance of natural resources, such as gas, to
assist in driving down household and business costs?
Daniel Andrews again refuses to do so. Victorians need
to return to safe and sensible government by voting out
this rorting government led by Daniel Andrews and by
voting in the Liberals and Nationals led by Matthew
Guy.

Wangaratta drug rehabilitation services
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (10:08) — Like
some of my colleagues today I want to make a
contribution on the fantastic Andrews Labor
government’s budget that was delivered last week. I can
say that wherever you live in northern Victoria, it is a
Labor budget that delivers on the things that matter:
skills, jobs, education, better roads and better transport.
It has gone down really, really well in my electorate.
What I would like to focus on today is something that I
am particularly proud of and something that has been
very much welcomed by the Wangaratta and north-east
community, and that is a 30-bed alcohol and other
drugs residential rehabilitation centre to be built in
Wangaratta. In last year’s budget we announced
funding for land acquisition, and we have spent the last
12 months identifying appropriate sites for the
construction of those facilities in regional Victoria.
Given the people of Wangaratta’s passion for
addressing the blight of drugs in their community and
their willingness to open their arms to those affected, I
always thought that Wangaratta was the best
community for this centre. It is also really well placed
geographically to service much of north-east Victoria.
The centre has been welcomed by the community. I
would like to say thank you to the newspaper. They
have written about drug issues in a really sensitive way
with a focus on health, and I think that has led to a good
response to this announcement. I would also like to
thank the Wangaratta local drug action team and
Wangaratta North East Family Support for their
commitment in this space.
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Debate resumed from 7 March; motion of
Mr Davis:
That this house —
(1) in accordance with standing order 11.01, requires the
Leader of the Government to table by 2.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 27 March 2018, a copy of all documents in
full, signed by or on behalf of the government of
Victoria, concerned with or relating to the West Gate
tunnel project, including but not limited to —
(a) the West Gate tunnel project agreement without
redactions;
(b) any other contract, agreement or treaty signed by
the current government of Victoria with
Transurban PL or any member of the Transurban
WGT Co Pty Ltd consortium which seeks to vary,
change or alter the tolling arrangements, time
periods, charges, indexation or other tolling matter
under the Melbourne City Link Act 1995 or which
would seek to later vary tolling arrangements under
the Melbourne City Link Act 1995; and
(2) notes that, pursuant to section 15(3) of the Melbourne
City Link Act 1995, either house of the Parliament may
revoke a variation of the agreement.

Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (10:10) — I
rise to continue to speak on this motion for the
production of documents on the West Gate tunnel. It
was commenced in a previous sitting week. I should
say that the context of this is that on the same day it
commenced, a motion to revoke planning approvals for
the West Gate tunnel project was carried, noting that on
the very next day the government gazetted an
amendment that was identical to the one this chamber
had revoked —
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arrangements, which require revocation or disallowance
to occur through both chambers. But this act is quite
specific: either chamber is allowed to disallow a
variation within six days of its tabling.
The sad thing here is the government has not provided
those documents in full. Some of the West Gate tunnel
project agreement documents have been put on a
government website — in fact they were put there in
the week between Christmas and new year — but there
are very significant redactions from those documents.
The point I make here is that not only are the
documents I seek documents that should be in the
public arena in the public interest as a matter of course
but importantly the chamber actually has a duty to
scrutinise those documents under the Melbourne City
Link Act 1995 and make a decision as to whether it will
disallow those variations or not. It cannot do that
without those documents being made available in full.
I should say that with a normal documents motion these
documents would be in the public interest, but there is
this added and important duty of the chamber, and that I
believe defeats any request by the government for
cabinet-in-confidence exemptions. It also defeats any
request by the government for
commercial-in-confidence exemptions. It is very clear
that commercial-in-confidence is actually not a general
exemption from the documents powers of the
Parliament, which have been well understood to be the
powers of the House of Commons in 1856. The case
law behind it is also absolutely clear. In particular the
Sydney Water case, which went to the High Court,
made extremely clear the Parliament’s powers to
demand documents and indeed to mete out penalties for
those who might obstruct the provision of documents to
the Parliament.

Mr Finn — Contempt of Parliament.
Mr DAVIS — It was an extraordinary contempt of
the Parliament.
But leaving that aside, the substance of this motion
specifically is quite narrow but very important. It is a
motion that seeks a series of documents that relate to
the tolling deed variations and all of the related
documents and analyses around those documents. The
chamber has an important role under the Melbourne
City Link Act 1995 whereby with those documents and
variations of toll arrangements either chamber alone
can disallow the arrangements in those toll variations.
The act is quite specific: it requires the government to
table documents within six days — and the government
has not done that — but then it allows a further six days
for either chamber alone to disallow a variation. This is
in contradistinction, as it were, to the EastLink tolling

I am putting those points on the public record here now
because it is actually quite important. The legal
opinions that this chamber obtained in the 2006 to 2010
parliaments from very significant constitutional lawyers
also back up those powers and make clear that the
chambers have those powers — the powers of the
House of Commons in 1856 to demand persons and
documents and to mete out penalties to obtain them if
required. But I would hope that with the passage of this
documents motion the government will see it actually
has a duty to provide those documents and put them
into the public domain, one, and particularly to provide
them to the chamber. That would put the chamber in a
position to look at the detail of the tolling arrangements.
What is the variation in the deed worth to Transurban?
Nobody fully knows that; we do know it is worth an
extraordinary amount. Just to put on the record what is

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

COUNCIL

known about the variation, the current arrangement
proposed by the government would see the tolls on the
existing CityLink roads — not the new road that has
been funded in part by this but the existing roads, such
as the Tullamarine Freeway, the M1 and the tunnels —
increase by 4.25 per cent each year in an escalator over
10 years. That is a compounding arrangement, so I
make that 52 per cent in very simple compound
arithmetic. If you take $100, you will have $152 after a
few years on that kind of escalator. There is no way that
the CPI will be anywhere near that rate, so this huge
windfall for Transurban is the backbone of the
government’s deal here on this West Gate tunnel.
It will hit those who use the CityLink project —
businesses, small businesses and particularly families
who use it regularly. This will mean thousands of
dollars a year for many families in an extra hit on their
family budgets. It is a tax by another name; it will have
a huge impact on those families. If you use the
CityLink project twice a day, to and from work, and
you do that five days a week, you will pay this massive
escalator. If you use it on the tunnel, if you use it on the
M1 — you might come from Cranbourne; you might
drive to the airport to work — you will be clobbered
with the full distance of that. You will make those toll
contributions but you will derive no benefit from it
whatsoever.
This is not actually paying for the toll road that you use,
which is a principle that I think most people have some
reasonable sympathy for; this is actually paying for a
toll road that you do not use. You could be coming in
from Cranbourne to the city and you will be clobbered
on the way in and on the way out five days a week. You
might even come in for the football on the weekend,
noting that they are going to disconnect the MCG from
Richmond station; you will not be able to go direct to
Richmond anymore under the government’s new
transport arrangements when the new tunnel is
completed. But leaving that as a simple aside, the point
is that this massive increase in tolls deserves to be fully
scrutinised, it deserves to be in the public domain and it
deserves to be in front of the chamber, as does the new
city access charge that is also part of this arrangement
from the government. These all need to be in the public
domain, and they all ought to be before the chamber so
that it can exercise its statutory rights and obligations
under the Melbourne City Link Act 1995.
I should state that given the lapsing of time we need to
amend the delivery date, and I propose to circulate an
amendment if possible. I move:
In paragraph (1), omit the words ‘Tuesday, 27 March’ —
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obviously that date has passed —
and insert in their place ‘Tuesday, 22 May’.

With the chamber’s good grace I seek to make that
amendment to the motion. I do not imagine people have
an objection to making it temporally sensible in the
sense that debate has continued past the relevant date.
With those small number of words I reserve any right to
very briefly speak later. This is at heart a simple,
straightforward documents motion, but in this case it
has the added point that the chamber under the
Melbourne City Link Act has a responsibility to look at
these toll deed variations and make a decision on the
basis of the information before it, and it needs to be
before it in full to enable it to make those decisions.
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (10:20) — I
rise to speak to this motion. This motion is not just
about secret documents; it is about how confident we
the Victorian community can be that the government’s
number one priority is in fact the public good.
Governments need to make difficult decisions about
setting priorities, and we expect them to make big calls
and have the courage to make determinations on how
the public will be best served with the finite resources
and public funds at hand. Their relationship with the
Victorian community, like any strong relationship,
needs to be based on mutual trust and respect.
The government needs to maintain our public
confidence by taking us with it on decisions it makes in
our name and using our public funds that are shaping
the city we live in. It is completely unreasonable for
Labor to ask the public to trust it to make decisions on
our behalf without first allowing us to be fully informed
of the rationale and implications of those decisions. It
has given us the business case but it has blacked out
key sections. It has given us some traffic modelling but
left out the Allard report on what was wrong with that
modelling. It has given us the contract with Transurban
but critically left out how much of our public money it
signs away. Given we are going into an election, given
that Labor is asking for another term in government and
with the east–west link debacle still fresh in recent
memory it is completely unreasonable that the Andrews
government keeps these West Gate toll road projects
from us.
So what is the situation that makes it so necessary to
even have this motion? There are three players in this
tragic love triangle: the Labor government, its friends at
Transurban and us, the people of Victoria. Victorians
went to the polls in 2014 and elected this government
on the promise that Labor would be faithful to our
needs. Labor had valiantly proved itself to us by
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backing angered and activated communities against the
disastrous east–west link, putting the public good first.
But in 2015 Transurban said to the Labor government,
‘You need a massive road toll’, and Labor, with a few
ex-Labor advisers coincidently on Transurban’s
payroll, said to the people, ‘It’s just what you’ve always
needed’. And the people said, ‘Really?’. The Andrews
government wrote a business case to explain to us just
how much we need this toll road, although by the Labor
government’s own modelling the West Gate tunnel will
be gridlocked within 10 years of being built.
I have seen this suspect behaviour before in my career
as a public servant — when politicians pick a solution,
seduced by ego or misplaced loyalties, and proceed to
reverse-engineer justification for it. All of a sudden any
logic or evidence base becomes inconvenient, as is
proper public consultation. The Andrews government
finally released a heavily redacted version of the
business case in November 2015. The Greens took the
government to VCAT to find exactly what was behind
those blacked-out sections but the Andrews
government said, ‘No, no, no, no. No need for people to
read that’.
The Andrews government hired transport expert John
Allard to do an independent review of the traffic
projections used to justify the West Gate tunnel, but it
did not like what he had to say so it kept that report
secret too. William McDougall, a senior transport
engineer, was removed from assessing the West Gate
tunnel project when he personally raised his concerns
with the Treasurer, Tim Pallas. Mr McDougall has
since stated on the public record that justification for
the project is:
… based on flawed traffic modelling and cost-benefit
analysis …

That quote is from the Age of 13 August 2017.
At what I imagine would have been some considerable
personal cost, given that his job and future work
prospects were on the line, Mr McDougall was
compelled to get this frank and fearless expert advice to
the public. So we have grounds to seek the full picture,
to work through all the documents related to this toll
road project and make up our own minds. Of course
Transurban thinks that this West Gate tunnel project is
great. And even though last December the government
signed a contract with Transurban, it still matters that
the people of Victoria have not had a say in it.
This mega toll road has not been approved by
Parliament. This mega toll road has not been to an
election. And communities across Melbourne are yet to
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be satisfied that the government’s deal with Transurban
will not cause more problems for us than they claim it
solves. Resident groups have formed within impacted
communities, and highly respected urban planning
experts, transport engineers and health academics have
taken a good hard look at the proposed project, and
together we have eked out what we could about this
mega toll road and its true impact on our communities
and our city.
So what do we know so far about the West Gate
tunnel? We know it will not solve truck and congestion
problems in the west. We know it will funnel more
cars, rather than move people, into and around an
already congested CBD. We know the proposal does
not have the support of this Parliament. We know that
communities across Melbourne are concerned that it
will cause more problems, entrench car dependence and
shift, rather than solve, pollution and congestion
problems across and around our great city. It certainly
has not been backed by any evidence-based,
thought-through, integrated, future-focused plan for
Melbourne’s transport system. In fact Transurban’s toll
road will impact our chances of ever being able to
move people in masses across our great city with ease
and comfort on frequent, reliable, world-class public
transport. That is being surrendered to a tolling
company whose business model profits from
congestion. This is perverse.
No transport or urban planner, no health expert, no
local community and no-one who knows a thing or two
about protecting and improving quality of life in a city
like ours wants this West Gate tunnel. Put simply, it is
an expensive mistake and just not how anyone goes
about servicing a growing city. How much would the
people of Victoria need to pay if this road or the toll
extension does not go ahead? Labor is not telling. How
much of our public money has the Labor government
signed away without our informed consent? We do not
know, but we suspect it is in the billions. And where
does this Labor government get off underwriting the
profitability of Transurban with public money?
The Greens are backing this call for the release of the
West Gate tunnel project documents because the
Andrews government needs to come clean. The release
of the documents in full before November is critical for
us to return the power to the Victorian community to
determine whether this government can be trusted. The
secrecy and avoidance of scrutiny is an affront to our
democracy and Labor’s responsibility to transparent
and honest governance. Victorians need to know what
deals were made and are apparently being honoured in
our name. It was wrong when the former Liberal
government did this to us with the east–west link, and it
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is wrong now that the Labor government is doing this
to us.
A 20-minute city, where people can get around where
they need to go in 20 minutes, is within our grasp
within a generation, but for us to dream big and solve
our transport woes for good, the government needs to
do the right thing by Victorians and share how it came
to commit us to this $6.7 billion mega road project. The
Andrews government need to provide Victorians with
all of the information we need to make a sober
assessment about whether this is in fact a project we
need, whether it has been well thought through,
whether it is worth giving up a mass transport
Melbourne for, whether it will serve us well for
generations and whether they can be trusted with the
future of our city.
The Greens are seeing the balance of power as a real
and possible outcome of the November election.
Everyone here can take this as an indication of how we
expect this relationship to work. If you believe a project
is what the people of Victoria need — not the
corporations, not the politicians, but the actual
people — you should be able and willing to stand up
and defend it. Show us your maths and your
assumptions and prove you have done this in our
interests. Especially in this house of scrutiny, in our role
as the house of review, we need access to all those
documents in order to hold this toll road proposal up to
the light.
On behalf of all those Victorians who are yet to be
convinced, despite your heavy public relations
campaign, mind you, we need to determine if this toll
road is anything approximating what the people of
Victoria need. If you ignore the public’s right to know,
you erode public trust in this place. The Andrews
government’s refusal to release these documents
relating to the West Gate tunnel toll road project is a
blight on our democracy.
And for future communities and future governments of
Victoria, speaking as a past dedicated public servant,
the secrecy of these documents keeps us from learning
all there is to know about the true implications of
projects like this so that we do not make the same
mistakes over again. That contract between the Labor
government and Transurban says that if the road does
not go ahead because it is stopped — say, by
democracy — Transurban will be compensated. It says,
even though Transurban was meant to hand CityLink
back to the public in 2035, that it can keep charging us
to use the road until 2045. It says that if this tolling
extension is blocked — say, by the public will —
Transurban will also be compensated. In other words,
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the government is saying to Victorians that if things do
not work out for Transurban, we will have to foot the
bill.
This motion is ultimately about ensuring that
democracy, not vested corporate interests, shapes our
city. The Greens will be supporting this motion because
we believe in open and transparent government and the
public’s right to know what decisions are being made in
our name.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (10:30) — I
also rise to speak on this motion. I note, however, that
the government will not be opposing the motion, for the
simple reason that what the motion seeks are
documents in relation to the contract and various
documents regarding the West Gate tunnel. The fact is
that all of the documents this motion seeks are already
out there in the public domain.
The real purpose of this motion is not what it actually
says and not what the words are trying to say. There is
only one intention. This motion was put by the Liberal
opposition and supported by the Greens to further
frustrate the construction and delivery of the West Gate
tunnel project. That is the only reason this motion has
been put before this house. Remember that this motion,
along with the revocation motion, was put before this
house some months ago. Let us be clear about it. It is
not about searching for information and it is not about
searching to scrutinise a contract while singing the
song, ‘We are putting the lives of Victorians at the
forefront, we care about the cost, we care about this, we
care about that and we are the champions of
consultation’ — please, spare me that. This motion is
not about that. This motion is about further trying to
stop progress. It is no different from the revocation
motion which was put before this house to put workers
out of jobs.
Fortunately the project has gone ahead, the project is
actually going full steam ahead, so it does not matter
how many stunts you want to pull in this place. This
project is going ahead, it is going full steam and it will
be delivered to Victorians by 2022. Whether you like it
or not it will be delivered, and I am proud to stand here
and support this project and support the work by the
Andrews Labor government and by the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety, Luke Donnellan, who had the
vision to deliver a project that Western Metropolitan
Region desperately needs. Geelong desperately needs
it, Ballarat desperately needs it and even Bendigo needs
it. If we look at the whole western part of Victoria, it
desperately needs a second river crossing and widening
of the West Gate Bridge to six lanes each way, giving
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us another access to the port and another access to
CityLink.
Now, I know there is an argument, but I am not sure if
it is an argument about which way we fund the project,
because I am a bit confused. At one stage they said,
‘We don’t want the project to go ahead’, full stop. They
tried to stop the environment effects statement last time,
and now we are arguing about what is the best method
to pay for the project. So I am a bit confused. You are
either supporting the project —
Ms Truong interjected.
Mr MELHEM — At least the Greens are honest
and up-front about it, basically saying they do not want
it, full stop, and I respect them for that. That is fair
enough; at least you are clearly saying you do not want
it, full stop. But I am not sure what the other side are
arguing about. One minute they want to stop the
project, the next minute they are saying, ‘We’re not
sure about the contract you have got with Transurban’.
The contract with Transurban — you pioneered that
model with the Tullamarine widening. You pioneered
that. Part of that contract, the 4.5 per cent adjustment,
was quoted by Mr Davis. That was your idea as part of
the Tullamarine widening.
Mr Davis interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Sure, we can have a debate. You
wanted to have a debate about the West Gate tunnel,
and we have got the 2022 date by the way because it
has to be subject to a separate piece of legislation that
will have to come before the Parliament in relation to a
variation to the current Melbourne CityLink Act 1995
to extend the contract by a further 10 years. That debate
will be had in the next three years. We would like it
dealt with today, but basically that will be dealt with
and there will be a debate about whether or not the state
will pay for the construction and delivery of the project
in full, so there would be no tolling, or whether or not
to adopt the current proposition that was put by the
Andrews Labor government to extend CityLink. All
this information is not secret; it is out there. It was put
out to public scrutiny for a long, long time, and there
will be debate about whether or not for the whole of
CityLink including the West Gate tunnel there will be
an extension of 10 years, taking into account the
Tullamarine widening, which was commissioned under
the previous government. Mind you that is the only
project that was commissioned under the previous
government. That would be a model where we extend
the whole system by 10 years.
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There is a third option, and I have not heard you
arguing on that. When you are building a toll road you
have got to pay for it somehow. There are two ways
you can pay for infrastructure. You either pay it from
the taxpayers, basically from the Department of
Treasury and Finance, or you build a toll road. They
normally are similar cost projects that cost about
$5 billion or $6 billion, and you would be looking at a
toll for somewhere between 25 and 35 years if you look
at some of the similar projects like EastLink, CityLink
and so forth. Yes, a proposition was put and that was
another option, but the option the government is
proposing, which I think is the right option, is basically
combining the Tullamarine widening project and the
West Gate tunnel project as one, which means
extending CityLink by 10 years.
The interesting thing — talking about the opposition —
is the hypocrisy from the other side in putting motion
after motion about documentation. I was here for
18 months as part of the last Parliament, and I recall
when the Greens party tried to put document motions to
seek documentation from the other side. In the response
from Mr Davis, who was then Leader of the
Government in this place in the 57th Parliament, he did
not agree to a single motion. He opposed every single
motion.
Mr Davis — That is a lie.
Mr MELHEM — You want to talk about the
east–west link? When we sought documentation, how
many pages was it? I think it was about three or four
pages that were put out about the business case. With
this particular project there is a 10 000-page
environmental impact statement that was released in
2017, and the actual business case, the full business
case, was released earlier than for any other project and
was subject to a lot of public hearings.
Ms Truong — It was redacted.
Mr MELHEM — Yes, some information was
taken out, and you will do that in any contract. The
Greens probably do not know much about it, but there
are some areas where it is commercial in confidence,
where you want to protect the interests of the state and
businesses. In some areas some parts will be blackened,
will be taken out of the contract, for
commercial-in-confidence matters. That is not
uncommon. It is very common in business. When
people are bidding for something, you do not want to
tell all the bidders what everybody else is doing
because you will not be able to get the best price,
because if you have got five bidders for a product you
want to get from them they will all put the same price
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and you do not have competitive bidding. So therefore
there is certain information that, yes, will be taken out,
but the important stuff is out there and most of the
information you are talking about is already in the
public domain. You can google it on the internet, so
there is no secret.
Ms Truong interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Well, that is the question. Maybe
you should actually recognise it in the motion and say,
‘It’s not enough. We want more. We’ve got 99 per cent,
and we want that extra 1 per cent’. You are not
supporting the project anyway, so it does not matter
how much information we give you. Your position is
not going to change.
The problem with this motion is that it is another tactic
by the opposition to further delay the project, but the
good news is that the government is determined not to
delay the delivery of this project. Over 1200 people as
we speak today are working on the project. There is
significant progress taking place to dig the portion on
Whitehall Street, awaiting the arrival of the boring
machine to start digging the tunnel. Preparation to
widen the West Gate Freeway is progressing really
well. Fences have been put up so construction can start.
That is progressing very well. We have got seven piling
rigs on the site already, and more will be arriving this
week.
I am not sure what else we can do, because I have not
heard a single word from the opposition saying, ‘If you
give us all these documents, we will actually support
the project’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — No, I have already dealt with
you. You might need to go to reading school. There are
tens of thousands of documents already on the website,
including the contract.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Mr Finn, do not talk about dodgy
deals. We will talk about your dodgy deal on Good
Friday. Do not lecture me about dodgy deals. We had a
deal with you on Good Friday, and what did you do?
On the most sacred day you broke that deal, didn’t you?
You are an absolute disgrace. Do not lecture me about
dodgy deals. You talk about dodgy, you are the biggest
one in this house.
Let us go back to the benefits of this project. One of the
big benefits of this project is getting trucks off our
roads. That is one of the biggest benefits. The Greens
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party, including Colleen Hartland, the former member,
along with many other organisations and I were
advocating very strongly to ban trucks from residential
streets. This project is going to do exactly that. It is
going to deliver permanent bans of trucks on
Somerville Road, Francis Street, Hyde Street and many
streets where it is going to be a permanent ban. It is
going to deliver that outcome. Mr Finn talked about
Millers Road. Yes, I get it. There are about 30 or
40 houses on Millers Road that will be affected. But
guess what? At least I do not play politics. I am
up-front with people. Yes, there are going to be more
trucks on Millers Road. We will be spending our time
talking to the 30 or 40 affected residents on Millers
Road to work through that issue.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Do not come back with
nonsense. This state needs leadership, not politics. You
are just playing politics. This project is going to
improve travel times for the people in the west and
Geelong.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MELHEM — Well, I tell you what — I keep
hearing from my right here — what we will do is ban
cars. It is simple. Let us ban cars. I think we should put
a bill in this house that says we do not use cars or trucks
on roads in Victoria. Let us ban them all. I would like to
see the opposition and the Greens party put a motion
for legislation to ban cars in Victoria. It is not going to
happen, is it?
Ms Truong interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Well, that is what you are saying.
Whether you like it or not, people still want to use cars
to travel from point A to point B. Now let us go back to
public transport, where there has been a massive
investment. The biggest investment in public transport
in the history of this state was delivered by the Andrews
Labor government, and I do not hear the Greens or the
opposition recognising and acknowledging that. If we
were just investing in roads and ignoring public
transport, I would accept the criticism, but that is not
the case here. We have massive investment in public
transport. Metro rail is actually happening in reality. It
is real. It is not about ‘We’re going to do it’, which is
what the previous government, the coalition, said. They
dreamed about it and said, ‘We might do it one day’.
We are actually doing it. We are putting in the money
to deliver the metro rail project, railway crossings and
new train stations.
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We are looking at a massive investment in the Geelong
fast rail and the duplication of the rail line between
Deer Park and Melton. This budget is looking at
phase 2 of the electrification of that line, so we are
actually putting massive investment into public
transport. It is not as though we are only focusing on
one single project, as the previous government decided
to do in the second half of their term — they sort of
decided to come up with the east–west link. We are
actually doing all of those. We are doing public
transport investment and also roads.
I go back to the reason why this motion has been put.
As I said, we are not opposing the documents motion.
The document is already out there in the public domain.
There are no secrets about what we are trying to do.
There is no secret. We did say what the cost of the
project is going to be like. Yes, it was modified when
the final project was agreed to. We are actually saying
how the project is going to be paid for, so that is no
secret at all. Even Mr Davis talked about the escalation.
For example, if the escalation was hidden you could say
it was something hidden; we actually put it all out there.
It is not a big secret. For example, some people may
argue about the grand prix or whatever and that we do
not know what the costs are going to look like or what
the costs are going to be every year. It is there; it is out
there. It is not like it is a big secret. I say: just go and
read the documentation. Just go and take the time.
Mr Finn — Give it to us and we will.
Mr MELHEM — It is there on the website. We
will download it for you. Do you want me to download
it for you?
Mr Finn — We will.
Mr MELHEM — I will download it for you, and
then you can go and read it. I will not read it for you.
You will probably get one of your staff to read it for
you if you are having difficulty reading, so they can do
that for you.
The design was the subject of a fair bit of consultation
about what was the best design we could come up with
to deliver the best possible outcome. It features
14 kilometres of new and upgraded walking and
cycling paths. That is another great benefit out of this
project. We had a missing link on this site in the west.
Now that is going to be completed and it is going to be
delivered as part of this project.
There are other areas, like industrial and other unused
land, in the inner west that will be transformed by the
project, with almost 9 hectares of new green spaces and
wetlands — and the Greens want to oppose that. That is
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another area we are looking at developing as part of this
project.
I talked about getting over 9000 trucks off our local
roads.
Ms Truong interjected.
Mr MELHEM — Well, yes. They have got to go
somewhere. I am sorry; they have got to go somewhere.
They have got to go to the warehouses in the western
suburbs. Maybe the other option, which has been
looked at, is we will have less trucks and we will have
more rails to basically cart these containers from
point A —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr MELHEM — That is another solution, but we
need to look at what is the solution today as well. At the
moment that is the solution, and the trucks have got to
go somewhere. They cannot simply disappear. We
cannot just ban them.
The other option is that if we have no trucks on roads
and no cars on roads, nothing moves. You cannot go to
work and you cannot deliver anything for industry if
you shut everything down. I am sorry; that is not an
option. Yes, it has to be a balance between rail and
road, and that is the balance we are trying to strike. I
think this government is working very hard to make
sure we have got that balance, and I think we have got
that balance. Yes, there is more to be done on roads and
on rail. More work will be done on the north-east link,
and that is another vital infrastructure project that needs
to be done. Mr Davis probably will have his notice of
motion next week about stopping this one as well.
More work needs to be done on the Melbourne Airport
rail link. I will be very pleased if the preferred route
will be via Sunshine. Sunshine will become a hub
connecting regional rail to the airport and also our
metro system. That is going to be in my electorate. I
think that is another huge investment. I am hoping that
the land that will be used for that particular project will
be for a route via Sunshine. I think what the Liberal
Party is advocating for, for whatever reason, is that it
goes to Highpoint. Some investors might be pushing for
that because there is a huge piece of land there and they
want to get some good money for it — off the
commonwealth, I think. I think Sunshine is the perfect
solution for the new Melbourne Airport link. That is
another great project.
I suppose there will be another motion tomorrow or
next week, or the week after or in another sitting
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week — a revocation motion or maybe another
documents motion; another stunt.
I go back to what I said earlier. If we had not put much
information out there, then it would be fair enough that
this motion needed to be put in place, because it would
be a secret contract that no-one knows about. It is not.
Mr Finn — Dodgy as all get-out.
Mr MELHEM — Well, Mr Finn, the only dodgy
thing is you, mate. I will go on to talk about the benefit
of this project.
Mr Finn — That wouldn’t take long.
Mr MELHEM — It will take about another
37 minutes, Mr Finn, and on your time as well. There
will be 70 kilometres of new traffic lanes over
17 kilometres, from Kororoit Creek Road to
Wurundjeri Way, and 9 kilometres of new and
replacement noise walls. That is another benefit. I think
my constituents in the west, in the Altona area and
along the corridor of the West Gate Freeway will enjoy
a benefit in making sure there is a noise reduction. The
latest technology is going to be used to actually reduce
noise, which is noise that is currently there because of
the freeway. As part of the new design and the
widening of the West Gate Freeway we are going to
have new noise walls which are based on the
technology that was used on EastLink to reduce the
noise level for my constituents in the west.
I again want to congratulate VicRoads and the minister
for having the foresight to try to get these things right
and to have that add-on benefit to the project. I do not
hear the Greens, Mr Finn or anyone else praising that
because, to be frank, I do not think they really care
about the constituents in the western suburbs. They just
want to play politics and score political points instead
of trying to talk about what is good about this project.
You cannot just say the project is no good without
actually saying why it is no good. Occasionally it
would be good if you said, ‘There are some good things
about the project, but we can actually improve it’, and
then we would have more things to look at and maybe
further improve the project, but I do not hear that. We
are even going to be planting 70 500 trees as part of this
project, and I think that is a great thing.
More importantly for my electorate, 110 000 tonnes of
steel will be used and 92 per cent of it will be produced
in the local area. It is not happening in my electorate,
but one of the biggest steel mills in the country in
Laverton will be producing that steel. Further to that,
there are a number of steel processing plants in the
western suburbs where they are processing the mesh
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and the rods. They will be processing that steel and that
steel will be used on that project. That is great news for
the local economy. That is what the Andrews Labor
government has put in place — in fact it has enshrined
it in law now — mandating the use of local product.
That is another great benefit for my constituents in the
western suburbs, making sure that we are supporting
local jobs. I can go on and on about the benefits of
project for the next 30 minutes.
Ms Pennicuik — Really? I haven’t heard anything
yet.
Mr MELHEM — Well, keep listening. There is a
lot of benefit in this project. I cannot see why this
project is still being opposed by the opposition and the
Greens. You talked about election tactics before an
election. Yes, we are going to go to an election in
November, and we will be judged on our record. We
will be able to tell Victorians, ‘Here is what we
delivered in four years and here is what we are planning
to deliver in the next four years’, and they will make a
judgement — as they made their judgement in
November 2014, when the previous government was
judged as having done nothing. It was not believed that
they would do anything should they be re-elected for a
further four years. That is fact. I trust the electorate.
They are intelligent. I do not treat them as dummies
who do not understand — ‘I know everything; they
know nothing’. I do not believe that. I do not subscribe
to that. I respect that the electorate actually will judge
us every four years. If we are doing a good job, we will
be returned. If we are not doing a good job and they
agree with the opposition, we will go and swap
benches. But I will say to Mr Davis and his colleagues
that with the way they are going that is probably
wishful thinking.
We talked earlier about the public hearings that were
conducted when the project was first announced. At the
public hearing in relation to the environment effects
statement 40 expert witness reports, 73 project notes
and 243 tabled documents were produced and presented
to the inquiry and advisory committee to aid their
inquiry and assessment of the project. Five hundred and
four submissions were considered. It is true to say that
not everybody was happy, but the overwhelming
majority of people and stakeholders who made
submissions are comfortable with the project. Is it
100 per cent? No, it is not. Is it 100 per cent if everyone
is happy with the project? That is correct. But all the
local governments and all the major stakeholders are
supporting the project.
So I do not get why we need to again and again waste
time on another production of documents motion. You
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cannot even say specifically what you are looking for
because the contract is out there. You cannot tell us
specifically what you are looking for. Are you looking
for the tenure of the contract? It is there. It is 10 years.
Are you looking at how the charge is going to be done?
Well, it is there. Are you looking at the escalation in the
CPI or whatever method is used? It is there. I am at
quite a loss. It is not like it is all a big secret.
As I said earlier, there will be another bill which will be
put to the house as a separate one to give effect to the
contract. It is not like the bill has already passed; it has
not. There will be a fair bit of debate. It is highly
unlikely this Parliament is going to deal with it. It is
more than likely that the next Parliament will be
dealing with the bill to give effect to the contract
because it does require an act of Parliament to basically
extend the lease or the contract with CityLink for a
further 10 years. The next Parliament will be dealing
with that.
Let me conclude by reminding the house about what
the Leader of the Opposition said recently in relation to
major infrastructure projects. He said, and I quote:
What Melbourne needs to do is take the politics out of our
infrastructure delivery. I mean, there’s no more arguing. We
need to start getting on with some of these plans to free up
traffic congestion.

That was Matthew Guy on Channel 9 News on
20 November 2017. That is what the leader said, but
obviously the leader is getting ignored again.
As I said, the government will not be opposing the
motion. We believe the motion is pretty much useless
because all the documentation you are looking for is
already out there in the public domain. You can pull
stunt after stunt after stunt, and that is further proof of
how irrelevant the Liberal Party has become in recent
times.
Basically the Liberal Party in the state of Victoria has
become in the last 10 years a do-nothing party — a
party that stands for nothing and a party that stands for
no investment in infrastructure projects in this state.
Basically it is a party that does not believe that we
should invest in our infrastructure — in roads, in public
transport, in education and in health. Basically they do
not believe in anything, to be frank, unlike the Andrews
Labor government. We believe in this state. We believe
in investing in infrastructure projects. We believe in this
project. We believe in the north-east link project. We
believe in the metro rail project. We believe in
delivering the 50 level crossings project, as we
promised and said we would. We believe in delivering
in education and health, and we are getting on with it,
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unlike you. Basically you want to stymie everything.
With those comments, I hope that the opposition will
come to its senses and stop the wild-goose chase in
trying to stop the project going ahead in Victoria.
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (11:03) —
Following on from Mr Melhem, I certainly do not
propose to take a lot of time, but Mr Melhem did raise
some concerns about future opportunities that may
present themselves to stop this project. Through the
Chair, I do not want to necessarily put Mr Davis on the
spot if he has not read the letter that I sent to him on
Friday, but I thought I would take the opportunity to put
it to the house that Mr Davis might be able to respond
to that in his summing up.
Obviously I have spoken on this matter a couple of
times, and I have pretty much confined my comments
to being about a personal interest of mine, which aligns
with the interests of the community of Benalla and the
north-east and the associated jobs that will be created
there due to the West Gate tunnel project. Benalla
residents and businesses are very, very excited about
the prospect of a precast concrete manufacturing
facility to provide the materials for the tunnel project.
The facility is expected to create around 400 jobs. I
cannot underestimate the level of interest in this project
in Benalla. I am getting constant emails from people
wondering about when they can apply for jobs and how
they can get involved, and particularly from a lot of
locals that want to move back home, particularly those
in my brother’s age group, in their early to mid 30s. A
lot of young men who have had to come to Melbourne
to take up employment are speaking to him or me,
saying, ‘Can I come home to Benalla and get a good
paying secure job off the back of this concrete plant?’.
It was astounding for the Benalla community to have
The Nationals in particular vote on a revocation motion
to stop the West Gate tunnel. Benalla is my home town,
and I am stopped constantly when I am in town by
people asking me for an update. Is the project going
ahead? What is happening? Why would The Nationals
vote against this when they are elected to represent us?
There is a lot of angst in town, I can tell you. In relation
to the revocation motion I explain how it works and the
fact that off the back of that being voted up in the
house, the next day the planning minister was able to
make the planning approvals for the project to continue.
We are all hopeful in town that it will continue. We
have the local member telling the community that the
tunnel project is going ahead. This is the Assembly
member for Euroa. It was reported by the Benalla
Ensign that:
Ms Ryan said Labor’s assertion that the WGT —
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West Gate tunnel —
project might not happen is just ‘political games’ …

So, through the Chair, Mr Davis, if you can give any
comfort to the house so that I can convey this to the
community of Benalla and the north-east about no
further revocation motions or no other strategies that
will seek to delay or halt the project, that would be most
useful, because there is a lot of concern in town, and it
is not being allayed by members on your side. I would
really like to make sure that I can give that comfort to
them.
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (11:07) —
Briefly in reply I will make the following comments.
First of all, this is actually not a motion about the West
Gate tunnel project itself; it is about the documents
associated with it and the proposed tolling —
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No, let us be quite clear. I am talking
through this systematically and just making clear that
this is a documents motion. If these documents are
provided, the chamber will be in a position to undertake
the tasks that are put to this chamber by the Melbourne
City Link Act 1995, which allows the house to
scrutinise and to make decisions as to whether the
variations in toll deeds are in the public interest. We
have not seen all of those documents, and I think it is
indeed extraordinary that the government has redacted
massive areas of the contract agreement. It is I think
deeply offensive to the community and to the chamber
that those documents are not here and the government
is seeking to bump off until 2022 any consideration of
toll deed variations.
We know, for example, that Transurban is a massive
beneficiary, but we do not know the full amounts. We
have not seen the government’s analyses of how
Transurban benefits from this and benefits from tolls on
existing roads being jacked up year on year, which will
smash families across the south-east and in the north of
the metropolitan area and indeed many country
families, including from northern Victoria, who use
access to Melbourne via the Tullamarine Freeway to
those areas of the city.
Ms Symes interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Well, I want to be quite clear that
there are many people who will be smashed by the
massive increase in tolls that is part of this agreement.
Ms Symes interjected.
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Mr DAVIS — Well, you may not be aware of the
4.25 per cent escalator every year on the existing toll
roads that will hit people from Gippsland, hit people
from the south-east of Melbourne and clobber people,
massively, from the north of the state as well. So it is in
the public interest that all of these documents, without
redactions, be made available to this chamber. That
would place the chamber in a position to make the
decisions it is empowered by statute to make under the
Melbourne City Link Act 1995. That would enable this
house to act as a protector against the decision by this
government to do this unholy deal with Transurban. It
is a deal that is hugely clearly in the company’s
interests, but no-one has seen the assessments of the full
amount that will be collected by Transurban over a
lengthy period, even into the 2040s.
The Greens made points about roads more generally,
and they are legitimate points that people have different
views on, but nonetheless that is not actually the central
point of this motion, which is about making sure that
these documents are in the public domain.
Ms Symes made points about her correspondence to
me. The Premier has made it clear that the project is
going ahead no matter what. The Premier has said that,
so I think Ms Symes can be quite clear that the Premier
has said that the project is going ahead — he has said
that is the case — so I am not sure what precisely she is
saying. I know that the National Party members and the
Liberal members in Northern Victoria Region have
strongly advocated for their communities on these
matters and on all matters. I am not sure that Ms Symes
is actually a person who can claim to be a remarkable
representative of Northern Victoria Region. She is a
recent member there, and I know that she was slow on
many of the issues around the rail corridor to the
north-east. It is the federal government that is actually
providing much of the money for the rail upgrades that
are important in the north-east of the state. The
upgrades to Shepparton have been pushed by our side
of politics, not by the government’s side of politics.
I must be absolutely clear here: this is a very narrow
documents motion. We will seek those documents and
we will pursue them because without those documents
the public will not have the full facts in front of them,
and nor will the chamber have the full facts it needs
under the Melbourne CityLink Act 1995.
Amendment agreed to; amended motion agreed to.
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL
SITTING
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (11:12) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) recognises the significance of the City of Greater
Shepparton as one of Victoria’s leading regional cities;
(2) meets and sits in the City of Greater Shepparton on
Tuesday, 11 June 2019 at 12.30 p.m.; and
(3) authorises the President to do all things necessary to
facilitate the Council sitting in the City of Greater
Shepparton.

As I go into my office every day here in Parliament in
the corridor that leads to the Government Whip’s
office, Minister Tierney’s office and
Minister Dalidakis’s office there are posters that very
proudly announce the regional sittings of Parliament
that have happened in the past. The first of those
regional sittings was on 16 August 2001 when the
Legislative Assembly sat in Bendigo and the
Legislative Council sat in Ballarat. On 30 October 2002
the Legislative Council sat in Benalla. On
17 November 2005 the Legislative Council sat in Colac
and the Legislative Assembly sat in Geelong. On 15
and 16 October 2008 the Legislative Council sat in
Lakes Entrance and the Legislative Assembly sat in
Churchill.
On 6 September 2012 the Legislative Council sat in
Bendigo and the Legislative Assembly sat in Ballarat. It
was on that day that the then Baillieu government
announced that the mineral emblem for the state would
be gold, and it was very fitting that that was able to be
announced in those two cities that were at the centre of
the Victorian gold rush. We look around this chamber
and see the amount of gold in it — for those listening in
the gallery, the gold in the chamber is actually real gold
from the goldfields of Bendigo and Ballarat.
Regional sittings have actually been a feature of every
Parliament since the beginning of this millennium, that
is until this particular Parliament. I have had the
pleasure of participating in the past three regional
sittings when the Legislative Council sat in Colac,
Lakes Entrance and Bendigo. I have seen the interest
and excitement that those regional sittings generated in
those communities and also the opportunities that those
regional sittings presented for those communities
through site visits, meetings, municipal presentations
and receptions. They were also an opportunity for
schools, social groups and individuals who may find it
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difficult to visit Parliament here in Melbourne to attend
a regional sitting and observe Parliament at work.
Unfortunately my home town of Shepparton has not
been afforded one of these opportunities in the past, and
that is why during the adjournment debate on 6 May
2015 I called on Premier Andrews to hold a regional
sitting in Shepparton during this term of Parliament.
Our local council thought this was a fantastic
opportunity and the local press were very enthusiastic
about the prospect of the regional sitting. Unfortunately
everybody’s hopes and expectations were quickly
dashed when on 10 June 2015 I received a response
from the Premier stating quite coldly that:
My government has no plans to commence a program of
regional sittings of the Legislative Council …

This disappointment turned to some hope in February
of this year when Matthew Guy, during a visit to
Shepparton, announced that the Liberals, if we are
elected to government in November this year, will
reinstate regional sittings and that the Legislative
Council will sit in Greater Shepparton. This
announcement was welcomed locally. The headline in
the Shepparton News read ‘Political opportunity’.
However, what was surprising were the comments by
Labor member Jaclyn Symes and Suzanna Sheed in the
Assembly, who combined to criticise a regional sitting
being held in Shepparton. This was surprising on a
number of levels: one, because neither of them had ever
experienced a regional sitting so did not know of the
benefits that a regional sitting could bring to the city;
and two, why would they want to deny this opportunity
to Shepparton? Ms Symes is of course a Labor
member. Given these regional sittings were originally
introduced by Labor, I would have thought that she
would have been supportive, but, typically of Labor,
she just opposed the idea for the sake of opposing it,
without any thought for the benefit that it could bring to
the Shepparton community. Ms Symes said in the
article that:
… Parliament, on the other hand, was not particularly
interactive, but more a spectator sport.

It actually shows that she has very little understanding
of what a regional sitting can provide for a town, where
people go out on either side of the sitting, have visits
and there is a lot of interaction with the community.
But the comments from Ms Sheed were even more
surprising. As someone who is supposed to be an
Independent, it is surprising how often her comments
are aligned with the government. The people of
Shepparton have every right to question and be
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suspicious of her reason for wanting to deny our
community this opportunity. The article says:
Ms Sheed said people in Shepparton were interested in
infrastructure, rail, health and education funding, ‘rather than
polices that are just window-dressing’.

The opportunity to speak to MPs about all of these
needs with infrastructure is one of the things that comes
out of a regional sitting — not only to speak to the
government members and the government ministers but
also to speak to the shadow ministers and the
opposition members, to speak to the Greens and to
speak to the crossbenchers, who may be needed to
support something that would benefit Shepparton.
Ms Sheed wants to deny Shepparton that opportunity,
so the people of Shepparton do have every right to
question and be suspicious of her reasons for wanting to
deny our community this opportunity. In fact it is
looking less and less like Suzanna Sheed is
Shepparton’s voice in Spring Street and more and more
like she is just Daniel Andrews’s and Labor’s
mouthpiece in Shepparton.
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Another benefit of having a regional sitting is that the
whole of the Parliament is there in those towns. It is not
just a cabinet visit or a shadow cabinet visit or the odd
minister or odd shadow minister visiting. It is not just
the backbenchers who represent those electorates
visiting. What a regional sitting of Parliament brings is
government members, government ministers, shadow
ministers and opposition backbenchers, and also all of
the crossbench, so the Greens and the five
crossbenchers who sit in the Council would also be in
Shepparton.
There are many issues in Shepparton that we would like
all members to be aware of, and that is what the
regional sitting is about. They are not just about the
sitting. There are visits that can be conducted on days
either side of the parliamentary sittings. There are also
meetings that are organised with local interest groups.
There are presentations from local councils and from
groups like the Committee for Greater Shepparton.
There are civic receptions, where people have the
opportunity to get the ear of a member of Parliament. I
have learned a lot about other regions by attending this
type of event. Certainly when I was a shadow minister I
used those opportunities to combine that with my
shadow ministerial work and to spend some time in
those regions getting to know their issues.

Regional sittings have many benefits. The opportunity
for the local community to see Parliament at work is
just one of these. School groups, Probus groups and
individuals can come and see Parliament at work in
their own local environment. It is really important that
school groups do come and see how Parliament works
and also how laws are made. However, over the years I
have seen very few schools from Shepparton actually
visit us here at Parliament. Wanganui Park Secondary
College, the school that I went to, and also Goulburn
Valley Grammar School are here on regular occasions
each year, but I have not seen much of Shepparton
High School — I think they have participated in a
couple of Youth Parliaments — and I have not seen
McGuire College or Mooroopna Secondary College
here at Parliament. I do not think I have ever seen a
primary school from Shepparton make it all the way to
Parliament here in Melbourne. It is a long way for them
to come and it is very expensive for a school excursion,
so a regional sitting would be a great opportunity for
our local schools to actually see Parliament at work and
to see how laws are made.

Shepparton would love to be able to engage with the
Greens and also the crossbenchers on many of our
issues. The Murray-Darling Basin plan is just one of
those issues. We very rarely see a Greens member of
Parliament in northern Victoria, because they do not
have anyone that represents that region, so it would be a
great opportunity for irrigators and people in the
irrigation industry to engage with the Greens and also
with the rest of the crossbench. Our locals would value
this opportunity to brief those Greens members and
other crossbench members on the impact that the
Murray-Darling Basin plan is having on our region and
to talk to them about some sensible implementation of
initiatives that can achieve the objectives of the
Murray-Darling Basin plan without taking further water
away from productive use. But Suzanna Sheed and
Jaclyn Symes want to deny them this opportunity.

People in Melbourne have multiple opportunities to
visit Parliament. It is relatively easy for Melbourne
school groups to get in here, and it is also relatively
easy for individuals or Probus groups to come and visit
Parliament House. But regional Victorians do not get
those opportunities on a regular basis, and it would be a
great opportunity if the Parliament were to sit in
Shepparton so that the people of Shepparton could have
the opportunity of seeing Parliament at work and seeing
how laws are made.

Other issues of importance to our region that could be
highlighted to the Parliament are the need for
investment in the second stage of Goulburn Valley
Health and the need for radiotherapy services to be
delivered in Shepparton. Stage 1 of Goulburn Valley
Health is just commencing now, but if stage 2 is not
committed to before stage 1 is finished, up to
$60 million of money will be wasted in retrofitting
older parts of the hospital when that could be invested
into stage 2 to have that start straight after stage 1. I
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know Goulburn Valley Health would value the
opportunity to speak to all members of Parliament
about the need for that investment to come sooner
rather than later. Radiotherapy patients in Shepparton
currently have to travel to Bendigo, Melbourne or
Albury-Wodonga for their treatment, and I know that
the radiotherapy patients that I speak to on a regular
basis would value the opportunity to sit down and talk
to ministers, backbenchers and anyone who will listen
about their challenges and what it would mean for them
to have the investment in a radiotherapy service to be
delivered in Shepparton. But Jaclyn Symes and
Suzanna Sheed want to deny those radiotherapy
patients the opportunity to actually speak with members
of Parliament.
Our bypass action group would value the opportunity to
meet with all parties and to highlight the need to
commence the Shepparton bypass and particularly
stage 1, which includes a second river crossing. It will
be the commencement of not only a north–south bypass
of Shepparton but also an east–west bypass. It will take
B-doubles off the main street of Shepparton, the
shopping centre, from both the Midland Highway and
the Goulburn Valley Highway. It is particularly
important to the CBD in Shepparton and to our local
council that the bypass is commenced. The bypass
action group, local council and the Committee for
Greater Shepparton — a whole range of people —
would love the opportunity to engage with members of
Parliament on the need for that piece of infrastructure,
but Suzanna Sheed and Jacklyn Symes want to deny
Shepparton that opportunity.
Our basketball association would value the opportunity
to speak about the redevelopment of our stadium and to
show members the current state of the stadium. This is
the last piece of the puzzle that needs to be funded to
complete the Shepparton Sports City. Matthew Guy
was at sports city on Saturday morning when all of the
junior soccer and netball was taking place. He was
absolutely astounded at the number of children playing
sport in Shepparton on a Saturday. It is fantastic to visit
our sporting precinct in Shepparton Sports City and to
see that activity taking place. The stadium is very old
and tired; it has not changed at all since I was in high
school. We need investment in that to see it developed
and see more courts incorporated into it. Shepparton is
very much a tourism destination in a sporting sense in
that we host a number of state-level and national
championships and other sports events in Shepparton,
and we really need our stadium to be invested in to
allow us to continue to do that. But of course Suzanna
Sheed and Jaclyn Symes want to deny Shepparton the
opportunity to talk to members of Parliament about the
need for the redevelopment of our basketball stadium.
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The Shepparton aerodrome needs to be relocated, and
there are number of groups in Shepparton who would
like to talk to members of Parliament about the need for
that relocation. But of course Suzanna Sheed and Jaclyn
Symes want to deny that opportunity to the people of
Shepparton.
The education plan in Shepparton is something that has
recently received a small amount of funding in the
budget. This is actually an $80 million to $100 million
project, but it will receive $20.5 million over the next
five years for stage 1. Nobody actually knows what
stage 1 means. Our education community is extremely
disappointed. They were expecting this to be funded as
a single funding opportunity, but no — it has been put
on the drip-feed. So it will take five years to receive the
$20.5 million, which is less than one-quarter of the
money that they expect will be needed to deliver the
full education plan. There will be no new buildings
opening until the start of the 2022 school year. It looks
like the education plan has been lowered in priority by
this government, and the education community is
extremely upset about that. There are a lot of parents
that are extremely agitated about the education plan.
There needs to be a lot more information given to
families and to the community in Shepparton about
what stage 1 will be and what will happen when the full
education plan is funded. At the moment this
government is just telling Shepparton what is good for
them. They are not consulting with the people of
Shepparton, and the people of Shepparton want that
opportunity to engage with ministers, backbenchers,
shadow ministers and the crossbench, but Suzanna
Sheed and Jaclyn Symes want to deny that opportunity
to the people of Shepparton.
The Country Fire Authority (CFA) would value the
opportunity to talk to all members of Parliament about
the impact of Labor’s legislation, had it been passed, on
volunteer brigades in our region. Also our local
integrated brigade in Shepparton is in desperate need of
having its fire station relocated. We have the funding
for the relocation of that fire station, but we do not have
a venue. They would have loved to have been able to
engage with members of Parliament, show them some
of the identified sites and get someone to focus on
actually assisting them to secure one of these sites,
because despite all our attempts with the minister, he
does not appear to be doing very much to assist the
Shepparton CFA to secure their preferred site and get
that station relocated out of the CBD. But Jaclyn Symes
and Suzanna Sheed want to deny the CFA, the
volunteers and the integrated brigade those
opportunities to speak with members of Parliament. As
I mentioned, the fire station needs to be relocated out of
the CBD. The other day we actually had an accident
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involving one of the fire trucks and a car in an area of
the CBD in which the council wants to reduce the speed
limit to 40 kilometres an hour. Even though fire trucks
can go at greater speeds than 40 kilometres per hour,
the fact that the local government is looking to reduce
that area to a 40-kilometre zone shows that it is a busy
area and that we really do need to relocate the fire
station out of that area.
The redevelopment of the CBD is another big issue for
our local government. The council would have valued
the opportunity to speak to members of Parliament
about the need to redevelop the Shepparton CBD. If
people could actually visit Shepparton and see it, they
would understand it far better than anyone could make
them understand it. I can make all the speeches I like
here in Parliament; no matter how descriptive they are,
they do not compensate for actually seeing it firsthand.
We would love every member of this chamber to come
to Shepparton and see our issues firsthand, but Suzanna
Sheed and Jaclyn Symes want to deny Shepparton that
opportunity.
I have had feedback from the Committee for Greater
Shepparton that they are tired of being consulted; they
want action. What we see coming out of this
government is these regional assemblies where they
come into town with facilitated discussions, post-it
notes and sticky dots and leave with no action. People
are sick of being talked down to by the Andrews Labor
government. It is time that the Andrews Labor
government gave communities real opportunities to
engage with MPs. Certainly regional sittings would do
that. Matthew Guy has said that the Liberal Party will
give those real opportunities to communities by
reinstating regional sittings.
Regardless of what happens at this year’s election, I
urge all members of this chamber to support the motion
that calls for a regional sitting of the Legislative
Council to be held on 11 June 2019 in the City of
Greater Shepparton. I call on all of you to support that
and ensure that no matter who wins government in
November we have that regional sitting and that
Shepparton is given the opportunity to engage with
every member of Parliament in the Legislative Council
so that they may have the opportunity to highlight their
needs and their wants to all members of Parliament
regardless of what party they represent, whether they
are in government, in opposition or on the crossbench. I
am very pleased to move the motion to have the
Legislative Council sit on 11 June 2019 in the City of
Greater Shepparton. I urge everybody to support the
motion.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
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Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (11:35) — Thank
you for that warm welcome, Mr Ramsay. It is good to
see that you are awake after 11 o’clock. That is
fantastic. I tell you what: it is a wonderful thing, isn’t it?
I do not know too many occupations where you can
come to work, fall asleep and continue to get paid, but
Mr Ramsay has made an art form of it —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, that is definitely a breach of the standing
orders on the point of reflecting on a member. I ask that
Mr Gepp be asked to withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — There
is no point of order. The member is in the chamber and
of course can bring that to the attention of the Chair.
Mr GEPP — If Mr Ramsay wants to sit there and
between snoozes interject, that is all well and good. Let
him do it for the next hour. I have plenty of time. I am
quite amazed that the member jumped to her feet and
moved this motion this morning off the back of her
comment earlier. In effect she wants all members of
this chamber to take note of Shepparton, which is the
only postcode in Victoria that she ever mentions. It is a
wonderful place, but of course it is just one of many
postcodes in Victoria. When the member threw around
the suburb of Mill Park this morning in an interjection,
someone said, ‘You don’t know where it is’. Her
response was, ‘Well, I don’t need to; it’s not in my
electorate’. But suddenly everybody else in the
chamber has to be aware of Ms Lovell’s electorate.
One reason I am not surprised, though, about Ms Lovell
bringing this particular motion to this place is that as I
move around Shepparton, what I have been seeing in a
significant way just in the last 12 months or so that I
have been in this place is that Shepparton is kicking
goals left, right and centre. Do you know that none of it
is due to any work or any advocacy being done by
Ms Lovell? If someone is suffering from relevance
deprivation in the city of Shepparton, it is the member
who moved this motion. Shepparton has gone from
strength to strength in the last —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
I take offence at the member’s comments that I do not
advocate for Shepparton. He just said that the only
postcode, according to him, that I mention in
Parliament is Shepparton. I am a very strong advocate
for Shepparton. I find that offensive, and I ask him to
withdraw.
Mr GEPP — Further to the point of order, Acting
President, I never said that Ms Lovell did not advocate
for Shepparton. What I said was —

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL SITTING
1714

COUNCIL

Ms Lovell — You just did.
Mr GEPP — Well, perhaps Ms Lovell might want
to —
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — There
is no point of order. Mr Gepp is in fact the lead speaker,
so he has a significant amount of time —
Honourable members interjecting.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) —
Mr Gepp, I am going to stop you right there. This is not
an opportunity to debate. There is no point of order. I
think it is a matter of debate.
Mr GEPP — None of the positive changes that
have been occurring in Shepparton for the last three and
a half years can in any way, shape or form be attributed
to Ms Lovell, and what we are seeing here through this
motion is the increase in relevance deprivation.
Of course the blood in the water is also smelled by The
Nationals. The Nationals are coming after the Liberals
in Shepparton, and that in part is what this is about. The
Nationals are coming after the Liberals in Shepparton
in a big way. They have had the community
preselection participation. It is interesting, but I am not
sure that there has been any public acknowledgement of
the number of votes that were actually cast in that
preselection. I would be interested in Mr O’Sullivan
perhaps clarifying that at some point, just so we know
how many people actually showed an interest in that
process.
But nonetheless of course what we see is that The
Nationals are coming after the Liberals. If Ms Lovell
was the powerhouse that she considers herself to be in
Shepparton, she would have put her hand up for the
lower house. She would have had a crack. She has been
in here trash-talking the member for Shepparton in the
Assembly for the last three and a half years. She had the
opportunity apparently as the powerhouse of the Liberal
Party in Shepparton to put her hand up and take on
Ms Sheed head to head, but guess what? She squibbed
it. She did not do it. She just could not do it. She could
not put up her hand and take on The Nationals, who are
coming after the Liberals. The Liberals are concerned;
that is all the chatter in town. It is the conservatives that
are starting to fracture. I had a number of conversations
over the course of the weekend when I was up there —
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am actually having some difficulty in
seeing that Mr Gepp’s contribution has anything to do
with the motion at hand. This is about taking the
Parliament out to regional Victoria to enable the public
to have the opportunity of accessing Parliament in a
regional town. Mr Gepp has waffled on ad nauseam,
sending us all to sleep, in a contribution that has no
relevance to the motion put by Ms Lovell. I ask you to
ask him to get back to the motion.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — I ask
you not to reflect on my ruling in relation to this. There
is no point of order.
Mr GEPP — Gee, it would not take much to put
Mr Ramsay to sleep, would it? He has been awake for
7½ minutes, so let us see how long that continues.
Ms Lovell, as I was saying, had the opportunity to stand
up and say, ‘No, Shepparton’s my town, and I’m going
to ensure that it stays in the hands of the Liberal Party.
We’re not going to accept the advancements of the
National Party’, but she did not do it. She just did not
do it. She could not bring herself to do it. Of course
when the Nats had their conference over the weekend it
sent another shiver down the spine of those opposite.
You could just hear the chatter of the conservatives
around the place on the weekend and the whispering
that was going on among people about the level of
concern that they have got and the fragmentation of the
relationship that is occurring.
I was up there on the weekend and, as I have observed
many times over the last 12 months, there is no traction
in that place that Ms Lovell considers herself to be the
powerhouse of. She wanders around town. She is
actually looking for the opening of an envelope, and
trying to tag along for a photo opportunity at every
opportunity. It does not matter where you are; there she
is leaning in and trying to get her head in a photo. That
is what she does; she is Miss Photo Opportunity. It does
not matter where it is — whether it is GOTAFE,
Chemist Warehouse, one of the schools, the sporting
precincts or Rumbalara — you can always bank on the
photo opportunity queen to try and stick her head in.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr GEPP — I’m front and centre of the photo,
Mrs Peulich.
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr GEPP — That is exactly right. Thank you very
much, Minister. As Ms Tierney quite rightly said, I am
from the government and we are always here to help.
We are front and centre in all of those photographs.
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr GEPP — In fact, Mr O’Sullivan, you might
want to turn up in the place other than at a Nats
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conference so they can see who you are. They say,
‘Who? Haven’t seen him’. The other thing that
Ms Lovell is exceptionally good at it is saying one thing
up there and then coming here and saying another
thing. It is the typical modus operandi of the Tories.
When she was in government in relation to the list of
projects that she has read out, guess what she did?
Nada. Nothing. She forgot where Shepparton was. She
was not to be seen. She talks about people in the
Greater Shepparton City Council as if they are her best
mates. Do you know that the first briefing that I got
from the Greater Shepparton City Council when I came
into this place was that they lamented the fact that
between 2010 and 2014 Ms Lovell left them off the
map. You left them and they have noticed. They did not
miss you. They understand that when you had the
economic levers of government at your disposal, you
did nothing, and they have not forgotten that.
I want to talk a little bit about regional cabinets. Isn’t it
amazing that the Leader of the Opposition in the other
place has made a commitment that we are going to
have regional cabinets and that he is going to reinstate
that? Isn’t this the same bloke who had a shake-up of
his shadow cabinet last year? Guess what portfolio he
dumped: regional development. He dropped it from his
shadow ministry. He dropped it. It was only after —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I would hate for the member to inadvertently
mislead the house, as the Leader of the Opposition has
committed to actually having a minister for
decentralisation on this very topic. So he is completely
off the mark and needs to get back to the bill.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Dunn) — Order!
Mrs Peulich, there is no point of order.
Mr GEPP — So we cannot escape the fact that
when he had the shadow cabinet shake-up last year he
dumped the portfolio. He dumped the portfolio from
the shadow ministry, and it was only after Labor
shamed them for weeks in this place and in the other
that they reinstated it. They reinstated it after they were
shamed into doing it. They would have the people of
Victoria and particularly the people of regional Victoria
believe that they are suddenly going to take their
interests back into their bosom and that they are their
best friends again, but the people of regional Victoria
know exactly what they get from this mob opposite.
They get nothing.
I want to talk a little bit about what we do around the
place. Of course we know that Victoria’s regions are
the powerhouses of our state. They furnish our homes;
they feed our families; they support our local
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businesses, workers and students; and they are the path
to our prosperity. Unlike those opposite, we actually
care for and nurture regional Victoria. We pump
investment and infrastructure into those places because
we care. We understand the importance of regional
Victoria to this entire state. We do not govern by
postcode, unlike those opposite. We do not have an
agenda that is just built on cuts. We do not govern just
by cuts as per those opposite. Unlike those opposite,
instead —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — I do not know why they dislike
workers and their representatives so much, but they do.
If you need to see who they are, perhaps you should
just pop out the front. I understand that there are
300 000 of them in the streets right now protesting
against Liberal-Nationals party policy that permeates
right throughout the stinking organisations, be it at the
state level or federal level. Of course our regions
deserve support from a government that works hard to
encourage growth and create jobs, but the previous
coalition government, as I have said, abandoned
regional Victoria. They just dumped it. But we
promised when we came to office that we would get
regional Victoria back on track, and that is what we are
doing. We are getting on with it.
I want to talk a little bit about what we have done over
the last three and a half years.
Mr Mulino interjected.
Mr GEPP — I will try. I will give the short version,
Mr Mulino. I want to talk about how we have put
regional Victoria back on the map, and then I will come
back to some of the things that we are doing in
Shepparton — some of the things that we have done,
unlike those opposite, who when they had the chance
did not do anything. We will hear the catchcries about
the courthouse in a second, but other than that what did
they do?
What a fantastic Minister for Regional Development
Ms Pulford is. We did not cut that position from our
cabinet. In fact we have poured a lot of time, effort and
energy into regional Victoria, and Ms Pulford is the
envy of those opposite because she has done more in
her time as Minister for Regional Development than
probably the last 10 ministers of those opposite. Back in
November 2015 we gathered 150 regional stakeholders
to talk at Brown Brothers winery in the electorate of
Northern Victoria Region to hear the Premier and the
minister talk about the Andrews Labor government’s
vision for regional Victoria. There were a number of
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highlights from that, and I want to take a little bit of
time to talk about that.
We committed to rural and regional Victorian
communities. We outlined a range of new and existing
commitments and investments that focused on creating
jobs, unlocking new investment and ensuring a brighter
future for families and communities. Each and every
time since that meeting that we have done anything in
regional Victoria, do you know what we have got from
those opposite? We have got negativity, every single
time. Every single time something is done in regional
Victoria by the Andrews Labor government we get
negativity from those opposite, but it is not always
supported by everybody else in the local community.
I will come back to Ms Lovell before I finish and talk
about how her negativity on new initiatives, particularly
in Shepparton, just blows up in her face. It just
backfires because unlike everybody else she cannot see
the growth, the investment and the commitment that the
Andrews Labor government has made and continues to
make to the great town of Shepparton and many others
in regional Victoria. Of course the centrepiece of
Labor’s approach back in 2015 in our regional
statement was a new way to direct the priorities
identified by regional communities, so we established
regional partnerships. Ms Lovell in her contribution
said somehow somebody is trying to stop the people of
regional Victoria from talking to cabinet ministers and
members of government, that they cannot talk to them
and that the member for Shepparton and my colleague
Ms Symes are doing everything that they can to stop
them, but look we are holding regional partnership
assemblies and of course that is the opportunity where
stakeholders from local regions come together and talk
directly to government about the priority needs of that
particular region.
Mr Melhem — How many schools are we
building?
Mr GEPP — We will come to all of that,
Mr Melhem. We have these regional partnerships
which have been going for some time now and a new
round has just started up. It is a new way that we are
able to direct our priorities because they are identified
by the regional communities, and it goes straight into
the heart of government decision-making. It is
government talking directly to local communities, local
businesses in each of the areas, identifying the project
needs of those communities and us acting upon them.
Guess who is not in that room — and this is where the
relevance deprivation kicks in, because they do not
know how to communicate and converse with people
unless it is on the shirt tails of somebody else. Here is
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that photo opportunity again, how can we get in, how
can we stick our head into that photo opportunity? How
can we take advantage of the hard work of somebody
else?
But our message of course — our very strong message
and our approach to regional Victoria — has been local
communities are in the best place to determine their
priorities, and we will engage with them through these
regional partnerships. We have been getting families,
workers, businesses, local government — the heart and
soul of regional Victoria — and they have been coming
along and investing their time and their thoughts about
regional Victoria. We have been able to capitalise on
those things, and that is what members opposite do not
like. They do not like it because we are talking directly
to regional Victorians. We are sitting down with
regional Victorians on a regular basis, listening to the
needs that they have, determining our priorities based
on those conversations and then getting things done.
That is what we are doing. We are not looking for the
next photo op because somebody else has been doing
the hard work. We are out there doing the heavy lifting
with the communities, identifying those priority needs
and then getting on with the job. Of course the 2018–19
budget is a clear example of that, and I will come back
to that a little bit later, but again what it highlights is
that we have been listening through our regional
partnership assemblies to people like the cross-border
commissioner.
We had the Mallee regional partnership assembly say to
us, ‘We are in need of a cross-border commissioner.
What we need is to address the red tape and the
complexity of doing business along the Murray River
and the border and down into South Australia. We need
a position that can be dedicated to taking the
complexity out of doing business in border
communities’. We listened to that and we have now
funded in this budget a cross-border commissioner.
That is just one example.
Mr Davis — You copied us.
Mr GEPP — Mr Davis enters the chamber and
starts flapping his gums straightaway, just flap, flap,
flap, away he goes. That is just one example where
through these regional partnerships we have been able
to sit down directly with the communities in regional
Victoria, including Shepparton. We are not chasing the
next photo opportunity but are actually sitting down
with the community and saying, ‘What are your needs?
What are the projects that you want this government to
focus on?’. And we are focusing on those projects and
we are getting those things done. We are getting those
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things done and we are proud of the things that we are
getting done.
Unlike those opposite, we do not drop regional Victoria
and say, ‘Whoops! We inadvertently left it out of our
shadow cabinet. Sorry about that. We hope that you
didn’t notice’, and then it took weeks of us shaming the
opposition in this chamber and in the other place. Let us
not forget that Mr Walsh in the Assembly was
complicit in this. Mr Walsh was complicit, and they
dropped it. That is how much they care about regional
Victoria — they dropped it. They dropped it like a hot
scone, but where was Wendy Lovell at the time? She
was looking for the next photo op — ‘Where’s the
opening of that envelope? How can I stick my head in a
photo? Where can I ride on the shirt tails of the
Andrews Labor government and get my head in a photo
for the next edition of the Shepparton News?’. That is
what she has become good at, but she has forgotten
what it takes to be a dinky-di member.
If she were fair dinkum, she would be resisting the
advances of the Nats in Shepparton. She would be
resisting the advances and putting her own hand up and
saying, ‘I’ll take the Nats on in the lower house’, but of
course she will not, and why? It is because she is far too
comfortable. She is far too comfortable and is happiest
to just sit over there and have a snooze with
Mr Ramsay.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Aboriginal cultural support plans
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:02) — My question is to the Minister for Families
and Children. The Children, Youth and Families
Act 2005 includes a provision that the secretary must
prepare and monitor the implementation of a cultural
plan for each Aboriginal child placed in out-of-home
care to maintain the connection of removed children to
their community. Minister, what proportion of
Aboriginal children in out-of-home care currently have
a cultural plan in place?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:03) — I thank Ms Springle for her
question because it gives me an opportunity to talk
about the wonderful investment that our government
has been making to support Aboriginal children in our
child protection and care system. In fact just yesterday I
spoke in this house about the groundbreaking
investment that we have made in relation to supporting
Aboriginal families and children of $47.3 million in this
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year’s state budget to support measures such as that
raised by the member — support for more cultural
planning and support for the expansion of Australia’s
first Aboriginal children in Aboriginal care program. In
the spirit of self-determination we are making sure that
the CEOs of Aboriginal organisations are able to take
on legal guardianship for Aboriginal children in care.
I want to take this opportunity to commend the
Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency, which is in
fact the first Aboriginal community-controlled
organisation in Australia to take on this very unique
responsibility, and I look forward to seeing other such
organisations take on a similar role with the funding
that has been provided for the future. We are also
transitioning Aboriginal children in care to Aboriginal
community organisations, and as of the start of this year
about 30 per cent of such children had transitioned over
to Aboriginal community organisations.
All of these reforms have happened in close
cooperation and in partnership with Aboriginal
communities and Aboriginal community-controlled
organisations through the Aboriginal Children’s Forum,
which I established in 2015, so I take this opportunity
to thank our partners in this work. All of this work
culminated in a very important agreement, which I was
very privileged to sign on behalf of the Victorian
government, the Wungurilwil Gapgapduir: Aboriginal
Children and Families Agreement, which is the first
such agreement in Victoria and in fact in our nation,
committing all of us as a Victorian government and also
Aboriginal community organisations and
non-Aboriginal organisations to some very specific
actions, including an action plan for the future, making
sure that we can continue this very important work.
So I can assure the member that considerable effort and
work is undertaken by my department to ensure that
these children are supported through cultural plans. In
fact this is a legislated responsibility, and through the
funding that we have provided in previous years I think
18 cultural coordinators have been employed across the
state.
Ms Springle — On a point of order, President, I
asked for the proportion of cultural plans that are in
place.
The PRESIDENT — The minister to conclude,
mindful of the question.
Ms MIKAKOS — As I was explaining, the funding
that we have provided has enabled, if I recall correctly,
18 cultural coordinators to be employed across the state
to do this work, to provide the cultural plans and to

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
1718

COUNCIL

make sure that these young people can be connected to
community and to culture, because we know that that
does in fact lead to better outcomes for those children.
So the number the member seeks may be one that will
require individual cases to be looked at specifically. I
will see what data is available, if it is available, to
provide a specific response to the member, but I can
assure her and the house that our government and my
department are providing the supports necessary to put
these plans in place.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:07) — I thank the minister for her answer. The
Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service in a submission to
the Royal Commission into Institutional Responses to
Child Sexual Abuse called for an investigation to
establish why a large proportion of cultural support
plans have not been fulfilled. Has an investigation taken
place and have findings on this been published?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:08) — Thank you for that supplementary
question. I can also advise the member that I am
grateful to the former commissioner for Aboriginal
children and young people, Andrew Jackomos, for the
work that he did in producing two very important
reports as a result of Taskforce 1000 that examined
these particular issues. It was as a direct result of those
reports that we put this investment in place not just in
the budget two years ago to fund those additional
cultural coordinators, which I mentioned earlier that
you did not seem particularly interested in hearing
about, but also in the funding that we have provided in
this year’s budget. So all this work has come together in
this groundbreaking agreement that was signed two
weeks ago, culminating in record-breaking investment
in supporting Aboriginal children and families, is
designed to ensure the best possible outcomes for
Aboriginal children in the state, and it is work that I
certainly hope that we would have agreement on across
all political parties.

Child protection
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:09) — My question is for the Minister for Children
and Families once again. In December 2017 the
minister tabled ‘… safe and wanted …’, the final report
of the inquiry into the implementation of the Children,
Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and
Other Matters) Act 2014. The government has
responded that it has adopted the majority of the
recommendations relating to providing additional
resources, training and workforce and improving policy

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

and practice and is committed to monitoring the
impacts of the changes, but the government’s response
does not clearly outline its position on the specific
detailed recommendations made by the commissioner
for children and young people. Minister, exactly which
of the inquiry recommendations are accepted and will
be implemented, which are not supported and which are
supported in principle?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:10) — I thank the member for her
question. I have addressed these issues previously, and I
did indicate at the time that we did accept those
recommendations in principle, either in part or in full,
and in fact a detailed response has been provided to the
commission in relation to each of those
recommendations. My department continues to work
with the commission in regard to these matters. The
commissioner, I should also point out, in her comments
at the time did acknowledge that it was very early for us
to take a considered view of the long-term implications
of these changes given that that review occurred only a
short time after the provisions had come into effect.
This is why we have committed to undertaking a
longitudinal study, and the details of that will be
finalised very soon.
My department will continue to provide regular updates
to the commissioner in relation to the implementation
of the recommendations of her report, and I again take
this opportunity to thank her for her work. We are
putting considerable investment and reform into our
child protection and care system to make sure that we
can provide children with the supports that they need
but most importantly also to refocus the entire system
towards more support for vulnerable families so that
children do not need to be removed in the first place.
This is why we have put an unprecedented amount of
funding in the child and family services system in this
year’s budget — unprecedented funding of
$858 million — to ensure that we can continue to
implement the Roadmap for Reform and refocus the
entire system towards that greater focus on prevention
and early intervention. That is what we will see over
time — a shifting of the system so that fewer children
will need to go into care and to have these issues
around permanency even needing to be considered.
Of course this is an enormous challenge, and there is
enormous work that remains to be done in this space —
I would be the first to acknowledge that. But certainly
the work that has been undertaken in partnership with
the community sector and with Aboriginal community
organisations around these issues shows there is a very
clear understanding that we need to continue to do this
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work in a collaborative fashion to make sure that
families get that support much earlier on.
Whilst the work that was undertaken by the
commission is very important work — a review that I
should point out I actually asked the commission to
undertake to make sure that we can ensure that there is
an appropriate balance in the system in terms of the
legislative framework — it is not just about the
legislation; it is also about ensuring that the supports are
there to ensure that families can have the supports that
they need.
Supplementary question
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:13) — Minister, as recommended by the
commission, the Victorian government has committed
to a longitudinal study to examine the long-term
impacts of the permanency reforms. What is the time
frame for developing and undertaking this research? I
would also be very curious to know when you gave the
last update to the commissioner, as outlined in the
answer to the substantive question.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:14) — I did actually refer to the
longitudinal study in response to the substantive
question, and the details of that will be released soon.
But what I can inform the member is that my
understanding is that my department has met with the
commissioner in recent weeks to give her a progress
report in relation to the implementation of these specific
recommendations. That is something that I have asked
my department to do in relation to each and every one
of the commission’s reports. They do meet with the
commissioner regularly. They do provide her with
updates in terms of progress in relation to each of the
reports that the commission has handed down, because
we do value the work that the commission adds. Unlike
those opposite who have political cracks at the
independence of the commission, we value —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

Kangaroo pet food trial
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:15) — My
question is to Minister Jennings, representing the
Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
This year has been a great year for kangaroo breeding
in western Victoria, and particularly south-west
Victoria. Kangaroos are currently in plague numbers,
causing a hazard to motorists and also reducing farm
productivity.
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A kangaroo pet food trial was introduced in 2014 and
extended in 2016 to include the shires of Glenelg and
West Wimmera, and it was recently extended again.
The objective was to use kangaroo carcasses as pet
food. It worked by tags being issued to landowners
allocating the number of kangaroos to be culled. It is
estimated that 30 jobs have been created through this,
and it has been a great initiative, even though poorly
managed, with tags being issued extremely late. I ask
the minister: what measures are in place this year to
ensure that tags are issued to landowners in a more
timely manner?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:16) — I thank Mr Purcell for his question. I am
going to need the advice of my colleague to be able to
specifically answer the question. I was asked a question
about a month ago about this matter, and at that point in
time it was clear that an evaluation was being
undertaken in relation to the successes or some of the
challenges in relation to that program and what impact
it might actually have on employment, what impact it
may actually have on managing kangaroo numbers in
the south-west and how it can actually support greater
community outcomes.
That evaluation then led my colleague to the conclusion
that a one-year extension of the trial was warranted. I
know that there are some stakeholders that have
actually said one year may be not enough, but in fact
for probably the reasons you have indicated in your
question there may be some valid reasons in terms of
what the evaluation showed that would warrant that
there is in fact continual work in trying to improve the
performance of the trial that would probably underpin
that decision. I am going to need some specific advice
from my colleague to be able to answer this issue about
tagging, release of tagging and how it works with the
trial. I will take some advice from the Minister for
Energy, Environment and Climate Change.
Supplementary question
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:18) — I
thank the minister for his answer. The program, by all
reports, is a very successful one and works extremely
well. I would ask the minister whether he can also
assess whether the program could be made permanent
rather than just extended on a temporary basis.
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:18) — In terms of that determination, I will totally
rely on my ministerial colleague for that advice.
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Firearm regulation

Electorate office budgets

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:18) — My
question today is for the Minister for Police,
represented by Minister Tierney in this place. The
overregulation of recreational shooters is a tag team
affair by both state and federal governments. There are
numerous memorandums of understanding, task forces,
joint systems and information-sharing forums to
regulate those that are not doing the wrong thing. As
part of being a recreational shooter we have to be
licensed and ask for police permission to buy another
firearm. Sometimes this involves both state and federal
bodies, as a B709 form must be obtained from a state
police force before the Australian Border Force will
allow the importation of a firearm. Obviously this will
necessitate communication between border force and
Victoria Police.

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:20) — My question is to the Special
Minister of State regarding the Victorian Independent
Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary
Standards Bill 2017, which the minister has introduced,
which empowers the Clerk or the Secretary of the
Department of Parliamentary Services to investigate the
use of allowances and electorate office budgets and
impose penalties on MPs for misuse. Will the
provisions in that bill allow the Clerk or Parliamentary
Services respectively to retrospectively investigate the
red shirt rorts matter and impose penalties on MPs
involved?

The licensing and regulation division (LRD) of VicPol
have for some time now stopped taking phone calls on
Wednesdays, we have been advised, because they need
to catch up on their work. What I did not expect is LRD
will not even take phone calls from other law
enforcement agencies, even border force. My question
is: will the minister work with the Chief Commissioner
of Police and ensure that if LRD are not in a position to
take calls from their end users, who pay premium costs
for licensing, then LRD will at least be able to take calls
from law enforcement agencies?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:19) — I thank the member for his question — a
question that is for the Minister for Police in the other
place, Lisa Neville. I will refer that matter to her, and
she will respond within the guidelines.

Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:21) — Those provisions, in their current form in the
house, have not been drafted for retrospective
application, but in fact when the bill comes to this
chamber and we deal with that matter in committee
perhaps we can tease it out there and actually see what
your view is on that subject.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (12:22) — I thank the minister for his
response. But, Minister, why is the government seeking
to impose a 25 per cent penalty on the misdeeds of
other MPs while rejecting paying a penalty for the
misdeeds of its own MPs?
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:22) — Your supplementary question does not
follow from my answer.

Supplementary question

Major event ticketing

Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:20) — I
thank the minister for her answer. I will reiterate: even
though I do not believe a lot of LRD’s functions are
necessary, we do have the best registry in the country
by far, but it is not perfect as there have been ongoing
issues. My supplementary question is: will the minister
ask the Chief Commissioner of Police to conduct a
holistic review of the operations of LRD to address,
amongst other things, resourcing so that they are able to
give us comfort that their operations are efficient,
effective and beyond reproach?

Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:23) — My question is to the Leader of the
Government. Yesterday the Major Events Legislation
Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters) Bill
2017 passed this house. During the committee stage
Minister Dalidakis was unable to furnish a list of the
70 people and organisations that were consulted or that
contributed towards the drafting of the bill. Minister,
can you now confirm that Mr Michael Gudinski is one
of those promoters that was consulted or contributed
towards the drafting of the bill?

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:20) — Again I thank the member for his
question — one that deals with the commissioner, the
minister, communications with LRD and resources. I
will refer that matter to the minister.

The PRESIDENT — I call the minister,
Mr Dalidakis — Mr Jennings, sorry.
Mr Jennings — On a point of order, President,
given that there was a state of confusion, perhaps you
might want to reflect upon whether it is appropriate for
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this question to be asked of me in the form that the
question was written and perhaps provide some
guidance to the house about the appropriateness of
referring it to me.
The PRESIDENT — Can I have some guidance as
to why you have directed this to Minister Jennings?
Mr ONDARCHIE — It is to the Leader of the
Government because yesterday in the committee
stage —
The PRESIDENT — I know it happened in the
committee stage. What I want to know is why you have
sent this question there.
Mr ONDARCHIE — Well, it is related to the
supplementary question as well.
The PRESIDENT — But I do not have the
supplementary question.
Mr ONDARCHIE — I have not had a chance to
ask it yet, but I am asking the Leader of the
Government as the senior minister in this place.
The PRESIDENT — I am at a loss, Mr Ondarchie,
as to why this would come under the responsibilities of
Minister Jennings.
Mr ONDARCHIE — President, I am happy to
redirect it to the minister himself.
The PRESIDENT — To Mr Dalidakis?
Mr ONDARCHIE — Correct.
The PRESIDENT — I would find that more
appropriate because, as I said, I do not see that
Mr Jennings has any responsibility in respect of that
legislation, and I am not sure that he would know who
was consulted in any sense. I will allow the question to
be put to Mr Dalidakis instead of Mr Jennings.
Mr Ondarchie, could you repeat it, please.
Mr ONDARCHIE — My question is to the
Minister for Small Business, representing the Minister
for Tourism and Major Events in the other place.
Minister, yesterday the Major Events Legislation
Amendment (Ticket Scalping and Other Matters) Bill
2017 passed this house, and during the committee stage
you were unable to furnish a list of the 70 people and
organisations that were consulted or that contributed
towards the drafting of the bill. Minister, can you now
confirm that Mr Michael Gudinski is one of those
promoters that was consulted or contributed towards the
drafting of the bill?
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:26) — I thank the member for their question and
the opportunity to reconfirm the information that was
provided to this chamber yesterday during the
committee stage. At no stage did I look to renege on my
duties in this place or mislead this chamber about
actions that I would undertake. In fact on many
occasions during the committee stage, whether it was to
Mr Ondarchie or to his colleagues, I reconfirmed that I
would take that on notice. It is not something that I was
able to furnish the opposition with at that point in time,
because they asked for a list of the stakeholders that had
been consulted with. During the committee stage I did
provide in an answer that 70 stakeholders had been
canvassed over a 12-month period for their views, an
exhaustive process, to ensure that their views and their
industries were represented in the legislation.
Again, one of the things that I said to the opposition at
the time was that in order for us to be able to provide
that information, given that the consultations were not
necessarily made public in the way that we have done
in other forums when submissions are provided and
available publicly to be read and viewed by people
whenever they see fit throughout that process, we
would need to go back to the minister responsible in the
other place and that that minister would then need to
have discussions with the stakeholders about whether
they were happy for their names to be furnished to the
opposition in response to that question.
So what I indicated was in fact that we were not trying
to equivocate about providing that information but we
would have to go through a process in order to be able
to ascertain whether those stakeholders were
comfortable with their names being released. That is
what I said. I took the question on notice in good faith.
Just as I have done for Mr O’Donohue with other bills
that I have represented and just as I have done for
Mr Davis with other bills that I have represented in this
place, where I have not been able to provide answers
during a committee stage and where I have needed to
go back to the minister in the other place to do that, I
have committed myself to that course of action. There
is no course of action that has changed from yesterday
to today that is anything else in that answer. I will
continue to seek that advice from the minister in the
other place. It will take some time. I cannot provide a
date by which this information —
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, it
was a very narrow question. The minister was not asked
to provide the whole list. It was not asking him to go
through an elongated process to compile a list. That is
something he dealt with yesterday. It was a very narrow
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question to confirm whether Mr Gudinski was one of
the promoters involved — very narrow.
The PRESIDENT — I am certainly aware that it
was a narrow question. No doubt the minister is also
aware. He does have some time to complete his answer.
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be made. It is a slur not just against Mr Gudinski; it is a
slur against the government. It is a slur. It is an attempt
to say and imply that if money was provided through a
donation, somehow that interfered in the course of good
public policy. Now, I have no knowledge —
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.

Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President. Again, I
think probably more so than in any other answer I am
being completely apposite to the question that was
asked of me. But what I can tell you is not narrow is the
definition of ‘pair’ — that is not narrow — but we will
not go into that discussion at this point in time.
But what I again will indicate to you, President, is that
should Mr Gudinski be one of those stakeholders —
and I have no knowledge of whether he was or was not,
but should he be one of those stakeholders — then the
process which I have ascribed to occur will be applied
to him, as it would be to any promoter or other
stakeholder that will or will not have been consulted.
But given that the portfolio is not a portfolio that I have
direct responsibility for, obviously that process will
take time and I will, I dare say, be asked by you to take
this on notice and refer it to the minister in the other
place, and I dare say that the minister will indicate as
well that it will take some time to go through this
exhaustive list of 70 stakeholders that were consulted.
A process has been committed to, and on this side of
the chamber when we commit to do something — in
fact when we promise to do something, when we ask
for a pair or when we say we will conduct ourselves in
a certain way — we will do that.
The PRESIDENT — I am sure that using Google
will find one name fairly quickly, and it will be two
days.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:31) — Minister, thank you for your response and
your commitment to follow this up with the minister in
another place and respond to us in writing. Minister,
you also stated yesterday that the consultation phase for
this bill was over a 12-month period before the first
reading in the Legislative Assembly, which occurred in
November last year. Can you also confirm that during
that consultation phase of the bill Mr Gudinski donated
$20 000 to the Victorian Labor Party?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:31) — The thing about being a member of
Parliament and being in this place, of course, is that we
are afforded parliamentary privilege. What we have just
seen by the member is one of the nastiest slurs that can

Mr DALIDAKIS — I will take up that interjection
from the member for Fitzroy over there, Mr O’Sullivan,
because he claimed that I am somehow a rorter. I would
like for you to say that outside the chamber. Say that
outside the chamber, Mr O’Sullivan, and let us see how
far you go. Of course we all know that just like
Mr Ondarchie —
The PRESIDENT — Thank you, Minister.

GOTAFE
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:33) —
My question is to the Minister for Training and Skills.
Minister, the investigation into GOTAFE by John
Watson was due to you by the end of April. Has the
report been received, and if so, what are the
recommendations of that investigation?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:33) — I do thank the member for his question. This
government does welcome scrutiny to improve training
quality in the vocational education and training sector,
and as I have previously advised the house, I ordered an
inquiry in February this year to get to the bottom of the
problems identified by the Department of Education
and Training. The final report has now been received
by the department and me, and its findings are under
consideration, Mr O’Sullivan, and I look forward to
saying more about this very shortly.
Supplementary question
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (12:34) —
Minister, will the full report by Mr Watson now be
publicly released?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:34) — I thank the member for his question. As I
said, I am considering the report and I will be making
an announcement shortly, and in those considerations I
will take on board that question.

Prisoner social media access
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:34) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, you stated today in a written response that
Corrections Victoria staff monitor social media relating
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to selected prisoners. There has clearly been a massive
breach of the Corrections Act 1986, with Craig
Minogue messages being widely distributed on Twitter.
It is clearly unacceptable, and the public needs to have
more information and confidence that Corrections
Victoria and you as the minister are actively managing
such a notorious police killer. So I ask: was Craig
Minogue one of the selected prisoners being
monitored?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:35) —
I thank the member for his question. Indeed I am going
to give a response which is consistent with what I said
yesterday in terms of raising these issues about this
particular prisoner actually fuelling the work of this
particular prisoner, so I think it is only proper and
sensible for people not to give further air to this issue.
In terms of who is or is not monitored in the prison
system, that is a matter of prison security.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:36) —
Minister, further in your written response you stated
that prisoners do have the right to communicate with
approved persons by mail and telephone, provided that
it complies with the requirements of the Corrections
Act. Minister, this has clearly been a breach of the
Corrections Act, so I ask: how many other breaches of
the Corrections Act have been identified in relation to
communication with approved persons?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:36) —
Again, this question essentially was asked yesterday as
well, and as I advised the house, I have asked
Corrections Victoria to investigate what is occurring in
respect to this, not just in terms of this particular case
but in terms of other cases as well, and I am sure that I
will receive that information shortly.

Dhurringile Prison
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:37) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, earlier this year a prison officer at the
Dhurringile Prison had their employment terminated
following allegations the prison officer was bringing
drugs into the prison and selling drugs to prisoners.
There are other allegations of serious misconduct by
this officer. Minister, when were you first briefed
regarding this alleged behaviour?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:37) —
I thank the member for his question. What I can say is
that I can confirm that a staff member at Dhurringile
Prison resigned in February following a series of
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allegations of misconduct, and Corrections Victoria
were unable to provide further comment at that time.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:37) —
Minister, the Dhurringile Prison has experienced many
issues under your watch — from the prisoner who
escaped, robbed a local supermarket and returned to the
prison without the knowledge of prison authorities to
the revolving door of general managers and now these
allegations of serious criminal behaviour that you have
confirmed today in your substantive answer by a then
Dhurringile Prison officer. Minister, what is your plan
for the Dhurringile Prison to bring these shocking
situations under control?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:38) —
I thank the member for his question. I think it is
absolutely ridiculous that the member opposite can ask
these questions given what happened at Dhurringile
under his watch. The incidents that have occurred at
Dhurringile since I have been minister have actually
been analysed and researched, and there have been
corrective plans and actions put in place.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:38) — There are six written responses to questions
on notice: 12 553–4, 12 562, 12 645, 12 649, 12 652.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:39) — In respect of today’s
questions, regarding Ms Springle’s first question and
indeed her second question to Ms Mikakos, I seek
written responses to both the substantive and
supplementary questions. Whilst Ms Mikakos gave us
an overview of many of the initiatives that were being
taken, the specific questions posed by Ms Springle were
not answered in those answers. That is one day, by the
way, for both of those. Mr Purcell’s question to
Mr Jennings involves a minister in the other place, so
both the substantive and the supplementary questions,
two days. Mr Bourman’s question to Ms Tierney
involves a minister in the other place, both the
substantive and the supplementary questions, two days.
Mr Rich-Phillips’s question to Mr Jennings, just the
supplementary question, one day. Mr Ondarchie’s
question to Mr Dalidakis, the substantive question, two
days. Mr O’Sullivan’s question to Ms Tierney, both the
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substantive and the supplementary questions, one day.
Mr O’Donohue’s first question to Ms Tierney, the
supplementary question, one day. Mr O’Donohue
second question to Ms Tierney, both the substantive
and the supplementary questions, one day.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Questions on notice
The PRESIDENT (12:40) — I have been asked by
Ms Wooldridge to seek a further written response in
respect of question on notice 12 520. The question was
to Ms Pulford, and having perused the answer I am of
the view that while some information was provided in
response to that question the specifics were not
addressed in any of the parts of the answer, therefore I
would seek to reinstate that question.
Dr Carling-Jenkins — On a point of order,
President, I just wish to raise that I had questions on
notice directed to a minister in the other place relating
to ambulance call-out data, questions 12 293 to 12 310.
I have not received answers to those questions yet. I did
receive unrelated answers, so I think there may have
been a glitch in the minister’s office in relation to those
questions.
The PRESIDENT — Have you raised that with the
minister that it was put to in this place originally? Have
you raised that issue with one of the ministers in this
place?
Dr Carling-Jenkins — No, they were directed to
the Minister for Health, so the minister representing the
Minister for Health.
The PRESIDENT — Ms Mikakos, those questions
from Dr Carling-Jenkins were directed to the Minister
for Health, numbers 12 293 to 12 310, and they were
first published in November 2017. At this stage she has
not had an answer.
Ms Mikakos — On the point of order, President, I
am not aware of any correspondence to the Minister for
Health from the member in relation to the matter as per
the standing orders, but I will endeavour to follow these
issues up with the relevant minister.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you.

Wednesday, 9 May 2018

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:42) — The matter that I wish to raise is probably
for the attention of the Attorney-General, and it is in
relation to concerns about the impact of sky rail on
privacy. In particular there was a recent incident where
children at the Noble Park Aquatic Centre were
photographed and those photographs were posted on
Facebook. There are other examples where the privacy
of individuals has been compromised as a result of sky
rail, and I would like to ask the Attorney-General: what
measures will be taken, or can be taken, to protect the
privacy of individuals impacted by sky rail, especially
as it highlights, for example, the potential for the
privacy of children to be compromised?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:43) — My constituency question is to the Minister
for Sport. The government’s announcement of record
investment in the AFL, and specifically in women’s
football, will provide an important and much-needed
boost for women’s football in Melbourne’s suburbs, but
many small suburban clubs are feeling short-changed
by the announcement. The fact is that there are not
enough facilities to meet demand for playing space, and
many of those clubs lack basic facilities for hygiene and
training. The Fountain Gate junior football ground at
Max Pawsey Recreation Reserve, Narre Warren, lacks
toilets and changing rooms on the main oval, and the
kids playing at the ground have to walk 70 to 80 metres
to use the toilets in the middle of training sessions.
While that may be acceptable for adults, 80 metres is
genuinely too far for the very young children who are
training at this oval. Minister, what provisions will be
made for community sports upgrades as part of the
boost to AFL funding and how will these be
prioritised?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:44) — My
constituency question relates to a section of the Glen
Waverley rail line that is within my Southern
Metropolitan Region electorate. It concerns three level
crossings: the Toorak Road level crossing near the M1
freeway, which is on the government’s list of level
crossings to be removed; the Tooronga Road level
crossing; and the Kooyong station-Glenferrie Road
level crossing.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

COUNCIL

Now, the government has commenced, as I understand
it, some planning for these crossings, not just the
crossing at Toorak Road. I understand that elevated rail
is being contemplated for these crossings, and I would
be very concerned, and so would the City of
Stonnington and residents in the area, if a sky rail was
planned for these crossings. Nobody had an inkling of
this prior to the state election, and I would seek an
assurance from the Minister for Public Transport that
no sky rail will be constructed at these level crossings.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (12:45) — My
constituency question is for the Minister for Roads. The
Resolve Rosanna Road community group that
represents residents along that road in my electorate
have concerns regarding the past and future of
Rosanna Road as an over-dimensional route. My
question is: on what evidence basis and risk assessment
was Rosanna Road selected by VicRoads in 2016 to
become an over-dimensional route, and will the
minister release this evidence base or risk assessment to
the public? Given that, will Rosanna Road continue to
be an over-dimensional route following the
construction of north-east link, and will Rosanna Road
residents get any relief from the over-dimensional loads
prior to the opening of the north-east link, if indeed it is
built?

Western Victoria Region
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (12:46) — My
constituency question is directed to the Minister for
Police, and it relates to policing within the Ballarat
police service area. Shockingly, since the election of the
Andrews government there has been a 9.95 per cent
full-time equivalent reduction in the number of police
on the beat in Ballarat despite the massive increase in
violent crime that we have seen in Ballarat, including a
165 per cent increase in home invasions and a massive
spate of police car rammings, as well as other crimes
such as car theft skyrocketing as well. So the question I
ask is: will the minister ensure that, at the very least,
policing in Ballarat is better resourced so that the same
number of police are on the beat as there were in
November 2014?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:47) —
My question is for the Minister for Planning. I recently
met with residents from the Parkville Gardens area who
are very concerned about the government’s revised
plans for the Commonwealth Games precinct in
Parkville. There is a long history to this project, with a
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master plan developed over a decade ago. A carefully
staged series of plans, stages 5 to 12, are currently
underway. In 2017 residents were shocked to learn that
landowners, developers and Major Projects Victoria
had applied to essentially double the height of the
buildings from 11 to 20 storeys without proper
consultation, justification or infrastructure planning for
this neighbourhood.
The Parkville Gardens precinct has inadequate public
transport, no community meeting spaces or halls, very
little sustainable transport infrastructure and few open
spaces that are now not overshadowed for most of the
day by very tall buildings. My question is: what will the
government do to provide more public transport, bus
shelters, sustainable transport infrastructure, community
spaces, open space and public and affordable housing at
Parkville Gardens given the significant increase in
dwellings now proposed?

Western Victoria Region
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (12:48) — My
question is to Minister Tierney, the Minister for
Training and Skills. The question I want to pose to her
is in relation to the reopening of the Glenormiston
agricultural college in south-west Victoria. The
government heralded this wonderful new relationship
with the Volume Group, under Dean Montgomery, and
South West TAFE to provide education in horticulture,
agriculture and other things. The government indicated
through the minister that there would be enrolments of
at least 150 students, with students being
accommodated at the college and taking up a number of
those courses provided by South West TAFE. I am
interested to know from the minister how many
students are actually active in seeking courses or are
involved in courses provided by South West TAFE at
Glenormiston college and how many are actually being
accommodated there.

Northern Victoria Region
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (12:49) — My
question is for the Minister for Education. Orrvale
Primary School on the outskirts of Shepparton currently
has an enrolment of 403 students. Despite being one of
the most popular primary schools in Shepparton,
Orrvale is forced to cap its annual enrolments each year
due to the lack of available land to build more
infrastructure to cater for more students. The lack of
space and facilities is also affecting the school’s ability
to deliver their desired education programs, with classes
unable to go outside if a physical education class is in
progress. It also hinders sport being played during
lunch and recess.
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With the school’s long-term enrolment figure being 376
to 400 students, Orrvale Primary School is entitled to an
additional 1.17 hectares of land to increase its site to
3.2 hectares. The owner of the land adjacent to the
school is willing to negotiate and sell 1.86 hectares of
land to the department. With the state budget including
funding for acquisition of land for schools, my question
is: will the minister give a commitment to fund the
purchase of 1.86 hectares of land for Orrvale Primary
School?

Western Metropolitan Region
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (12:50) — My
constituency question is to the Minister for Small
Business. I have received representations from a small
business operator gravely concerned about the impact
of the West Gate tunnel project on his business and
businesses around him in Footscray. He informs me
that the tunnel authority and John Holland are
proposing to remove all street parking along the
southern side border of his property for four long years
without providing suitable alternative arrangements. I
am sure the house can fully understand the detrimental
impact such a move would have on any business. I ask:
will the minister go in to bat for small businesses in
Footscray before they are forced to the wall by the
West Gate tunnel project?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(12:51) — My constituency question is to the Minister
for Public Transport in the other place, and it follows a
conversation on Monday with some residents of Middle
Park who are concerned about the government’s plan to
remove two tram stops in their narrow street and
replace it with one super tram stop. They want to
support greater access for people who use wheels for
various purposes — wheelchairs, scooters, prams and
so on — to get onto public transport. They are
concerned about the size of the super tram stop and the
impact on traffic flow and parking in their very narrow
street.
One of the residents drew to my attention the model of
trams that is used in the city of Toronto in Canada,
where, based on the pictures I saw, trams are used with
quite a sophisticated system of built-in ramps that can
be extended by passengers by just using a button within
the tram to exit the tram. These trams are also designed
with secure places where wheelchairs and so on can be
secured within the tram. So the question that I ask on
behalf of my constituents is: has the government
considered this option for enabling greater disability
access to trams?
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Sitting suspended 12.53 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL
SITTING
Debate resumed.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (14:04) — I was
talking about regional Victoria and the work that the
government has been doing through its regional
assemblies. I think it is worthwhile spending a little bit
of time talking about the community-based work that
we have been doing, which has been setting the
priorities and informing the decisions of the Andrews
Labor government. More than 2000 people attended
nine regional assemblies last year, so despite the claims
earlier by those opposite that there is no opportunity for
members of the community to converse with —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — Here we go again; it did not take
Snap, Crackle and Pop over there long, did it?
We will continue to consult with the community. The
assemblies that we held between June and October last
year were in Swan Hill, Wodonga, Horsham, Sale,
Bendigo, Seymour, Creswick, Geelong and Portland.
Each of them had a unique feel, and they were all
marked by strong attendance from local communities.
They were also attended, of course, by Labor
government ministers, local Labor MPs and mayors. In
fact there were 44 ministerial appearances at the
assemblies, with ministers there to listen to locals and
understand their concerns and importantly understand
their hopes for their particular regions.
As well as those formal assemblies, several
partnerships held mini-assemblies — round tables that
dove into the myriad of issues that were put forward by
local communities. We did that in towns such as
Leongatha, Lakes Entrance, Echuca, Ballarat,
Castlemaine, Alexandra, Nagambie, Broadford, Colac
and — wait for it — Shepparton. We went to
Shepparton. On top of that there were over 700 online
engagements with preassembly surveys and
questionnaires. I think those sorts of numbers and that
sort of outcome exceeded even the hopes and plans of
the Minister for Regional Development when she put
this idea forward and it was adopted as Labor Party
policy to ensure that we connect with the local
communities around the state. Each of the partnerships
gathered a variety of information from the assemblies
through pre-engagement and post-engagement work as
well as year-round consultations. Those consultations
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and discussions fed into our budget work and our
decision-making.
To illustrate the point, last year the Andrews Labor
government, as a result of listening and acting upon
these regional assemblies and regional partnerships,
invested over $4 billion in regional infrastructure,
health, education and transport issues that were
identified as high priorities by the regional
communities. Unlike the proposition which the
opposition have put before us — they simply want to
govern for regional Victoria and in particular
Shepparton on 11 June next year — we govern for
regional Victoria every day of the year. That is
evidenced by our investment in regional Victoria
following on from those very important meetings that
we held right around the state.
One other very important fact — and later today we
will be dealing with regional rail as Mr O’Sullivan has
got something on the notice paper — is that over the
past two years, as a result of these regional assemblies,
the Andrews Labor government has added 432 new
passenger services across V/Line’s network. We are
getting on with it. We are getting things done. In
contrast we should have a look at the work that was
undertaken by those opposite when they were in
office —
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr GEPP — Well, Mr Leane, unfortunately they
did do a bit, but none of it was positive. Do you know
that $1.2 billion in TAFE was cut by those opposite,
resulting in 22 campus closures and the sacking of
2500 TAFE workers, who were put out of work by
those opposite? I do not know what they have got
against regional Victorians and workers in regional
Victoria, but their actions speak volumes for the sort of
disregard that they have for regional Victorians and
those who want to utilise the TAFE system to further
their education and ensure that the skills that they are
obtaining are matched up with jobs at the end of it.
We should also look at the other things that they did or
did not do during the course of their period in office.
When Tony Abbott was the Prime Minister and his
government was particularly taking a meat axe to
Victorian hospital funding, somewhere in the order of
$820 million, which resulted in something in the order
of almost $4 million in cuts —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
I draw your attention to the member’s contribution and
the point of relevance. He is now talking about federal
funding for the health system in Victoria. That is really
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nothing to do with this motion, which is about a
regional sitting of the Legislative Council in the City of
Greater Shepparton.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I do
note that Mr Gepp is the lead speaker and there has
been some wideranging debate. I do not uphold the
point of order, but I certainly encourage Mr Gepp to
come back to the motion more specifically.
Mr GEPP — Health funding is very relevant to
regional Victoria. Where were the regional coalition
MPs when Tony Abbott was taking a meat axe to
hospital funding, which resulted in places like Mildura
and Swan Hill losing millions of dollars in hospital
funding? Where was Mr Crisp, the member for Mildura
in the Assembly? Where was Mr Walsh, the member
for Murray Plains in the Assembly? They were
nowhere to be found. But now, suddenly, they are the
friends of regional Victoria, they would have us
believe. But when they were in office they did nothing
and when their federal counterparts were taking the
meat axe to health funding in regional Victoria they
stood idly by and did nothing. They did absolutely
nothing, and yet they would have us and regional
Victoria believe that they came into this place and
suddenly they were the great champions of regional
Victoria.
What did they do about unemployment in regional
Victoria when they were in office? We know that youth
unemployment under the mob opposite rose to 15.8 per
cent. It spiked at 15.8 per cent just when they were
turfed out of office. Now it is down to 9.2 per cent. We
have cut youth unemployment by 6.6 per cent, and it is
continuing to fall —
Mr Ramsay — I think you might have rorted your
way into office, by the way.
Mr GEPP — I note Mr Ramsay’s interjection. Of
course he would interject because they hate jobs. They
do not want growth. They do not want progress. They
do not want development. Whenever we talk about
anything positive, it is ‘Chirp, chirp, chirp, cheep,
cheep, cheep’. That is what we get from that corner of
the chamber every time. You can read him like a book.
It is not hard. It is a pretty simple read, I have got to
say; it is a very simple read. The minute that you talk
positive action, what do we get from Mr Ramsay?
Division, negativity. That is what we get every time.
That is why he is sitting over there, and that is where he
belongs. He is sitting where he belongs —
Mr O’Sullivan — On a point of order, Acting
President, I was just wondering whether it might be
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possible that Mr Gepp make some reference to a
regional sitting in Shepparton. Even just once would be
good. We would be happy with just one reference to
having a regional sitting of Parliament in Shepparton.
Just once would be enough.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Whilst not upholding your point of order,
Mr O’Sullivan, I have been listening a little more
closely and I would certainly encourage Mr Gepp to
come back to the substance of the motion.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — I would say to Mr O’Sullivan and
those others who have not been in the chamber
throughout my contribution that during the introduction
of my contribution I talked about the fact that I would
be concentrating on a wider regional perspective before
coming back to talk about Shepparton in particular. I
also talked about Shepparton in particular and some of
the antics of my friend opposite in terms of her
photobombing, but we will come back to that because
there is more to say on that matter.
In terms of the particular budget announcement this
year and the efforts that we have gone to as a
government to enact and put in place the things that
regional Victorians have been talking to this
government about over the past two years through our
regional partnerships agreement, we have had deep
engagement with the community, and those regional
partnership assemblies will be starting up again. In fact
as part of that program there was one held last week in
Kyneton.
Other things that the government did last year in
relation to responding to the specific needs of regional
communities outlined to us through that engagement
was the development of a business case for the
Networked Grain Centre of Excellence in the Wimmera
Southern Mallee region to increase western Victoria’s
reputation as a centre for agricultural innovation and the
Munarra Centre for Regional Excellence in the
Goulburn Murray to plan for a state-of-the-art
Indigenous sporting, cultural and educational precinct.
In fact we followed that up with a $23 million
investment in the 2018 budget. There is funding for
Shipwreck Coast early works to upgrade this
much-loved attraction. In the north-east there is a
cycling optimisation project to increase cycling tourism
potential. There is the Robinvale community hub for
the development of multipurpose facilities, including a
community library. There is the Swan Hill riverfront
development to revitalise the heart of Swan Hill and the
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Gippsland destination management plan to bring more
tourism and more jobs to Gippsland.
Our regional partnerships have also shared in seed
funding to help them identify new priorities and make
sure local residents have their say. A further
$45 million is going towards the Connecting Regional
Communities program in direct response to all nine
regional partnerships for better digital infrastructure.
We know that digital connectivity —
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have noted your rulings on points of order
over the time that you have sat in the chair, and I
respect the decisions you make. I have to say that
Mr Gepp’s contribution is now launching into the
budget and the budget papers, and I understand that that
bill will be coming before us possibly tomorrow. We
are talking about a regional sitting in Shepparton. I
appreciate that you say he is the lead speaker and he has
broad scope for his contribution, but seriously we are
now nearly 45 minutes into his contribution and he has
rarely spoken relevantly to the motion at hand. So I do
think you need to rule that this point of order be upheld
and direct him purposefully to the motion at hand, and
that is about a regional sitting in Shepparton. He might
even like to advise us whether he actually supports
regional sittings of Parliament, because as yet he has
not made mention of the position of the government in
respect to this motion. I suppose he will windbag his
way through to it at some point when we finally —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay.
Mr GEPP — On the point of order, Acting
President, Ms Lovell in her contribution when moving
the motion particularly went to the Leader of the
Opposition and the opposition’s policy for the holding
of regional cabinets so the opposition can be more
connected with the community to inform government
decisions. I would have thought us doing the very same
thing and me responding to that is appropriate and
within order.
Mr Mulino — On the point of order, Acting
President, in relation to the matters raised in
contributions before Mr Gepp, but also in what can
only be described as intemperate and unruly
interjections constantly from those opposite, there have
been many assertions that those on this side do not care
about the regions and assertions that we have not
undertaken investment in the regions. Mr Gepp is
responding directly to points raised in the other lead
speech and to the constant heckling from those
opposite.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Mulino. I do acknowledge that there has
been wideranging debate, and whilst being sympathetic,
Mr Ramsay, to the point that you have made, I will not
uphold the point of order but will once again encourage
Mr Gepp to come back to the substance of the motion
being debated.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — The muppets are in town. Of course in
responding to the motion before the house it is
absolutely appropriate for the government to
demonstrate how it is connecting with regional
communities and how it is responding to the needs of
regional communities in a variety of ways. Yes, we will
be dealing with the budget tomorrow, but I do want to
talk about the key investments that we have made in the
2018–19 budget that are relevant to all regional
partnership regions, and as a result of those
consultations that have —
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
the member is now flouting the request from the Chair
that he come back to the motion and he has continued
to talk about budget allocations. I think that it is
probably about time that we did go to the point of
relevance and that you rule that the member must come
back to the motion and not just draw him back to the
motion.
Ms Mikakos — On the point of order, Acting
President, I have been listening to Mr Gepp’s
contribution, and I do think that his very fine
contribution is directly on point, because the
contribution he is making points out that we are a
government that is getting things done for regional
Victoria, and regardless of a regional sitting or not we
are making a very significant contribution to the
services that regional Victorians require.
Mr Finn — On the point of order, Acting President,
I can understand Mr Gepp as a relative newcomer to
this house not understanding how the system works, but
Ms Mikakos has been here for a very long time. In fact
it seems like she has been here for an eternity, and she
should —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Mr Finn, thank you.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, obviously you need to rule on Ms Lovell’s
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point of order, but Mr Gepp’s interjection crossed the
line. It is unparliamentary and it is offensive. It does not
require a member to take offence for it to be withdrawn.
If you consider it to be unparliamentary, he should be
asked to withdraw and apologise.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) — I will
deal with the matters as they have been drawn to my
attention. The first is the point of order which
Ms Lovell began with regard to relevance. I just make
the point that with regard to relevance particularly on
such motions that there is often very wideranging
debate, particularly with the lead speakers, who do have
a period of time to make their contributions. However, I
once again encourage Mr Gepp to come back to the
substance of the motion. I do note that I have not yet
heard Mr Gepp, since I have been in the chair, refer to
either the regional sitting or to Shepparton. He may
have done so in passing, but I do not recall it to this
point. That is the initial point of order by Ms Lovell,
which I will not uphold.
However, Mr Gepp, on the matter raised by
Mrs Peulich, I am advised that the word you used was
unparliamentary, and I seek a withdrawal.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. I am not
sure which word Mrs Peulich is referring to.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Mr Gepp, I just asked that you withdraw.
Mr GEPP — If it is about the reference to Mr Finn
being a grub, I withdraw.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Mr Gepp.
Mr GEPP — This contribution about what the
government is doing for regional Victoria is very
relevant because it is in the context of the conduct of
regional cabinets and regional meetings of the
Legislative Council in places like Shepparton and
others. It is important that the government is able to
demonstrate to regional Victorians how today it is
connecting with regional Victorians and how it is
listening to the concerns of regional Victorians and
responding to them.
Of course the biggest illustration of that most recently
has been through the budget, where all of the things that
I am about to talk about came through conversations
that were held at the regional partnership assemblies,
where we are connecting with those local communities.
Whether it is the $941 million that we just allocated for
better regional roads across the state, the $333 million
for regional road restoration, the $261 million for
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regional road upgrades, the $229 million for continuing
Towards Zero and providing safety upgrades to our
regional road network or the $100 million for grants to
rural —
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President,
the member continues to flout the Chair’s rulings. I
suggest to you very strongly that you direct him to
return to the motion and indeed speak on the motion
that he has not referred to at any stage in the last
50 minutes or so. It is quite extraordinary. I also suggest
to the member that if he wants to talk about Labor’s
policy on various matters, he should move a motion on
that and he can speak about it until the cows come
home.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Having listened to Mr Gepp I believe that he did
actually mention a regional sitting in Shepparton —
straight after my last ruling, which I was very pleased to
hear I might say, Mr Finn. I will not uphold the point of
order because Mr Gepp did do as I asked and has
spoken on the substance of the motion. Mr Gepp, I will
ask you once again to continue.
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, Acting
President, I am concerned at the constant chatter during
the course of each one of your rulings, and this has been
particularly from members on your own side of the
house. I do think it is demonstrating some considerable
discourtesy to whoever is in the chair, as they are
entitled to make their ruling without interruption and
commentary from members. I particularly have noted
that it has come from members of the opposition. I
think that members need to be mindful of the fact that
they are demonstrating discourtesy to the Chair. I make
the point that regardless of who is in the chair — which
political persuasion — the proper functioning of this
chamber, the conventions of which those opposite seem
to now be throwing out of the window —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Ms Mikakos.
Mrs Peulich — On the same point of order, Acting
President, I am sitting here several metres from any
other colleague. I have not shouted, and I find
Ms Mikakos’s comments offensive and they reflect on
all members. If she has an issue with a particular
member, she ought to frame her point of order
correctly, but she is, in taking her point of order, doing
exactly what she has been criticising. She has been
filling up time with nonsense.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Order! Thank you for that, Mrs Peulich. I might say
that I think there have been some elevated emotions and
voices in the house thus far this afternoon. Ms Mikakos,
whilst I have been making rulings I have heard
interjections from both sides of the house. It has not just
been from one side. I concur that it is difficult to
manage the running of the house when there are
interjections constantly throughout debate, but that is
not just from one side or the other but from both. I note
that Mr Gepp still has a number of minutes to continue.
I will not uphold the point of order, but I ask Mr Gepp
to continue and encourage other members to perhaps
make their views known through the speakers list rather
than by interjection.
Mr GEPP — Thank you, Acting President. Here I
am, just trying to make a small contribution to a debate
about a community in my electorate and demonstrating
how we on this side of the house govern for them and
everybody else in regional Victoria every day of the
year. We do not plan just to govern for them at a
regional Legislative Council meeting on 11 June. Can
you imagine people lining up for tickets to that one?
You could not stop them, especially if they are
watching the tape today. The place would come to an
absolute standstill.
Of course we do govern for the people of regional
Victoria every day, including those in Shepparton,
which is why we will continue with our model of
consultation with regional communities as we have
been doing for the past couple of years. We get
thousands of people through the door. We get a
plethora of ideas. We understand what the needs of the
community are. They interact directly with ministers.
This is not through staff, but directly with ministers
who sit at the table and talk to members of the
community — families, businesses and community
leaders — about the things that matter to them. Then
those things are turned into good, positive, strong
outcomes for the community through mechanisms such
as the budget. Of course those opposite, and
particularly —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — I think Ms Lovell doth protest too
much, because I can guarantee you that when I am up
in Shepparton announcing yet another budget initiative
you can be assured of one thing — lurking there
somewhere will be Ms Lovell, especially as the
flashbulb is about to go off. The photobomber will
appear yet again, to try to take credit for another
government initiative. I refer to the Shepparton News,
where state MP the member for Shepparton from the
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other place, Ms Sheed, welcomed $20 million in the
upcoming state budget towards improved roundabouts
on a key city freight route. It was applauded by the
CEO of the local council and it was applauded by the
mayor. Guess who was the only person in Shepparton
to talk it down? Every opportunity she gets, she talks
the place down.
Ms Lovell — On a point of order, Acting President,
the member is now completely misleading the house
because I have not made one comment on the money
for the roundabouts. Not one comment — so he is
misleading the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Morris) —
Thank you, Ms Lovell. I am sure, as you well know,
that is a matter of debate, and we have now got it on
Hansard. I would encourage Mr Gepp to continue and
to continue a little closer to the motion rather than on
specifics of the current budget.
Mr GEPP — Of course it does not stop there. The
opposition in response to initiatives that we have been
making, positive contributions in Shepparton, are
always talking them down. They are always against
them. They are negative, but then they come into this
place so that they can say something positive on
Hansard. Then they run back to the electorate. It is like
this tennis match that goes on, and it is all about
relevance deprivation because those opposite know that
at the end of the day everything that we have done for
Shepparton over the last three and a half years and the
things that we will do over the course of the next six
months will have nothing to do with them. They have
absolutely nothing to do with them and any advocacy
they claim that they have been making, because they
are irrelevant in the scheme of things. They know it and
we know it, so we are committed to continuing our
close work with regional communities right across this
great state, whether it is in northern Victoria, eastern
Victoria or western Victoria and all parts in between.
We will continue to meet with those communities at
our regional partnership assemblies. My colleague and I
in northern Victoria, Ms Symes, will continue to be out
on the beat talking to those local communities and
coming back in here and talking to our ministers and
talking to the government about the variety of issues
that are affecting our communities, and we will ensure
that those things are acted upon. As the Andrews Labor
government has been doing for three and a half years
now, we are getting on with the job — we are getting
things done. We do not just talk about it, as per those
opposite. I do not support the proposition, because we
govern for all Victorians every day of the year and not
just one.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Mr O’SULLIVAN
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

CHARITABLE ORGANISATION TAX
EXEMPTION
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (14:37) — I
move:
That this house notes that —
(1) many for-profit businesses are avoiding certain
Victorian taxes by claiming charitable status, despite not
engaging in objectively charitable work;
(2) principally, the businesses engaged in this avoidance are
owned by religious institutions and take advantage of the
charitable head of ‘advancement of religion’ to receive
charitable tax exemptions despite operating as for-profit
businesses and not carrying out objectively charitable
works;
(3) the definition of charity for the purposes of Victorian
statute should be redefined to protect genuinely
charitable organisations and ensure that for-profit
businesses pay their fair share of Victorian taxes;
(4) none of the above refers to the genuine charitable works
of religious-run organisations or the usual activities
conducted at a place of public worship;
and calls on the government to adopt into Victorian law the
exposure draft of the Charities Amendment (Charitable
Purpose) Bill 2018 as a modern and fair solution to this issue.

I am very pleased to rise to speak to my motion, and
this motion does come out of the bill that I second read
into the chamber a few weeks ago, which was deemed
to be not suitable to be debated in this chamber. While I
accept the decision, I do not necessarily agree with it.
Last night the federal Treasurer in his federal budget
speech stated that honest and fair businesses and
taxpayers are being ripped off by those that think they
are above paying tax. We know that one in five of
Australia’s largest companies are not paying tax, and
we have seen scenarios in recent years where 17 of the
top 50 companies in Australia have paid no corporate
tax. This type of tax avoidance costs the Australian
budget something like $3.5 billion a year — an
extraordinary sum that organisations like Oxfam are at
pains to point out translates to lost services that actually
cost people their lives.
My motion speaks to a different kind of tax avoidance,
but I believe its consequences are the same. Right now
many for-profit businesses are avoiding taxes by
claiming charitable status despite not engaging
objectively in charitable works. Principally the
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businesses engaged in this avoidance are owned by
religious institutions and take advantage of the
charitable head of ‘advancement of religion’ to receive
charitable tax exemptions despite operating as
businesses, not charities. You have to ask the question:
why?
Of all registered charities in Australia, 37.4 per cent of
them report advancement of religion as their charitable
purpose, being by far the biggest single category, and
this category is far less tangible than other charitable
purposes. Relieving sickness and raising funds for
disaster relief are much more concrete activities than
the advancement of religion. As a consequence of this
ambiguity this category is one of the most easily
abused.
As I mentioned in my second-reading speech for the
Charities Amendment (Charitable Purpose) Bill 2018,
Sanitarium, the religious-owned manufacturer of
Australia’s iconic breakfast cereal, Weet-Bix, sells
more than 1.4 billion Weet-Bix every year but as a
consequence of its charitable status pays no company
tax. Sanitarium’s owner, the Seventh-day Adventist
Church, has acknowledged it has moved millions of
dollars generated by this, as they call it, group 1 entity
offshore, resulting in a scenario where they are not a
genuine charity and the tax savings that they have
received are not even kept in the country of
manufacture. I do not think this represents the
expectations of the community about what charity is
today, and Sanitarium is an example I highlight. There
are many more engaged in similar conduct utilising the
same loophole. This is why in this motion I move to
redefine the definition of charity to protect genuine
charitable work and crack down on for-profit
businesses taking advantage of tax exemptions that they
do not deserve.
Let us be clear: we have businesses obviously, we have
not-for-profit organisations that are afforded significant
tax concessions and then we have that very privileged
category of charity. I came across quite a nice definition
of charity yesterday: only some types of organisations
are recognised as charities; charities are a type of
non-profit organisation; and not all non-profit
organisations are charities, but all charities must be not
for profit. That is not the case here or in Australia.
Charities should be exactly that — charitable. This
motion really simply seeks to ensure that businesses
operate as businesses and charities operate as charities.
It does not attack religious organisations or the fantastic
work that so many of these organisations do for our
community. It is designed to prevent tax avoidance by
certain businesses.
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Exactly how much tax has been avoided is very hard to
quantify. I have asked the new Parliamentary Budget
Office to cost out the proposals that I have raised in this
motion. That has not been completed yet, but a
commonly cited estimate from 2009 suggests that
religious tax exemptions cost Australia $31 billion in
tax revenue per year. We know from the recent
Victorian budget paper 5 that we forgo land tax revenue
on land used by charitable institutions at an estimate of
$245 million, and that is for the 2018–19 financial year.
The further category titled ‘Assessment on a single
holding basis for land owned by charities’ is assessed at
$19 million.
Now, what pertains to legitimate charities and places of
public worship I cannot say for certain yet, but I hope to
be able to reveal that to the chamber when the budget
office has finished with its investigation, but as Fairfax
revealed recently when it published its investigative
report into the wealth of the Catholic Church, it holds
assets in Victoria valued at more than $9 billion. This
makes it the largest non-government landholder in the
state. As I have mentioned before, these landholdings
reportedly include banks, superannuation funds,
insurance companies, news services,
telecommunications providers and commercial
properties that include offices, residences, car parks,
conference centres, tennis courts, mobile phone towers
and a restaurant. So it is clear when considering this list
that the state could be forgoing considerable revenue
that should be properly collected.
I think it is also really unfortunate that, in granting these
businesses charitable status on the grounds of
advancement of religion, we also permit them to
discriminate against employees, against customers and
against anyone through the exceptions in Australia’s
and Victoria’s anti-discrimination laws.
Again, I want to state categorically that what I am
proposing does not apply to the genuine charitable
works of religious-run organisations or the usual
activities conducted at a place of worship. I have had
correspondence to my office that would indicate that
some members of this house have been
misinterpreting — to be generous — or misrepresenting
the bill and my motion, so let us just get through that. Is
this an attack on religious institutions? Absolutely not.
This proposal is not an attack on religious organisations
or, as I stated before, the great work they do. Instead it
seeks to redefine what a charity is and to crack down on
for-profit businesses taking advantage of tax
exemptions — for-profit businesses that claim to be
charities despite not engaging in any objectively
charitable work like disaster relief or helping the needy.
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Will places of worship have to pay land tax? No. My
plan will not impose land tax on places of public
worship. In fact they will be protected by a special
exemption codified in my plan. Now, opponents of this
bill again have misrepresented this widely. My
second-reading speech for the bill made it very clear
that protections were to be provided for places of
worship. Buildings used exclusively as a place of
worship would not have to pay land tax. To suggest that
this means that land tax exemptions will not apply to
other community activities at churches, temples,
synagogues and mosques is to misunderstand the rules
of the statutory interpretation. I use the word
‘exclusively’ to prevent people saying, ‘I’m tax exempt
for my place of worship, which happens to be my
home’ or ‘which happens to be my office’ or ‘which
happens to be my holiday home’. The word
‘exclusively’ is to protect those places of worship.
Categorically it is not the intention of this plan to
impose land tax on the usual activities at places of
worship, and I note that in making this statement it is
the only way, if this legislation was successful, that it
could be interpreted by a court.
Regarding payroll tax, the thresholds of $650 000 per
year that will be introduced in July this year will still
protect local congregations. ‘Will churches be taxed for
their community contributions?’, I have been asked.
No. None of the amazing charitable work done by
religious institutions will be affected. Genuine
charitable work, including the charitable work
performed by religious institutions, should be tax
exempt and will remain tax exempt under this plan.
Removing ‘advancement of religion’ as a charitable
status does not prevent religious institutions from
maintaining their ordinary charitable purposes. Let me
reiterate that religious institutions and organisations
engaged in advancing health; preventing and relieving
sickness, disease or human suffering; advancing
education; advancing social or public welfare; relieving
the poverty, distress or disadvantage of individuals or
families; caring for and supporting the aged; caring for
and supporting individuals with disabilities; caring for,
supporting and protecting children and young
individuals; or assisting the rebuild after a disaster will
all remain tax exempt under my proposal.
We need to modernise the sector to clarify and align the
concept of charity in Victorian law with 21st-century
expectations. From my perspective this modernisation
starts with increased transparency and accountability.
The secretive nature of religious organisations was
highlighted by Fairfax in their investigation into the
wealth of the Catholic Church, just as it was highlighted
in the royal commission and the Betrayal of Trust
inquiry before it. Once an organisation is a registered
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charity in Australia, it has no obligation to provide
annual reports and as a result is not publicly
accountable for its activities.
I just want to have a look at the Australian Christian
Lobby as an example. It was registered as a charity in
2012. There is no transparency around the operation of
the organisation. They were registered as a charity
under the ‘advancement of religion’ definition. There is
no transparency around the operation of their
organisation. They have always withheld their financial
reports because they can. The annual information
statement that they provided shows that they had a
gross income of around $4 million, that they spent
about $1.6 million on staff and that there was
$2.147 million spent on other expenses. That is it. That
is all the information we have received, and that is all
that is publicly available. In the absence of these
disclosure obligations, these so-called charities are free
to act secretively.
When we consider what a charity is, a dictionary would
tell us it is an organisation set up to provide help and
raise money for those in need. A political lobbyist,
which is what the Australian Christian Lobby is, does
neither of these things. The fact is that it is a lobbyist,
and that is clear. That is its name. On its ‘Who we are’
page it says:
The Australian Christian Lobby is a grassroots movement of
over 100 000 people seeking to bring a Christian influence to
politics.
We want to see Christian principles and ethics accepted and
influencing the way we are governed, do business and relate
as a society …

principles and ethics like we saw on Good Friday!
Clearly this is not objectively charitable work. They are
not feeding the poor. They are not raising money for
disaster relief. They are political lobbyists by their own
definition. Now, I have no problem with the Australian
Christian Lobby operating as a lobby group or even
operating as a not-for-profit lobby group, but I do not
think that they are a charity.
We can be so much better as a state and as a nation. I
think we should lift the secrecy around the financial
reporting of charities. Let us ensure charities are
actually charities. Let us have our businesses pay the
taxes they do to directly assist the community. There is
nothing stopping these businesses from donating their
money to charities. My motion is one piece in this
puzzle, but I think it is an important one, and I am
pleased to start the dialogue on this. I hope it will be an
important step to reform. I do not think it is a radical
proposal either. It reflects changes that have been made
in places like the UK and Canada and many European
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countries. It is simply a proposal to clarify and align the
concept of charity in Victorian law with 21st century
expectations. I honestly look forward to hearing from
others, and I commend this motion.
Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (14:52) — I thank
the previous speaker for her contribution and for raising
this issue. This is a complicated issue. I think all tax
matters end up being complicated because tax is
inherently in practice a series of complicated trade-offs
on empirical questions. I do not want to go into some
broad dissertation on tax, but I do think it is worth very
briefly saying at the outset that I believe almost
invariably when we look at both taxes that are raised
and the exemptions around existing taxes, we deal with
a number of criteria. They can include issues such as
fairness and administrative efficiency. More often than
not a relevant question for imposing a tax is how easily
collected it is and the compliance issues in practice.
There are questions around the economic incidence of
taxes, which I believe are often not well understood.
There are issues around the economic efficiency of
taxes which relate to matters that again are often not
well understood. The economic efficiency of taxes in a
sense goes to the economic distortions that a given tax
creates in raising a specific amount of revenue. Then
there is the behaviour change that taxes often result in
or indeed that exemptions from taxes result in.
The reason I raise all of this is that both taxes and
exemptions from taxes often involve a series of
judgements on a number of these criteria and
sometimes trade-offs amongst those criteria. Sometimes
we try and raise an amount of revenue or allow for
exemptions to allow for certain behaviour to be
encouraged or not, while having to acknowledge that
there are often trade-offs between different elements of
those criteria. There are others of course, including the
way in which taxes or exemptions have an impact upon
different people, involving such issues as fairness, the
need for government to raise revenue and so on.
The second thing I wanted to raise at a more general
level is that tax concessions are in a sense just as
important as tax revenue. They are two sides of the
same coin. Tax concessions are a way that we as
governments at all levels routinely try to benefit certain
groups or encourage or discourage certain types of
behaviour. Again I want to put on the record that tax
concessions are a widely used public policy tool, and
indeed in crafting tax concessions I think one ought
to — and I think governments do — take into account a
lot of the criteria that I just outlined when it comes to
different mechanisms for raising revenue.
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I will flag at the outset that we will not be supporting
this motion, and I am going to outline in my
contribution my understanding of the current
exemptions under state law. I think to some degree it
might differ a little bit from Ms Patten’s understanding.
I think Ms Patten and I probably might agree on some
of the trade-offs that governments face in this area,
although we might disagree in the way in which to
handle some of those trade-offs. But I do want to put on
the record some of the definitions that are actually used
in our state tax legislation, because I think it is critical
for us to have an agreed evidentiary base, as it were, for
this discussion.
I might say that I am going to focus on the bill itself,
because for me that is the crux of this motion. If it were
to be passed, it is essentially calling for the government
to consider this bill or indeed adopt it. I will focus my
comments on the bill, and I think in doing so we will
deal with the various components of the motion itself.
I do want to say that in Victoria — and I will go into
this in a little bit more detail in a moment —
commercial activity is already ineligible for payroll tax
or land tax charitable exemptions. This is not an
empirical question that we could probably debate the
details of, but I want to lay that broad principle out
there. I will make some more detailed references in a
minute, but that is the broad principle upon which the
current state approach to payroll and land tax is levied.
I will get on to this in a moment in the second part of
my speech, but I also believe that this bill will change
in quite a fundamental way the tax status of religious
organisations. I do want to flag that before looking at
something so profound. I think that an issue like that
would warrant much more detailed examination and
consultation with the community. I do want to lay out a
couple of the reasons why I believe the exemption that
exists at present is something that the community has
supported for a long time and still does.
As I flagged, I want to make some comments about the
way in which the exemptions in the current law actually
operate. Currently there is no definition of ‘charity’ in
state tax acts, and therefore charities rely upon the
common-law definition. Under common law, a charity
that has a charitable purpose includes a purpose — and
there are a number of different heads — for the relief of
poverty or the advancement of education or other
purposes beneficial to the community. From
Ms Patten’s contribution, those are all heads that she
would be comfortable with. The common-law
definition of ‘charity’ also includes the advancement of
religion, and I think that is a head for which she has
more trouble supporting an exemption. The
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common-law definition does include a number of the
heads which she has flagged.
The state approach to defining ‘charitable purpose’
differs from the federal approach, which is more
prescriptive. It provides heads of charity, and in doing
so recognises the advancement of religion. Even though
the federal government’s approach to defining
‘charitable purpose’ is more prescriptive, I think it is
worth noting that it does explicitly acknowledge the
advancement of religion.
It is worth stepping back for a moment. Another key
objective of taxation and tax exemptions in the
Australian context is that generally, all other things
being equal, one would try to achieve consistency and
harmonisation in one’s approach to taxation between
jurisdictions at the same level of government — so
between states and between different levels of
government. I think it is worth noting that the approach
that we adopt is broadly consistent with that which is
adopted in other state jurisdictions. Notwithstanding the
fact that we rely on a common-law definition and the
federal approach is more prescriptive, there is broad
consistency there.
Charitable institutions, including religious institutions,
are exempt from payroll tax, but only where the wages
are paid to persons engaged exclusively in work of a
charitable or religious nature for the institution. Payroll
tax is an input tax, and the exemption therefore does not
cover any commercial activity to protect economic
principles such as competitive neutrality.
When it comes to land tax, currently charitable land tax
exemptions only apply to land used exclusively for
charitable purposes. Again that includes of course,
based upon my earlier definition, the advancement of
religion. It includes vacant land owned by a charity and
declared to be held for future charitable use or on land
leased for outdoor public use, such as sport and cultural
activities, with all proceeds applied exclusively for
charitable purposes.
Land used or leased for commercial purposes is not
exempt from land tax, even if the profits are used to
fund the charitable activities of the organisation. It is
important for me to put on the record these core
principles of the current application of land tax. Land
bought by charitable institutions is exempt from land
transfer duty regardless of the intended use of the land.
This is because the duty exemption focuses on the
status of the transferee as a charity. They are key
applications. I think it is important to note that
commercial activity is not currently the beneficiary of
exemptions. I will make a couple of additional
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clarifications. Under payroll tax, wages are exempt only
if the worker is engaged exclusively in charitable or
religious activities. This exemption does not cover any
commercial activities.
With regard to some of the specific entities that have
been raised, I am obviously not in a position to and I do
not think it is appropriate for me to comment on
particular companies, but I can say entities such as
Sanitarium in Victoria would not receive payroll tax
exemptions for wages paid to workers or land tax
exemptions for premises — so entities such as those
kinds of operations. That clearly follows on from the
definitions and the scope of the exemption in relation to
payroll tax and land tax that I outlined earlier. Charities
that buy land and use it for commercial operations can
on occasions be exempt from land transfer duty as this
exemption applies to the entity as a charity. That is a
debate that the community might want to have, but I
think it is critical to stress that when it comes to payroll
tax and land tax the exemption is clearly ring-fenced
from commercial operations.
Before making a very brief set of observations around
the broad policy objectives, I also want to make some
brief comments on reporting obligations. While we
have been debating this matter I have been googling the
Australian Charities and Not-for-profits Commission
website. Due to my poor googling capabilities, I do not
have a great deal of detail to add at this stage, but I can
certainly table it later. In a previous guise as an adviser
I was involved in a government that helped to create
this organisation, and I fully support greater
transparency for not-for-profits and charities. I would
just say that under that organisation there are annual
reporting obligations. They do have different levels of
obligations depending on the size of the organisation,
so the most onerous reporting obligations are for
charities dealing with more than $1 million. I think that
makes total sense. It is a risk-based approach. As I said,
I did not manage to get down to the exact minutiae, but
there are definitely financial components included in
those reporting obligations. I support that. I think it is
an exaggeration to say that there are not any reporting
obligations. There certainly have been some moves in
recent years to increase transparency in this area.
I just want to add a couple of comments in relation to
one of the policy areas that I think is going to be the key
area of difference here, I suppose, which is whether or
not the advancement of religion should be sufficient as
a head to benefit from an exemption from payroll tax,
land tax and stamp duty. I think this is an important
debate. It is important to recognise that the community
for a long time has wanted to reflect the importance that
religious entities have in our community, and not
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necessarily just because of what one might call concrete
charitable works. I mean that in a positive way — the
ones which produce direct tangible benefits. I think
Ms Patten is capturing that notion by the use of the term
‘objective’.
But I think amongst large parts of our community there
is definitely still a sense of community that arises from
the furtherance of religion — and I use that term very,
very broadly. I do not necessarily use it to include just
traditional religions; I use it to incorporate spiritual
organisations and a whole raft of different things. I
certainly do not think it is government’s place to be
prescriptive here, but there is definitely a sense of
community that many people feel arising from that. For
some people there is a sense of moral guidance and
purpose that can be achieved through this, and there is
value for many people in our community. This raises
the question: is a tax exemption for that specific head
appropriate to include in the list of heads? At the
moment it is in the heads of the common-law definition
that Victoria applies. It is in the commonwealth
legislation. I think it is a valid head and it should
remain, but Ms Patten is raising an interesting debate.
Let us have that debate. I think the community would
broadly want that to remain within the concept of a
charitable purpose. Religion, spirituality and the
organisations that further that — as I said before, I use
both of those concepts in their broader sense here —
play a role in many people’s lives, and I believe many
people would want to continue to benefit from the
organisations that further those.
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would be all sorts of more technical matters that one
might want to consider, such as the fact that we would
then be out of sync with other levels of government and
we would be out of sync with other jurisdictions. It
would create a lot of unintended consequences,
potentially. This again goes to the very inherently
complicated nature of tax reform.
Since the previous decade Victoria has sought to
harmonise payroll tax provisions, but of course
harmonisation in a federal system is something we are
constantly trying to achieve right across the board, and
there are very strong reasons why we seek to do that, so
I think for us to go on our own would be potentially
very problematic. I see that as a secondary issue to the
more important issue for me, which is the public policy
matter — that is, the exemption for the furtherance of
religion alongside the more concrete or ‘objective’
actions. But I do think it is worth noting that this is yet
another example of the ease with which one can find
oneself creating unintended consequences when one
changes taxes.
I would simply say that this is an important debate. I
believe that the current settings of the exemptions do
not provide for commercial operations to benefit from
payroll tax or land tax concessions. I think that is fairly
clearly set out in the definitions. Finally, I just reiterate
that I do believe that the definition that we use and
which is used in other jurisdictions is a sensible one and
reflects community values. For those reasons, I will not
be supporting this motion.

Of course this also raises difficult questions around the
inherent interlinkages and the fact that the charitable
actions of a lot of these organisations and their religious
activities — their pure observance activities — are
often so deeply intertwined that it could often be very
difficult to separate them in a simple way. This is also
one of the reasons why the definition has evolved as it
has. For so many people their religious observance is
actually intertwined with their actions — for some. For
others their religious observances are more of a pure
act. I do not claim to be an expert on this, but certainly
there is a whole spectrum here of ways in which
different people see the kinds of charitable acts that
Ms Patten would describe as objective. For many
people these are inherent in religious observance. I just
foreshadow that I imagine it could become very, very
tricky to separate those matters neatly and exclude one
of those heads.

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:11) — I have pleasure in speaking on this motion
and indicating at the outset that the opposition will be
opposing it. We oppose it for a number of reasons,
which certainly would be of no surprise to anyone.
Number one is that we believe in the importance of
religious freedom, and it is a part of our party platform.
Without religious freedom in society we do not have
democracy, and without religious freedom we do not
have multiculturalism — concepts that all sides of
politics have time and time again claimed to subscribe
to. You cannot take away religious freedom and expect
to remain a society that believes in multiculturalism or a
society that believes in freedom. Indeed the lack of
religious freedom is the very issue that has led to the
demise of the communist bloc, and often people
associate religion with that freedom which they have
been denied.

I believe that head is in there because that reflects
community values. I think from a public policy
perspective it remains a sensible range of scope of the
exemptions that I outlined earlier. I also think that there

I share that history. I was born under communist
Yugoslavia. I remember being baptised in secret. I am
not a regular churchgoer, but I believe firmly in
religious freedom, and for me it represented all of those
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things that we were denied — the freedom to think, to
believe, to speak and certainly to engage in the
democratic process.
I cannot understand Ms Patten’s obsession with
destroying religion and also that of other members as
well, including the Greens — their absolute aversion to
religion. I find it inconceivable, and I see this motion as
nothing more than yet another Trojan Horse that
Ms Patten is choosing to ride as a way of getting her
agenda up, which is not inconsistent with the agenda
that many communists have. If you destroy family and
you destroy religion, you have got a blank canvas and
you can do whatever you like with it.
The Trojan Horse for Ms Patten is Sanitarium, which
ostensibly is a company and a business. I do not know
what the business structure is of Sanitarium and other
profit-making businesses she referred to that are
avoiding taxes by claiming charitable status. My only
comment to her is to say — despite, of course, claiming
that it is objectively charitable work — and my call on
Ms Patten is indeed that if there are bodies that engage
in objectively charitable work, or perhaps if she has
concerns that these bodies are improperly registered as
charities, this should be taken up with the Australian
Charities and Not-for-profits Commission (ACNC)
rather than pursued through a motion before
Parliament.
The consequences of this I think were described by one
of the speakers at a gathering in this chamber — and I
will come back to that in a moment — Mark Sneddon.
Mark Sneddon is a former Crown counsel, advisings, to
the Victorian Attorney-General and is currently a
partner at Holley Nethercote lawyers and Sneddon
Legal and an adjunct professor at the Monash
University law school. Now, I know whose opinion I
would be taking. I would be taking his opinion, rather
than Ms Patten’s opinion, on this.
Again, like Mr Mulino, I am basing my comments very
much on the bill we saw here that the President advised
was unconstitutional. I will quote Mr Sneddon, who
spoke in this chamber at a gathering which was
convened by the Victorian Parliamentary Friends of
Faith Communities and attended by the Jewish
community, including the Australian Jewish News,
which ran a very good article on this very issue and the
bill — I would certainly recommend that people have a
read of that — quoting the Jewish Community Council
of Victoria president, Jennifer Hubbert, a member of
the ALP who rails against the intent of the bill and
outlines some very dramatic consequences for the
Jewish communities, including Jewish schools. We also
had members of the Islamic community and we had the
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Islamic Council of Victoria represented here. Of course
they are enormously concerned about the implication of
this. Francis Moore from the Catholic archdiocese also
addressed this gathering. We also had the Buddhists
and the Hindus, and they are all of a similar mind in
relation to this.
I will come to a number of points that I want to make,
but first and foremost the bill seeks to do three things,
apart from attacking the Catholic Church, which again
Ms Patten seems to be absolutely obsessed about. There
are some activities that all of us should condemn, no
matter where they occur. Whether it is in the Catholic
Church, whether it is in the Anglican Church or
whether it is in the government services, there are
activities that have occurred that should never, ever be
condoned and no-one should ever turn a blind eye to.
But Ms Patten’s absolute obsession with and railing
against the Catholic Church, claiming that it holds
37 per cent of the assets of charitable organisations
across Australia, fails to acknowledge that Catholic
churches —
Ms Patten — On a point of order, Acting President,
Mrs Peulich is misrepresenting me. I at no point said
that the Catholic Church had 30 per cent of the
charities.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
There is no point of order.
Mrs PEULICH — Thank you, Acting President.
The Catholic Church in Victoria runs 495 schools
owned by the community, with 220 000 students. Often
it is not just Catholic schools but every other
independent religion that move into the interface areas
that are poorly served by the government when it
comes to schools. They do say that they purchase
land — they anticipate where the growth is going to
happen — and some of that land eventually is sold off
because growth may take it in a different direction. But
if they were not there, there would be very dramatic
consequences. Indeed the consequences for the
government, if you took out the religious sectors from
education and from running hospitals, would be
dramatic. We could not afford the level of education
funding per student that we currently have if it was not
provided by the independent and Catholic school
sector.
Do I believe in choice of education? Yes, I do. I believe
in the mixed economy of education. I believe that those
who want to make additional financial contributions
should have the opportunity of doing so, because it
does benefit the rest of taxpayers. They are also
taxpayers. The choice should be facilitated. They are
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taxpayers, and their students deserve our support. In
addition to that of course there are hospitals that are run
by religious organisations that meet a very, very
important health need. The question that Ms Patten
needs to answer is: if indeed these types of activities
lose their charitable status, which schools and hospitals
in her electorate does she want closed? Can she give us
a list of which schools and which hospitals she wants
closed? Because that is indeed what would happen. Is it
a radical proposal? You betcha. It is a very radical
proposal indeed.
The bill seeks to do three things: one, it seeks to remove
the advancement of religion as a charitable purpose for
charity law; two, it expands the concept of
disqualifying purposes that will take charities outside
the law of charity; three, it removes tax exemptions that
go further than the stated purpose of the bill. Let me
just talk about the first one, about the removal of the
advancement of religion as a charitable purpose.
I have the advice of Mark Sneddon, who, as I said
before, is an adjunct professor of law at Monash
University and former Crown counsel, advisings, to the
Victorian Attorney-General. He argued here in this
chamber that:
The original charitable purposes in English have never been
cut back since they were codified in the Statute of Elizabeth
in 1601 (and the purposes of advancing religion was a
charitable purpose in the common law before 1601). The bill
however will take one of these purposes out and there is no
policy justification for doing this.
The impact of the bill if passed will be quite significant under
trusts law.
In general, trusts must end at most 80 years after their creation
at which time the property in the trust must vest. Charitable
purpose trusts can continue in perpetuity.
Funds and property held on trust for the benefit of a mosque
or synagogue or for the training of priests or imams can
continue to be held in perpetuity for that purpose. Once the
advancement of religion is no longer a charitable purpose in
Victorian law, a trust for the advancement of religion
becomes subject to the rule against perpetuities and must vest
at 80 years.

Ms Patten — There is an exception in the bill for
trusts. You have not read the bill, Mrs Peulich.
Mrs PEULICH — This is the advice of an adjunct
professor of law at Monash University, and I am sorry,
Ms Patten, but I would prefer to take his advice than
yours when it comes to law. He went on to say:
There are thousands of charitable religious purpose trusts in
Victoria. If charities for the advancement of religion are no
longer charitable because of this bill, what happens to the
funds and property currently held in those trusts?
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For those trusts that have run past the perpetuity period of
80 years, the assets of the trusts are required to vest. Who do
they vest in? How is that done?
The bill provides no answers as to what happens in this
situation.

According to Mark Sneddon:
The bill creates a mess without providing answers or even
thinking about some of these key questions.
There will be perverse consequences under the Victorian
Charities Act.
Important powers of trustees of charitable trusts are set out in
parts 1A & 1B of the Charities Act. If the bill is passed, the
trustees of religious purpose trusts will not have these powers
anymore because they are not charitable trusts.
The power of the Attorney-General to investigate the conduct
of religious advancement trusts will end because the trust is
no longer a charitable trust.
The powers of the Supreme Court in relation to charitable
trusts will not apply to religious advancement trusts because
they are no longer charitable.
There are other non-obvious consequences. Because the bill
changes the definition of charitable purpose for all Victorian
laws, it affects the meaning of the term charity in every
Victorian act —

not just this one but every Victorian act —
For example, provisions about local government rates or
services in relation to charities in the Local Government Act
will no longer apply to religious advancement trusts.

He went on:
To say this bill is half-baked is a compliment.
The bill will create a profound inconsistency in the law of
charity in Australia.
The federal Charities Act retains advancement of religion as a
charitable purpose.
Every other state and territory retains advancement of religion
as a charitable purpose.
What is going to happen to a charity that operates in Victoria
and which is also registered under federal charities law? For
Victorian law, assets will vest but not under federal law.
How will the ACNC regulate charities operating in Victoria
that are religious charities if this bill gets up?

If indeed that is what Ms Patten is calling for.
According to Mark Sneddon:
Restriction of tax exemptions is much greater than advertised.
The bill goes vastly further than the stated purpose of Fiona
Patten, MLC, when introducing the bill which is to tax
commercial businesses operated by religious charities.
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If the bill comes in and you are a big enough charity like
Sanitarium, you will move outside Victoria. The bill in
removing tax exemptions for religious bodies does not limit
the removal to commercial businesses operated by a religious
body.
A religious organisation doesn’t have to be running a
commercial business to lose your tax exemption under the
bill.
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public worship (e.g. it is used for community groups, new
mothers’ groups, men’s sheds, dances, religious
administration, youth groups et cetera) and so the exemption
in practice may be illusory.

They are the very considered thoughts of an eminent
and well-respected lawyer who we had the privilege of
hearing from.

And this is the most disturbing part. If, for example,
you take bookings in your church hall for weddings or
funerals or if there was a car park shared between a
school and a church, the church could lose its charitable
status overnight and be eligible for the payment of
millions of dollars for tax exemptions that have been
granted in the past. In addition to that, if a charitable
institution backs a particular political candidate, they
could deem themselves to lose that charitable status
virtually overnight.

In addition to hearing from Mr Sneddon, we also heard
from Francis Moore, who is the executive director,
administration, of the Catholic Archdiocese of
Melbourne. Again, it was a very considered
presentation — nothing over the top. Before I quote
from his notes, which he has made available, I go back
to Ms Patten’s claim that the charitable assets of, say,
the Catholic Church lack transparency and
accountability. If you are running a school or you are
running a hospital —

This is a way of financially and politically nobbling any
organisation that is against the very perverse agenda
that Ms Patten continues to advocate: the establishment
of drug injecting rooms, the establishment of a
euthanasia regime, the legalisation of LSD and the
legalisation of ice, and of course she thinks that bikie
gangs are hard done by. That is why these institutions,
which I guess are the defenders of values, are
Ms Patten’s target, and she chooses to use her
considerable clout with this government in order to get
her own way. At the end of the day Ms Patten probably
does not even mind whether this motion is voted on or
not, because she intends to use her power to pursue that
agenda.

Ms Patten — Schools are exempt from the bill.

My greatest concern is that if this government were
returned, and if it was a minority government that relied
on the support of people like Ms Patten and the Greens
to form government, this indeed would become law,
this would be a reality. I give a big shout out to our faith
communities out there — our religious organisations,
religious schools, Catholic and independent schools and
Jewish schools — and say there is no greater threat to
your existence than people like Ms Patten and the
Greens.
Mark Sneddon goes on to say:
All religious institutions will pay payroll tax and land tax and
stamp duty regardless of whether they run a commercial
business unless they fit within an exemption.

Mrs PEULICH — Well, not according to
high-level legal advice, including from Ms Huppert,
who was a member of this chamber. Was she a lawyer,
Mr Jennings? I think she was. She says — and this is
out of the Australian Jewish News (AJN):
A bill introduced into the Victorian Parliament to remove tax
exemptions from charities that advocate religion has come
under fire from the Victorian opposition.

The article goes on to set the scene:
Jewish Community Council of Victoria … president Jennifer
Huppert said shules would be affected because ‘by its very
nature, a synagogue is a community centre’.
Expressing her concern, Huppert told the AJN, ‘It would have
a significant detrimental impact on a number of Jewish
communal institutions because of its very narrow view of
what a religious institution is and what a place of worship is.
It doesn’t recognise the fact that for many religions, including
Judaism, a place of public worship is more than that’.

Ms Huppert is eminently respected in the Jewish
community.
Similarly, Mr Francis Moore said:
Not only would the administration of several church bodies
have to gear up for such applications —

he is talking about increased regulatory burden —

There is a mismatch between the stated purpose of the bill
and its actual effect.

resources within organisations such as the State Revenue
Office would need to devote scarce administrative resources
to analysing these applications.

One exemption to the proposed application of land tax to
religious bodies is to exempt places used exclusively for
public worship. But most land occupied by churches,
mosques, temples and synagogues is not used exclusively for

In among such increases in red tape are the national charities
that would be faced for the first time in a decade with
different treatment of charities for tax exemptions in New
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South Wales and Victoria. Harmonisation was a major
advance in tax administration in the 21st century.

He went on to say, under the question, ‘How far does
the bill reach?’:
Then there is the wording of clause 1F(1), which states:
(1) The definitions of charitable purpose, charity and
disqualifying purpose apply for the purposes of this Act
and any other Act.
Reference to ‘any other Act’ potentially covers an unknown
number of acts and subordinate legislation.
The application of a blanket change to definitions leads to
uncertain consequences not just for taxes and fees payable but
also to changes to administrative processes within church
institutions to ensure compliance.

Under ‘Unclear motivation of the bill’, he said:
For some of us examining the bill, there is confusion over
whether ‘commercial activities’ are the main bone of
contention for the proponents of the bill or whether there is a
more general concern with religion per se.

And dare I say it, I believe that is very much the case.
There is also an outstanding article written by the
Melbourne Catholic Church, which simply recounts the
debate that occurred in this chamber, and I point
members to that and say that I am gratified to hear that
the government plans to not support the motion. But we
have heard those undertakings from the government in
the past. They said they would not bring in euthanasia,
they said they would not bring in drug injecting rooms
and they reneged on both of those. I have no faith in the
government’s undertakings. I welcome the fact that
they are going to vote against this motion.
Mr Jennings — Clearly we can rely on the other
side!
Mrs PEULICH — Well, I think if it was up to you,
Mr Jennings, you would be voting with the Greens and
Reason Victoria. But we know where the Greens and
the Reason party stand, and for them religion is a target.
In my view, if you are targeting religion and religious
institutions, you are actually targeting democracy, you
actually do not believe in multiculturalism and you do
not believe in choices. With those few words, I
certainly thank opposition members for strongly
coming to the defence of our religious organisations
and religious freedom.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (15:31) — I
am pleased to speak on this general business motion,
and I thank Ms Patten for bringing this matter to the
attention of the house. At its essence this motion seeks
to tighten up tax exemptions claimed as charitable
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when conducted by for-profit businesses that do not
engage in charitable work. The Greens agree with this
in principle.
Taxes serve a number of purposes. The main purpose
of a tax system is as a redistribution mechanism. Taxes
raise revenue for the government of the day to spend on
delivering services to the community. Taxes are not just
the price for a civilised society but the very foundation
of any society that seeks to ensure people can live their
best lives. The tax system is also used to encourage
certain behaviour and serve as a disincentive for other
types of behaviour. As a matter of principle tax
exemptions should be very limited and they must serve
a public good, otherwise the rationale of the tax system
is undermined.
Tax exemptions for charities acknowledge that the
work charities do is for the public good. They act as an
encouragement to do work needed by the community.
As a general rule charities are not-for-profit
organisations, focused on providing a charitable
purpose which benefits the community or a particular
section of the community — people in need of care, for
example. When tax exemptions are available to
for-profit businesses that do not engage in charitable
work it undermines the reason for these exemptions.
The contentious part of this motion is that it is religious
organisations that use charitable status to avoid taxes
for their for-profit business activities. Ms Patten has
provided a number of examples in her contribution of
the types of activities the motion and the bill seek to
curb, including for multimillion-dollar commercial
enterprises, as she outlined.
Religious organisations provide a great deal to our
community and, when engaged in charitable work,
should be able to avail themselves of the tax
exemptions available to other not-for-profit charitable
organisations. A great deal of the social services
provided in the state are provided by organisations
linked to a religion. History shows us that religious
organisations have been essential in providing relief
from poverty and have fed and sheltered the homeless,
educated children, provided health care and generally
provided support and care for people doing it tough.
Mosques, churches, synagogues and other religious
places run programs for young people, offer support to
elderly people and engage in various other forms of
community work. I volunteered for years with the
Margaret Oats Collingwood soup van, which is
auspiced by St Vincent de Paul. Its work providing a
social connection to people in and around Collingwood
is so vital and exemplifies the very best in us, and it
highlights the role of many of our religious and
charitable agencies.
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The Greens do not see this motion or the bill referenced
in it as taking away from the charitable role played by
religious organisations in our community. However, as
a secular country it is worth asking the question, as this
motion does, whether it remains appropriate for the
advancement of religion itself to remain a charitable
purpose, with the tax exemptions that apply as a result.
In Australia the High Court has held the definition of
religion to be:
… the criteria of religion are twofold: first, belief in a
supernatural being, thing or principle; and second, the
acceptance of canons of conduct in order to give effect to that
belief, though canons of conduct which offend against the
ordinary laws are outside the area of any immunity, privilege
or right conferred on the grounds of religion.

The question is whether there are sound public policy
grounds for the public to subsidise religious
organisations as so defined through the tax system or
whether such subsidies should be linked to a more
defined public purpose. It is a question being asked in
similar jurisdictions, as outlined in Ms Patten’s
contribution, around the world as countries revise their
laws surrounding charities. In the UK, for example,
they have removed the presumption that the
advancement of religion is a charitable purpose, and
now religious organisations need to demonstrate:
… an identifiable, positive, beneficial moral or ethical
framework that is promoted by religion which demonstrates
that the religion is capable of impacting on society in a
beneficial way.

It is also a live discussion in Canada, where the Senate
of Canada is holding an inquiry into the charitable
sector.
There are most definitely important issues to be
explored on this question. Many religious organisations
are notoriously secret with their financial affairs. It is
now on the public record how parts of the Catholic
Church designed their finances to avoid liability for
alleged sexual assaults by priests. The findings of the
recent Royal Commission into Institutional Responses
to Child Sexual Abuse have justifiably garnered the
attention of the public on the role of institutions and the
rules that govern how they operate, so it is timely and
relevant for our parliaments to consider the principles
that Ms Patten’s motion seeks to highlight and redress.
Transparency is essential when organisations receive
beneficial treatment from the government.
Another element in this debate is that religious
organisations continue to be exempt from
anti-discrimination laws, effectively receiving public
funding and tax exemptions while often not adhering to
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accepted community standards and laws for acceptance
and inclusion.
Separate from the question of religion there are a
number of important provisions in the exposure draft of
the Charities Amendment (Charitable Purpose) Bill
2018 that are worthy of the government’s support. In
particular, defining ‘charitable purpose’ along the lines
of the federal charities legislation is a clear
improvement. The draft bill from Ms Patten picks up
the relevant definitions from the commonwealth
legislation, such as defining ‘charitable purpose’ as
including advancing health; advancing education;
advancing social or public welfare, including relieving
poverty and caring for the aged, people with disabilities
or children and young people; advancing culture;
promoting reconciliation, mutual respect and tolerance
between people; promoting or protecting human rights;
preventing or relieving the suffering of animals; and
advancing the natural environment. These are contained
as charitable purposes in the federal act.
After many years of debate and discussion and
numerous reviews, federal legislation was enacted to
provide clarity on the definition of ‘charitable purpose’
rather than relying on the common law. Victoria could
do with a similar degree of precision in defining
‘charitable purpose’ for the purpose of our taxation
laws. We note that the definition in the bill explicitly
includes advocacy as part of the definition of
‘charitable purpose’. This is a very important
clarification. The work of charitable organisations in
advocating for policy change is essential to their
broader mission. Charity is not just about picking up the
pieces but also about supporting reform to stop things
falling apart in the first place. This provision of the bill
is important as it prevents political interference in
determining which organisations receive the benefits of
being charities.
The Greens support in principle the intent and essence
of this motion. We believe the government should take
seriously the draft bill circulated by Ms Patten. It is not
perfect, but it is worthy of continued debate and
discussion, and we welcome it.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(15:39) — I rise this afternoon to speak vehemently
against this motion, which is a misconceived and
frankly bigoted attack on the irreplaceable contribution
that Christian, Jewish and other religious bodies make
to the welfare of the people of Victoria. I wish to
acknowledge and thank Mrs Peulich for her comments
on religious freedom and the links this has quite clearly
to this motion, which seeks to undermine freedom of
religion in our state. Ms Patten’s motion claims that
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religious bodies are engaged in tax avoidance. This is
not true. The exemption from state taxes for charities is
longstanding and deeply rooted in common law. It is
because this exemption is part of the law that those
intolerant towards religion are seeking to remove the
exemption insofar as it applies to the advancement of
religion. I wish to also acknowledge and thank
Mr Mulino for his contribution around tax contributions
and exemptions. It was a well-articulated argument
around taxes that are used against this bill and bills such
as this.
I return to a discussion on the historical roots of state
exemptions, which is a fascinating field of study. The
lead case in the definition of ‘charitable purposes’
under the common law is Commissioners for Special
Purposes of Income Tax v. Pemsel, decided by the
House of Lords back in 1891. The question at issue
then was whether rent from land dedicated by trust to
the purpose of ‘maintaining, supporting and advancing
the missionary establishments among heathen nations
of the Protestant Episcopal Church’, known by the
name of Unitas Fratrum, or United Brethren, better
known as the Moravians, was exempt from income tax
as being for a charitable purpose. Some of the lords at
that time favoured the Scottish position that took the
narrowest possible view of charity as, and I quote, ‘the
relief of persons from physical privations or suffering
arising from poverty, and that it goes no farther’.
However, the majority concurred with
Lord Macnaghten’s view. After giving examples of
charities with aims other than relieving poverty, such as
protecting children from cruelty or rescuing
shipwrecked sailors, he went on to say:
Nor am I prepared to say that the relief of what is often
termed spiritual destitution or need is excluded from this
conception of charity. On the contrary, no insignificant
portion of the community consider what are termed spiritual
necessities as not less imperatively calling for relief, and
regard the relief of them not less as a charitable purpose than
the ministering to physical needs; and I do not believe that the
application of the word ‘charity’ to the former of these
purposes is confined to those who entertain the view which I
have just indicated. It is, I think, constantly and generally used
in the same sense quite irrespective of any belief or disbelief
in the advantage or expediency of the expenditure of money
on these objects.

I also wish to refer to the work of Peter Stevens, the
Victorian state director for FamilyVoice Australia, who
usefully commented:
We believe that the comfort, counsel, support, motivation and
encouragement provided by religious organisations to the
wider community proceeds from a broad concept of charity
that relates to enriching the community in various ways, and
such activities fully justify the charitable status which is
currently granted to those ministries.
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Religious activity is to be recognised as charitable even if it
does not directly provide food for the hungry or shelter for the
homeless, for example, because life is greater than material
need.
The relational and personal support provided to individuals,
families and communities in fact helps to alleviate the
dysfunction which produces such problems as hunger and
homelessness in developed nations.

It needs to be understood that the motivation for
religious bodies to be engaged in the material side of
charity — health care, shelter for the homeless and so
forth — is profoundly rooted in specific religious
beliefs. Christians like me, for example, take inspiration
from scripture such as Matthew 25:35–36, in which at
the Last Judgement Christ said:
… I was hungry and you gave me food, I was thirsty and you
gave me drink, I was a stranger and you welcomed me, I was
naked and you clothed me, I was sick and you visited me, I
was in prison and you came to me.

Indeed as Christianity spread throughout the world it
brought to an end widespread practices such as
infanticide. It was Christians who led the movement for
the abolition of slavery and in India for the abolition of
sati, or the sacrifice of widows. Christians did so
precisely because their religious beliefs taught them to
see every single human being, without exception, as
inherently valuable.
The motion refers to ‘objectively charitable works’ and
to ‘genuine charitable works’ and seeks to contrast
these with the ‘advancement of religion’. However, the
‘exposure draft’, as the motion calls it — or rather the
bill introduced to this house and then ruled
unconstitutional — which the motion urges us, rather
oddly, to call on the ‘government to adopt into
Victorian law’, sets out a very extensive definition of
‘charitable purposes’. These include some quite
intangible activities such as advancing culture,
including promoting or fostering culture and preserving
Australian heritage.
The bigotry in seeking to remove ‘advancement of
religion’ from the scope of charitable purposes while
explicitly including similar types of activities, such as
‘advancing culture’, is patently obvious. For example, a
group whose purpose is to promote African culture
such as dancing may be a charity unless, of course, the
dancing is part of religious worship.
As Mark Sneddon from the Institute for Civil Society,
who was extensively quoted by Mrs Peulich, stated in
summary on this bill:
The bill seems to not be thought through. It will create a
profound mess in the law of charity …
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…
To say this bill is half-baked is a compliment.

The bill promoted in this motion purports to continue to
exempt from land tax a ‘place of public worship’,
defined as ‘a building or place that is open to the public
for attendance and used for the purpose of religious
worship by a religious group’. However, the exemption
would only apply in relation to a place used extensively
as a place of public worship.
Ms Patten — Exclusively.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — Exclusively. Thank
you, Ms Patten. You are right; I read that wrong. It
should be used exclusively as a place of public worship.
Jewish Community Council of Victoria president
Jennifer Huppert expressed the concerns of her
community about this narrow provision. She has said
shules would be affected because, in her words:
… by its very nature, a synagogue is a community centre.

She also said:
It would have a significant detrimental impact on a number of
Jewish communal institutions because of its very narrow view
of what a religious institution is and what a place of worship
is. It doesn’t recognise the fact that for many religions,
including Judaism, a place of public worship is more than
that.

Perhaps Ms Patten could address such concerns in her
right of reply —
Ms Patten — I have. As I stated in my contribution,
Ms Carling-Jenkins, I said ‘exclusively’.
Dr CARLING-JENKINS — It is
Dr Carling-Jenkins, thank you, Ms Patten. The
longstanding exemption of charities from various taxes
is a realistic, pragmatic recognition by the state that it is
not in a position to take care of all the needs of the
community, either physical or spiritual. The role of civil
society is indispensable and irreplaceable. The state’s
role is not to second-guess the merits of particular
charitable efforts but to foster and indeed facilitate a
climate in which a wide variety of charities can
flourish. This motion seeks to narrow the field of
recognised charitable activities based on a narrow view
that seeks to exclude the advancement of religion as a
charitable purpose.
As Dan Flynn from the Australian Christian Lobby
stated:
The capacity of churches and faith communities to provide
generous support to the Victorian community should not be
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eroded by this bill or others in the future. The advancement of
religion by churches, mosques and synagogues should
continue to be recognised as a charitable objective in the state
of Victoria.

In closing, let me return to Pemsel, in which Lord
Herschell said:
There is no common consent —

so right from the 1800s there was no common
consent —
in this country as to the kind of assistance which it is to the
public advantage that men should render to their fellows, or as
to the relative importance of the different forms which this
assistance takes. There are some who hold that even hospitals
and almshouses … discourage thrift, and do upon the whole
harm, rather than good. This may be an extreme view
entertained by few, but there are many who are strongly
convinced that doles, and other forms of beneficence, which
must undoubtedly be included, however narrow the definition
given to the term ‘charitable purpose’, are contrary to the
public interest; that they tend to pauperise and thus to
perpetuate the evil they are intended to cure, and ought to be
discouraged rather than stimulated.
It is common enough to hear it said of a particular form of
almsgiving that it is no real charity, or even that it is a
mischievous form of charity. I think, then, that a purpose may
be regarded by common understanding as a charitable
purpose, and so described in popular phraseology, even
though opinions differ widely as to its expediency or utility.

The mover of this motion is perfectly entitled to her
personal view that the advancement of religion is
neither expedient nor useful. However, that is no reason
for this house to replace the common-law definition of
‘charitable purpose’ with a new statutory definition,
very broad in its terms, except adamant in its exclusion
of the advancement of religion as an acceptable
charitable purpose. I will not be supporting this motion,
and I urge the house to reject it.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:49) — As
Mrs Peulich said in her very worthwhile contribution,
this is a radical motion but it is not a new motion.
Ms Patten interjected.
Mr FINN — Ms Patten might think that she is a
trailblazer in this area, but this is not new. Ms Patten is
merely the latest voice in a long tradition that goes back
in this country 100 years, maybe even more, going back
to the days of the war on the Catholic Church, when
Daniel Mannix was leading the Melbourne church. It
goes back to the sectarianism of the 1940s and 50s that
split the Labor Party asunder, a split that the Labor
Party has still not entirely recovered from.
Indeed the spirit of Joan Kirner is within this motion.
We well remember that before she entered this
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Parliament, before she entered this house and then the
other place and became Premier, Joan Kirner was a
vehement opponent of Catholic education. She was a
spokesperson for an organisation called the Council for
Defence of Government Schools, or DOGS as they
were known back in the 1970s. She led the charge
against government funding for Catholic schools at that
time. So when I say that what Ms Patten is putting
forward today is nothing new, it is absolutely true.
There is nothing new in what she is putting forward.
What is new is that in this world today there is a
growing anti-religious zealotry that is probably
spreading across the world. There is an organised push
that hates religion. It hates God.
Mrs Peulich — It’s called communism.
Mr FINN — Well, it is more than communism,
because I know many people who would not regard
themselves as communists. I do not think Ms Patten
would regard herself as a communist, but certainly she
may well regard herself as being part of the grouping
that I am referring to now. I am talking about people
who are against Christianity, they are against Judaism,
they are against Islam, they are against most organised
religion. Indeed, as I say, this is an international war on
religious freedom, and we are seeing it every day. Here
we have it come before this house today. This is bigotry
in its purest form. It is sad, but it is something that some
of us have put up with for some years now and I
anticipate that we will have to put up with it for a while
longer. That is a battle that I do not shirk from and it is
a battle that we will face and a battle that we will win.
This motion is all about attacking the church. It is trying
to present, I suppose, a human face to that bigotry to
which I refer, because the mover of this motion is
referring to her respect for the various charitable
dealings of the church. The thing is that if you attack a
church or a religion — whether it be the Catholic
Church, the Uniting Church, the Anglican Church,
Judaism, Islam, whatever it might be — and you wish
to create a situation where that religion faces
difficulties, then those good works that we are talking
about are going to evaporate.
This argument that we have heard of late from so many
different atheists — and that is their own religion, of
course; we should not forget that — is something they
have to explain in putting forward proposals such as
this. They have to explain where the sorts of good
works that the churches currently perform are going to
come from if the churches are forced to the wall or
forced into financial hardship.
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Ms Patten got very excited about reading the Age. It is
very rare that anybody does get excited about reading
the Age, but Ms Patten did. The Age report talks about
how much the Catholic Church is worth. The sorts of
figures that she was talking about, I do not know
whether they are true or not — it was in the Age, as I
said, so there is a fair chance that they are wrong. But
the fact of the matter is that that is not cash in its
pocket. We are talking about schools, we are talking
about hospitals, we are talking property across
Melbourne, across Sydney and across various places. It
is very rare for any reasonably sized city not to have
some sort of property owned by the Catholic Church,
by the Uniting Church, by the Anglican church, by the
Lutherans or by quite a number of the non-Christian
religions — the Jewish faith in particular but also
increasingly Islam in this country.
Yes, they are worth money. If these properties were
liquidated, they would be worth a fortune, but they will
not be. If you were to liquidate them, if you were to sell
them up to pay tax, can I just ask one question: where
would those hundreds of thousands of kids go to
school? What would happen tomorrow if every
Catholic or Jewish or Anglican school closed down and
all of those kids had to find places in the government
system? What would happen? The system would
collapse. It is as simple as that.
Can you imagine, Acting President, if we had a
situation where St Vincent’s Hospital, the Mercy
hospital or the Epworth hospital — how many hospitals
do you want me to quote that are based in a religion? —
were to close? What if they were to be liquidated to pay
tax? Where would those people who are currently
relying on those hospitals go to receive —
Ms Patten — On a point of order, Acting President,
I would ask Mr Finn to go back to the motion, because
the motion has nothing to do with schools and it has
nothing to do with hospitals. They are exempt under
this exposure draft.
Mr FINN — On the point of order, Acting
President, this motion is about taxing churches. Now,
churches do run hospitals and they do run schools.
They run a whole range of services and clearly a tax on
churches is going to impact on the schools and a whole
range of social welfare programs as well.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Ms Patten. There are some points that you
have raised in regard to relevance, but you will have the
opportunity in your reply to discuss those. I ask
Mr Finn to continue.
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Mr FINN — Thank you, Acting President. Of
course we talk about the churches and we also talk
about some of the welfare agencies. We talk about the
St Vincent de Paul Society, which is an organisation
which serves not just Australia but much of the world
and is a place where so many get support on a regular
basis. We have Anglicare, we have UnitingCare and we
have the Red Cross and the Red Crescent and various
charities and welfare agencies based in religion. If you
tax the churches, if you tax religion, it is going to
impact on how they deliver their services. You cannot
get away from that, and that is unfortunately something
that clearly Ms Patten does not quite get. That is very
unfortunate indeed.
We talked before about the Catholic education system,
the Jewish education system and the Anglican
education system. For them to be denied the support of
government, of the taxpayer, would be totally wrong,
because those parents who send their children to those
schools are, nine times out of 10, taxpayers too. They
deserve the same rights as every other taxpayer in this
country. Of course they are actually subsidising the
government system. There are so many arguments
against the proposal that is behind this motion. I could
go on for quite some time, but I will not, Acting
President, you will be pleased to hear.
I fully understand where Ms Patten is coming from,
because she knows that the churches are the main
opponents of many of the views, if not all of the views,
that she espouses. If she can get the organised religions
out of the way, she will have a free run at just about
anything she likes. I can totally understand where she is
coming from, and if I were in her position, I would
probably do exactly the same thing. I am not blaming
her; I fully understand what she is attempting to do and
how she is attempting to remove opposition. None of us
like opposition, but certainly on this occasion, to be
charitable, she has probably bitten off just a little bit
more than she can chew, I think it would be safe to say.
Needless to say, I will be opposing this motion, as
indeed the opposition will be opposing this motion. I
think it is a dangerous proposal and one that has
wideranging ramifications that go way beyond anything
that Ms Patten may suggest it does. It is something that
people of goodwill should be very, very wary of,
because once we go down this path there is no coming
back, and it will cause permanent and irreparable
damage to a system that has served this country well for
well over a century. So I will be opposing this motion. I
wish Ms Patten well in her endeavours to paint certain
people in various lights, but I will still be defending
them nonetheless.
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Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until later this day.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL
SITTING
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria):
That this house —
(1) recognises the significance of the City of Greater
Shepparton as one of Victoria’s leading regional cities;
(2) meets and sits in the City of Greater Shepparton on
Tuesday, 11 June 2019 at 12.30 p.m.; and
(3) authorises the President to do all things necessary to
facilitate the Council sitting in the City of Greater
Shepparton.

Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (16:03) —
It gives me great pleasure to rise to support Ms Lovell’s
motion in relation to the holding of a sitting of state
Parliament in Shepparton on 11 June 2019, next year.
Obviously that will be a year when the Labor Party will
not be in government, because Mr Gepp made the
comment that the Labor Party has no interest in holding
any regional sittings, which is a pity. It just goes to
prove that this is probably the most Melbourne-centric
government we have ever had in this state. That is a
pretty big claim because there have been plenty of them
over the journey, but I think without doubt this is the
most Melbourne-centric government we have seen.
What is interesting is that when this motion was
debated the government sent out the most junior
member of Parliament that they have in this chamber to
speak to this motion. I would have thought that they
might have rolled out some bigger artillery, like the
Minister for Regional Development or something like
that, to speak on this motion, but unfortunately they did
not. They sent Mr Gepp out to speak on it. In terms of
Mr Gepp, he raved on for nearly an hour, and it was
probably one of the most painful speeches I have
actually had to listen to in this chamber. What I find
most intriguing about Mr Gepp is that it made him
sound like he was an absolute hero for regional
Victoria, and that is clearly not the case.
I was interested to look at Mr Gepp’s Twitter account
in December of last year. There was a photo there of
Mr Gepp standing on the wharves with a couple of
unionists, and he was protesting about how proud he
was to stand alongside his union brothers in arms at that
particular rally. What I found most galling, as did
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everyone in northern Victoria, was that the reason that
strike was actually taking place was that those workers
who had formed that picket down at the wharves were
stopping prime agriculture from being exported out of
Victoria. What was even worse was that most of that
product was actually from Northern Victoria Region,
our own electorate. There were pears, there were apples
and there were a whole range of other fruits from the
horticultural industry that were sitting on the docks
rotting. They were sitting there rotting. What was
happening was that those pears and apples and all of the
other horticultural products were sitting on the wharves
going to waste and rotting. That was actually about
money that goes into the pockets of the farmers.
And what did Mr Gepp do? He was in government. He
was in a position of being able to influence the
government to turn around that strike and let that
produce leave our ports, which would result in money
going back into the pockets of farmers. But what did
Mr Gepp do? Did he represent the interests of his
constituents of Northern Victoria Region or did he
represent the interests of the unionists in Melbourne? I
will let anyone have a wild guess as to what he did. He
stood shoulder to shoulder with the unionists and did
not care about that produce going to waste that came
from our electorate up in Northern Victoria Region.
What I found even more galling was that just a couple
of months later Mr Gepp was up in Shepparton having
his photo taken at the SPC factory, saying how great it
was that the factory up there was 100 years old. What
an absolute hypocrite that he would have those photos
taken. He was holding a pear in one of his hands at the
time, yet only a couple of months earlier he had been
happy for them to go to absolute waste and rot on the
wharves in Melbourne while he supported his union
mates. I do not think Mr Gepp should come in here and
lecture us about how committed this government is to
regional Victoria. That is not the case.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — I can hear the Minister for
Agriculture making plenty of comments across the
chamber. I have one other question to ask the Minister
for Agriculture: how many times have you had a
ministerial meeting outside of Melbourne? I am
guessing it is zero, but I am happy for you to tell me
that that is not the case and that you have had one in
Shepparton or you have had one in Mildura or you have
had one down in the Latrobe Valley. I am happy for
you to tell me that is not the case, but I am guessing that
you have not even had a ministerial meeting outside of
Melbourne.
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I am asking you the question: have you? Have you had
a meeting?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Has there been a ministerial
meeting in terms of the cabinet outside of Melbourne? I
doubt there has.
Ms Pulford — Yes, there has.
Mr O’SULLIVAN — Well, I am pleased to hear it,
because you do not hear anything about it, and this
government rarely goes out into the regions to actually
understand what is going on in the state. By having the
Parliament go out into the regions, and in the case of
this motion go out to Shepparton, what would happen is
that the Parliament — and it would be good for all the
members — would go out and listen to the issues, listen
to the people and take what happens inside these
chambers out into the regions so they can see it
firsthand for themselves rather than us just staying in
Melbourne all the time. It is something that we have
done previously when we were in government. We
took the Parliament out to Ballarat and Bendigo. I think
it has been to a whole range of other areas as well.
People who have been here longer than me would
remember that, and all of them say how valuable that
has been on each occasion that it has been done.
It is really disappointing that this city-centric Labor
government will not take up the opportunity to take the
Parliament — everything that is great about
Parliament — out to the regions to let country people
actually see firsthand what happens here. It just again
shows how city-centric this government is. We all
know that Daniel Andrews is the Premier for
Melbourne. He is only interested in what happens
inside the metropolitan train tracks. We see time and
time again how they throw money left, right and
centre — wasting a lot of money as well — but do not
do much out in the regions.
Regional Victoria gets a pretty raw deal out of this
government, but in just six months the people of
Victoria will be able to have their say in terms of who
they want to represent them after the November
election. I have no doubt that they will make a decision
that will make it pretty clear that they want the
coalition — the Liberals and The Nationals — back in
government, and I look forward to the time when we
can get proper representation for everyone who lives in
this state, not just the people who live in Melbourne.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL REGIONAL SITTING
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

COUNCIL

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(16:11) — I am very pleased to speak on this motion
moved today by Ms Lovell, requesting:
That this house —
(1) recognises the significance of the City of Greater
Shepparton as one of Victoria’s leading regional cities;
(2) meets and sits in the City of Greater Shepparton on
Tuesday, 11 June 2019, at 12.30 p.m. —

which is a very precise time and not a usual time for a
sitting of the Council —
and
(3) authorises the President to do all things necessary to
facilitate the Council sitting in the City of Greater
Shepparton.

I am pleased to say that I do recognise the City of
Greater Shepparton as one of Victoria’s leading
regional cities. Although I have not been to Shepparton
recently, I have been there many times in the past and it
is a great regional city. Of course many of our regional
cities are great regional cities. I will just take a bit of
time to respond to Mr O’Sullivan, who seemed to think
that just because a member represents a metropolitan
area for some reason they never go to the regional areas
and do not know anything about regional areas. I visit
the regional areas of this state quite often and have done
so all my life and I know a lot about many of them,
probably a lot more than he would perhaps assume and
certainly more than he does assume.
The most recent regional sitting that the Legislative
Council undertook was in September 2012 when the
Legislative Council went for one day to the City of
Greater Bendigo for a regional sitting. We really moved
the whole of the Legislative Council to Bendigo and the
Legislative Assembly to Ballarat at the same time. I
looked at the Parliament’s website, which says that on
that particular day the Council conducted normal
parliamentary business. To some extent it did in that
there was question time, there were members
statements et cetera, but the actual business that we
conducted on the day was, firstly, a motion that gold
would become the state mineral emblem, and that
motion was also moved and debated in the Ballarat
sitting of the Assembly.
It was followed by a motion noting the strong support
provided to Bendigo and Northern Victoria Region by
the Baillieu government. During debate on that motion
my former colleague Mr Barber raised a lack of public
transport, with buses stopping at 6.30 p.m. and few if
any available on weekends or Sundays in the City of
Greater Bendigo and that there had been no increase in
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V/Line services either under the Baillieu government.
Those two motions were not what I would call the usual
business of the Parliament. I would have thought they
were quite unusual motions. We debated those motions,
we had members statements, we had questions and we
had the adjournment.
That was not very many years after the disastrous
market contestability policy was introduced by the
Brumby government, the folly of which that
government was warned about and which we can all
see now. At that time Bendigo TAFE was facing a
$9 million budget cut under the Baillieu government
and had lost 100 staff and 39 courses, and the Kyneton
campus had closed, so we were not really on the same
page with the Baillieu government’s ‘strong support’ in
the motion put up by the Leader of the Government at
the time, Mr Davis. So it was not what I would call a
normal day in terms of the parliamentary business that
was conducted that day. That was just one day on
which we moved the whole Council, all the Council
staff, Hansard and everyone else up to Bendigo.
The other regional sitting that I attended was at Lakes
Entrance on 15 and 16 October 2008. The first motion
on that day concerned the closure of the wholesale fish
market. We also debated a motion on the timber
industry in East Gippsland, and we were in East
Gippsland. It was quite weird I think that we were
actually in Lakes Entrance. It is not really a regional
town of the standing of, for example, Shepparton,
Bendigo or Geelong. It is more a tourist town.
Ms Lovell — Nevertheless it is important.
Ms PENNICUIK — An important town, but I
would not call Lakes Entrance a regional centre;
probably Bairnsdale is more like the regional centre in
that area of the world. We discussed the timber industry
in East Gippsland, and again Mr Barber pointed out that
half of the timber that was being logged in East
Gippsland at the time was going to woodchips and out
through the Eden chipmill in south-east New South
Wales. He raised the point, which we continue to do in
this place, that tourism is really the future for that area.
Mr Kavanagh, who was a member of the Parliament at
the time, put forward a motion on government services,
and there was a documents motion calling for health
reports debated on 15 October. On the adjournment I
raised for Minister Allan the issues of the pay and
conditions of TAFE teachers who were under contracts
and the increased TAFE fees for courses. On day two
the Greenhouse Gas Geological Sequestration Bill 2008
was introduced but not debated. We did debate the
Energy Legislation Amendment (Retail Competition
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and Other Matters) Bill 2008, and again my colleague
Mr Barber raised issues that we are still talking about
today, which are the prices of electricity and the
problems you have with faux competition in what is
actually a natural monopoly — and things have got a
lot worse. He talked about how retailers went around
harassing people, knocking on their doors and trying to
get them to change from another retail company to their
retail company with all sorts of offers to people who did
not really understand how the energy retail business
operates. We are still dealing with those issues today.
We also debated the Major Crime (Investigative
Powers) and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2008 and the
Local Government Amendment (Councillor Conduct
and Other Matters) Bill 2008 on those days. One of the
issues we raised was that we should look at legislation
for its impacts on local government, and since then of
course we have had rate capping and more and more
impacts on local government from state legislation. The
other bill we debated that day was the Racing and
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2008.
Ms Hartland moved to refer it to the Legal and Social
Issues Committee but that was not supported. That was
among the more than 50 bills the Greens tried to refer
to the Legal and Social Issues Committee during the
time of the Baillieu-Napthine governments and the
leadership of Mr Davis, and the government refused to
allow any of those bills to go to the committee. The
only references that went to our three standing
committee were references from the government. That
is in a nutshell what happened at those regional settings
that I attended. I know there have been some others.
The Legislative Council has also visited Ballarat,
Benalla and Colac, but they were before my time.
In principle I actually think regional sittings are a good
idea and I think perhaps they could happen every
second year — in the first and third years of a four-year
term would be good. However, my experience of them
is that, for the effort that everyone goes to to move the
Parliament to a regional centre and staff the Parliament
et cetera, not enough has been gained out of them. I
think it would be different if the Parliament moved for a
full three days, like a week’s sitting, and an awful lot
more effort was put into involving the community —
really involving the community — in that visit through
meetings with MPs and with parliamentary forums
about how Parliament works. All sorts of things could
be done.
None of these things were done on the two occasions I
attended a regional sitting, and I think that was a lost
opportunity. They need to be conducted with a lot of
forethought, planning and involvement of the local
community. I know Ms Lovell mentioned local
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schools, but there was not much visitation from local
schools at either of those events; in fact the public
gallery at the Bendigo sitting was virtually empty most
of the time. So if that is the model, then I do not support
that model. If you are going to move the Parliament and
the staff for one day, you might as well move them for
a full week, because in fact —
Ms Lovell — It is for a full week.
Ms PENNICUIK — I am reading the motion and it
does not tell me that it is for a full week.
Ms Lovell — Commencing on that day.
Ms PENNICUIK — The word ‘commence’ is not
there. It says ‘meets and sits’ on ‘Tuesday, 11 June
2019’.
Ms Lovell — The commitment is for the three days.
Ms PENNICUIK — The motion does not say three
days; it mentions one day. I would not support one day.
I think it would be a good idea for the first and third
years of a parliamentary session to do this. I think it
would involve the community more, as long as that is
what it does, and it really sets out to do that in a proper,
engaging and comprehensive way.
Mr Gepp spoke at length about community cabinets
et cetera. Community cabinets are fine, but a
community cabinet is not the Parliament. The
Parliament is a different thing from a community
cabinet.
Mr Jennings — One works and the other barely
does.
Ms PENNICUIK — Taking up the interjection of
the Leader of the Government, it would be true to say
that what I am putting here is the ideal situation, which
is to move the Parliament for a week and involve the
local community in as full a way as possible. That is not
what this motion says. This motion proposes that the
Parliament:
meets and sits in the City of Greater Shepparton on Tuesday,
11 June 2019, at 12.30 p.m.

It does not even say for how long. I think my main
problem with the second part of the motion is that I
cannot see how we can agree to a motion before an
election in November 2018, suggesting that there be a
sitting in the following Parliament — which will be a
different Parliament — and authorising the President,
when we do not know who the President will be in the
next Parliament. Perhaps we could authorise or request
the President who is sitting now to do something, but I
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am not sure if we could for a future unknown President.
So I have a few queries about whether this motion is
able to be agreed to by this house at all.
Even if technically the Clerk or the President say we
could, I feel that it would not be correct for this
Parliament to suggest that on this particular day the
Parliament will move, even though, as I have said, I
support the idea in principle of full and comprehensive
regional sittings involving the community and allowing
them the opportunity to really learn how Parliament
works. That has not happened, as I said, on the two
occasions that I have attended regional sittings, even
though there were some good things attached to both of
them. There was some community engagement. I am
not saying there was none, but it was not anywhere near
as much as it could have been. So I think both of them
were a lost opportunity in that regard. I am not sure we
are even able to agree to this motion.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (16:27) — I rise
to speak to Ms Lovell’s motion 522 and do want to take
the opportunity to deal with parts of her motion:
(1) recognises the significance of the City of Greater
Shepparton as one of Victoria’s leading regional
cities …

Well, I approve and so endorse. It is a leading regional
city, as both Ms Lovell and other speakers on this side
have said, particularly in relation to the importance of
the production, processing and export of agricultural
product, of which I have some knowledge,
Mr Jennings. There is no doubt that in northern Victoria
there is a bounty of potential agricultural produce, made
more so by the fact that there is and hopefully will
continue to be access to a reliable water supply. We
have heard some of that discussion in other parts of this
building over the last 24 hours.
I did want to congratulate Ms Lovell for her advocacy
for Shepparton. I know, as an upper house member
representing a number of lower house electorates, that
Ms Lovell has been unstinting in her role as an
advocate for and supporter of Shepparton in making
sure that we are aware of the importance of that region
to this chamber and to the public. I congratulate her for
the work she has done in providing a new courthouse,
works at the Numurkah Hospital, youth foyers, the
horticultural restructure, and I could go on.
Ms Lovell — We saved SPC.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, I am getting to that, actually.
We have also had the announcements by the coalition
with respect to eight new train services and new trains,
which is part of a $633 million package announced by
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Matthew Guy a month ago. As Ms Lovell has correctly
reminded me, we can go back a number of years to
when SPC, one of the most significant processing
plants in Shepparton, was at significant risk. Due to the
very strong advocacy of Ms Lovell, the then Premier,
Dr Denis Napthine, made a significant announcement
of funding to support that company when it was in
need.
While there may well have been some criticism,
certainly not from us but from others, of picking out
different industries to support, we now see that very
small investment bearing significant fruits in employing
a large number of people in growing that business. I
might add that is a business that my family had very
strong connections to as my aunt was a Fairley and part
of the family that were the founders and general
managers of that company many years ago.
I might also add that Ms Lovell’s legacy is to provide to
us in the Liberal Party a very strong Liberal candidate
for the seat of Shepparton in the Assembly in Cheryl
Hammer. I did have the opportunity to meet her the
other day, and I must say she is an exemplary candidate
for the region and has very strong community ties, a
very strong network within that community and is
certainly doing the hard work carrying on from
Ms Lovell in making sure that all the issues are put in
the public arena in relation to priorities for that region,
as well as the local government priorities. I wish Cheryl
well in her work as the Liberal candidate for
Shepparton and congratulate her on the hard work she
is doing, but also Ms Lovell for bringing this motion
forward.
We have an opportunity to talk about not only
Shepparton and its importance in the north of Victoria
but also other smaller towns which are all linked in that
region. Equally, it is a broad motion and allows us to
talk about, as other speakers have, the importance of
investing in regional Victoria generally. I was really
pleased to see that the federal government, in its budget
last night, made significant announcements on
infrastructure in Victoria. A large part of that is in road
and rail infrastructure.
I call on the state government to start matching some of
the announcements and funding partnerships that the
federal government announced last night, which it is
looking for the state government to support in regional
areas, particularly in the areas of road and rail. I am
sure Ms Lovell — when given the opportunity to talk
about the budget, whether it is this week or in the next
sitting week — will talk about some of the projects that
were not in the state budget that she has been strongly
advocating for over a number of years. We will be
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calling on the state government to make certain
commitments, as we will when we roll out our election
commitments and our policy commitments in that area.
I want this motion to go through, so I do not intend to
speak much longer other than to reinforce the fact that a
motion like this is important as part of it talks about the
recognition of the importance of regional Victoria. As
Mr Gepp tried to say, but he did not quite get it out, we
acknowledge the fact that regional Victoria is important
because we have a shadow minister specifically for
decentralisation, which will allow population growth in
regions and areas like Shepparton, and also a shadow
minister for western Victoria — I am sorry, I mean
regional Victoria —
Ms Shing — A Freudian slip there, Mr Ramsay.
Mr RAMSAY — I am so used to representing
western Victoria, Ms Shing. You know that, so when I
talk about regional Victoria I immediately go west. But
that is why we have a shadow minister for regional
Victoria that takes a more holistic approach.
Ms Shing interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — But I am going north this time,
Ms Shing, to talk about the attributes of northern
Victoria. Having a specific shadow minister for
regional Victoria as well as decentralisation as well as
agriculture ties up nicely with what we are trying to do
as a coalition, with policies to move that congested
population that is coming on a yearly basis into
Melbourne out into country areas and regions like
Shepparton.
Paragraph (2) of the motion talks about the sitting of the
Parliament in Shepparton next year. This is a
commitment we made to move Parliament into regional
areas over the next term. It is important. I was part of
the last Parliament when we sat in Bendigo and the
Assembly sat in Ballarat — two very important
regional cities, Mr Morris, in which you have played a
significant role, certainly in Ballarat as mayor and other
things. It was a real opportunity for regional Victorians
to see the workings of Parliament and also to have
direct contact with members of Parliament and those
who are directly connected to the Parliament.
A regional sitting also creates an economy almost of its
own in spending in regional Victoria. As we know,
when you move Parliament to country areas, you also
move staff and other resources that obviously will
invest in that city or town over that period of time that
the Parliament is there. It is not only when it is sitting;
obviously there is preparation work both before and
after. Local communities do benefit from the fact of
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having a regional sitting of the Parliament, and there is
no doubt there is a significant benefit in doing so.
Again I congratulate Ms Lovell for bringing this motion
forward. It gives us the opportunity to talk about the
importance of regional sittings and the commitment of
the coalition to do so if elected in November.
Paragraph (3) of the motion is probably more
administrative. Ms Lovell has called for the
authorisation of the President to do all things necessary
to facilitate the Council’s sitting in the City of Greater
Geelong — sorry, I meant Shepparton.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — I am so used to talking about
Geelong too, Mr Jennings. My hope is, Ms Lovell,
perhaps we will go to Geelong one day. It is not quite
as regionally —
Mr Jennings — I hope the candidate you were
talking about before is not the candidate for Geelong.
Mr RAMSAY — No, but it does give me an
opening, Mr Jennings, to talk about the wonderful
candidate for the seat of Geelong in the Assembly,
Freya Fidge, who is the daughter of a past mayor,
Mayor Fidge.
Mr Morris — And granddaughter as well.
Mr RAMSAY — And granddaughter; that is true.
There have been two generations of mayors in that
family, which is very well respected. Of course Freya is
doing a wonderful job as the Liberal candidate, as is I
might say Brian McKiterick, a serving policeman who
is standing for the Assembly seat of Bellarine, doing
another fantastic job as the candidate for Bellarine. He
actually knows and understands some things about law
and order which I suspect the Minister for Police is
somewhat missing.
But I am digressing because, as I mentioned in my
summary, Ms Lovell has called on the President to
make provision for this sitting to be held in the City of
Greater Shepparton. It will be a real treat and benefit for
the region to have a parliamentary sitting, and I
congratulate her on bringing this motion forward to the
chamber today.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (16:37) — I rise to
throw my support behind Ms Lovell’s motion, which
looks to celebrating a parliamentary sitting in
Shepparton when we get into government in 2019 for
the first parliamentary sitting. On a point of
clarification, the policy of the Liberals and Nationals is
that there would be four parliamentary sittings, two for
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each chamber across two sittings, and they would be in
the locations of Mildura and Shepparton, which this
particular motion is about, and Warrnambool and the
Latrobe Valley.
Ms Shing — That is not what the motion says.
Ms BATH — Taking up Ms Shing’s point of
interjection, it was quite interesting that three-quarters
of Mr Gepp’s contribution in this Parliament was
nothing to do with this particular motion. Mr Gepp has
a very interesting idea on what it is to support his
electorate. On the one hand Mr Gepp professes his
devotion to the northern region — and Shepparton is a
major town there — and on the other hand, prior to this
debate, he was down on a picket line some months ago
celebrating the fact that unions are picketing on the
wharves and not enabling produce from across Victoria,
including milk from Gippsland —
Ms Lovell — Milk from Shepparton.
Ms BATH — Milk from Shepparton as well,
Ms Lovell, and also fruit from the Goulburn Valley was
not able to leave the docks and was decaying on the
docks. Mr Gepp was down there with his photos
celebrating that fact. So I think they were very hollow
words that Mr Gepp was issuing earlier on today. I also
think it is very indicative of what the Labor Party does
so well and so very poorly at the same time, which is to
play not the ball but quite often the man. In this case it
happened to be a female member of Parliament who he
kept referring to. On a number of occasions I think he
also called her by her first name, which is inappropriate.
Ms Shing interjected.
Ms BATH — Ms Shing, if you would like to get up
and make a contribution, you are welcome to do so, but
I will continue with some of the comments that have
been issued by Mr Gepp in relation to Webb Dock. In
fact I will read something that was in relation to him
that says:
Please mass send this to everyone in his electorate to show his
weak …

I think it says spineless, but my glasses might not read
that well. It continues:
This post has been removed from his page interestingly! Hide
coward hide!

I think it is very disingenuous for Mr Gepp to say how
much the Labor Party is embracing Shepparton when at
the same time unions are holding up produce when it is
vital for those farmers to get their produce out and into
international markets.
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In terms of the historical context, we have had regional
sittings right across this great state of ours, in Bendigo
and Ballarat back in the early 2000s, Benalla in 2002,
Geelong and Colac. I know Mr Ramsay is very near
and dear to that space because I know he loves to just
talk about Geelong at the moment, which is fantastic.
There was also Lakes Entrance and Churchill in my
patch, two most fantastic locations. It would have been
an amazing event to be down at Lakes Entrance and to
experience that crisp, clean air and the smell of salt. I
hope people were able to engage in some great
gastronomy down there back in 2008. The Parliament
was also in Bendigo and Ballarat in 2012. Interestingly
at the last regional sitting in Ballarat in 2012 the then
opposition leader in the Assembly Daniel Andrews
remarked:
The regional sitting program is a wonderful program, and I
congratulate the Premier for continuing the efforts of previous
governments.

Then he scrapped them in this term of government.
I will just continue on for a little bit. In terms of
Shepparton, I know it is a fantastic location. Indeed
only last weekend I was in Shepparton for our National
Party conference, which was really well attended. I note
that Ms Lovell also attended with the Leader of the
Opposition, Matthew Guy. Wonderfully we were also
able to introduce our candidate for the Assembly seat of
Shepparton at the forthcoming election, Mr Peter
Schwarz, who is a great advocate for our area and a
very passionate man who has lived in that region for all
of his life. He is certainly going to be a strong and keen
representative in the forthcoming election.
In summing up, I think it is very important that we get
out into our regions. There are many people who just
look inwardly at Melbourne, like the city-centric and
city-focused MPs. It is very important that they
understand that rural and regional people have careers
that they want to engage in, that they produce great
commodities that we can sell domestically and
internationally, that we have wonderful medical
expertise down in that space and we need to attract
more, and that we have great students that need to
engage in the democratic process by being involved in a
parliamentary sitting. I think it is very important that
people get out and see outside their internal Melbourne
electorates.
It is interesting that only last sitting week
Minister Pulford tweeted, ‘Focused in on Melbourne,
heading to Melbourne’. She said, ‘Look at the skyline.
Look at all the cranes’. This is a member who is
supposed to live in country Victoria, a member who is
the Minister for Agriculture, and all she was looking at
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was city-centric and city-focused. We need to have our
MPs going out into the country and understanding
some of the trials and struggles but also the celebrations
of living in the country. So I endorse Ms Lovell’s
motion, and I hope that once we have been to
Shepparton we can extend it into those other fantastic
locations and go into the Latrobe Valley as well and
really engage in that community consultation, that
community experience of democracy and get in touch
with our rural people. This is certainly a good and
significant way to do that.
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (16:45) — I rise to
speak in relation to the motion moved today proposing
a regional sitting. In doing so I would like to pick up on
a number of the things which have been themes
throughout the presentations from those opposite. They
relate, amongst other things, to picking through the
entrails of Twitter feeds, talking about occasions when
members have been in Melbourne, referred to
Melbourne or had cause to interact with Melbourne and
talking about how the Andrews Labor government has
done, in their words, ‘nothing or little for regional
Victoria’, whilst then immediately turning to say that in
fact everyone should come to regional Victoria because
of all of the great things that happen there. Then we saw
an episode of what appeared to be blatant campaigning
for coalition candidates across various regional
electorates in the upcoming state election, with
components of their curriculum vitaes, their family
histories, their connections to the areas and related
details and sundry items about their lives.
If this is the snapshot of what we have to offer as far as
a regional sitting is concerned, I would feel deeply,
deeply saddened by the quality of contribution that
would be put to the public in the context of a greater
level of local participation in parliamentary democracy.
If this is what the opposition has to offer by way of
substantive engagement in the process of parliamentary
democracy, people are sure to be left not only
underwhelmed but reasonably questioning the
expenditure of taxpayer money for these purposes and
potentially quite mortified that the politicians they rely
upon to do the work in their communities are in fact
chewing up valuable time at great expense to the
taxpayer in order not just to do these things as part of
their job in their parliamentary role but go and do those
things locally in a community — potentially on the
basis of being able to see the regions.
I think Ms Bath talked about crisp, clean air and the
smell of salt in Lakes Entrance; I think Mr O’Sullivan
talked about juicy, delicious pears in Shepparton; and
we have had people talk about all sorts of produce. Do
you know what? That is what our Wander Victoria
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campaign is doing. It is telling people to get out into the
regions. That is in fact what our four record budgets
have delivered in the context of not just $8.5 billion
over the past three budgets but a further $4.5 billion in
this budget. What we have seen is unprecedented
growth in engagement. What we have seen is this
government delivering engagement in the regions in
areas which have for too long been taken for granted by
the coalition. They are actually receiving an in situ
engagement that is real and substantive and meaningful,
in a way that a parliamentary formality can never
achieve.
What we see is people doing work, without expectation
of a microphone or Hansard or salutations or standing
orders, and getting on with identifying problems and
opportunities, addressing them, resolving them, and
then leaving people to get on with their lives whilst not
being bothered by politicians. Because ultimately, and I
hate to break everyone’s bubble around here, people do
not want to spend their lives thinking about politicians
doing the work of Parliament when fundamentally
much of the work done in Parliament is procedural and
is about an exchange of political ideas that is often —
too often — something that strays into the area of
campaigning.
For anyone doubting that, just check out what those
opposite have said today in the course of the
contributions. You see the number of times candidates’
names are mentioned, the number of times there is
bragging around what happened under previous
governments and the number of discussions in relation
to why it is that specific areas are better — when the
bottom line is: people who represent their constituents
and do so effectively should be out in their corners of
the world at every single opportunity that they have, to
not just understand and represent their own constituents
but bring those ideas back to government and back to
their parties and have those ideas advocated for,
advanced and formulated within a broad network of
ideas of policy creations and of investments.
Our actions speak louder than the words of those
opposite, and to date our investment in regional
Victoria has been unprecedented. These are not just
empty words. This not just the sound and fury of people
saying and claiming and complaining and moaning that
Labor has not done anything for regional Victoria.
These are substantive benefits and advantages
conferred upon people living in regional communities
which deliver in a way that no empty words from a
politician talking into a microphone can deliver in a
substantive way.
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This motion seeks to create an impression, and nothing
more. It seeks to give the illusion of engagement, which
again at least is consistent in relation to what the
Liberals and The Nationals deliver for regional Victoria
when they are in government. Again, you will note that
I, unlike so many others, have not mentioned any
candidates’ names because this should be about
engagement with parliamentary democracy. It is a
shame that yet again we have been a self-fulfilling
prophecy here this afternoon in debating this motion
and it is why regional sittings of the nature proposed by
the motion should not proceed. On this basis I cannot
think of any better reason than to invite people to look
at Hansard from this afternoon to see what would be
required — the time, the effort, the expense — to
actually deliver something which would in effect
amount to little more than the sound and fury of those
who are there for a quick, cheap three-word slogan,
without ever having the expectation of delivering.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (16:52) — I
thank those people who have contributed to the debate
on the motion this afternoon. I particularly thank
Mr O’Sullivan, Mr Ramsay and Ms Bath for their very
detailed and thorough contributions that showed a true
understanding of regional Victoria and the benefits that
a regional sitting could provide to the City of Greater
Shepparton and has provided to other regional centres.
Mr Gepp’s appalling contribution was straight out of
the Shaun Leane school of talking waffle and talking
rubbish. I think Mr Gepp has been sitting next to
Mr Leane for far too long. Talking about people liking
photo opportunities, we have heard from Ms Bath about
Mr Gepp’s photo opportunity when he was down at
Webb Dock on 8 December supporting the blockade
down there that was hurting both fruitgrowers and dairy
farmers in northern Victoria, with quite a lot of their
produce just rotting in containers on the dock because
they were not able to get it off the dock. But did
Mr Gepp care? No; he supported the unions. In fact his
Facebook post said, ‘Webb Dock rally with comrades’.
Well, the answers that he got on Facebook said it all,
with people calling for this particular Facebook page to
be distributed throughout his electorate widely so
people could see how he did not support the electorate,
and a number of people were saying, ‘Shame, Labor,
shame’.
Last Sunday Mr Gepp did set his GPS and toddle up the
highway to Shepparton with his wife for a Legacy
luncheon, where he delivered a really embarrassing
contribution as the guest speaker. There were more ums
in Mr Gepp’s speech on Sunday than Gayle Tierney uses
in question time, which is really quite an achievement.
During his contribution today he spoke about everything
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but the regional sitting and he spoke about everywhere
but Shepparton. He spoke about Robinvale, he spoke
about Swan Hill, he spoke about Gippsland. He does not
even know where Shepparton is unless his GPS has been
set. It is a pity he does not understand the difference
between a regional cabinet and a regional sitting.
Ms Pennicuik picked up on that point.
Mr Gepp, after his photo opportunities, came up for the
100th anniversary of SPC and tried to claim that it was
the Labor government that provided the $22 million
rescue package. That raised a few eyebrows, because
people in Shepparton actually know who provided that
package. Ms Pennicuik spoke about the inconvenience
for the Greens to go to Bendigo for the last regional
sitting. But her contribution was a little bit confusing
because she spoke of the value of regional sittings but
then she questioned whether they really achieved
anything. Then there was Ms Shing’s contribution. She
sat in her seat while Ms Bath talked about regional
sittings in Lakes Entrance saying how great it was but
then spoke about why we should not give Shepparton
the same opportunity.
Both Labor members who spoke today have never been
to a regional sitting to see what benefits do come from
those regional sittings. Ms Shing said actions do speak
louder than words — and they certainly will speak
louder than words if she votes against this motion this
afternoon. I would ask all members not to deny
Shepparton the opportunity to have a regional sitting in
our city, and I urge all members to support this motion.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 20
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Motion negatived.

Mulino, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
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Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Department of Treasury and Finance: budget
papers 2018–19
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (17:04) — My
statement on reports and papers contribution is on the
state budget papers 2018–19. Can I begin by saying
what a terrible budget for western Victoria this budget
is. We know — and it has been put on the record just
this afternoon — that the Labor Party does not care for
or about regional Victoria. There is no better evidence
of this than the vote that has just taken place, and also
the lack of funding for western Victoria in this budget.
We know that the Labor Party has never cared and still
does not care for or about country or regional
Victorians, nor does it care about the infrastructure
contained in regional Victoria. It is only in an election
year that the Andrews government is dragged kicking
and screaming into putting any funding into regional
roads. Those opposite scrapped the $160 million
country roads and bridges program, which was a great
program that received broad support across the
community. It provided $1 million of funding to the 40
smallest councils in Victoria — $1 million a year, each
and every year — to ensure that the massive amount of
road infrastructure that local councils are responsible
for could be maintained to a standard that would be
acceptable to the community. By cutting those funds,
and by placing a rate capping regime on local councils,
the Labor government has ensured that regional and
rural roads will degrade.
Travelling around the electorate of Western Victoria
Region you cannot miss this fact that they have been
degraded and continue to degrade. I would be remiss if
I did not point out that it was the Premier who
pork-barrelled the majority of those funds when he
launched the country bridges program to fund a number
of bridges within and near his own Assembly seat of
Mulgrave — not exactly a country seat in the view of
the majority of people.
Within the budget there was a lack of funding for a
range of schools, one being Ballarat High School — a
great school with great students and great staff doing an
excellent job but not being appropriately resourced by
this government. Similarly Mount Clear College is a
great school with staff who are doing amazing things. It
is not receiving anywhere near the funds it requires.
I suppose the biggest failure of this government’s
budget, for Ballarat in particular, was the funding of
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Ballarat Base Hospital, which in effect has been put on
the never-never. Beyond 2022 is when the vast majority
of the funds that have been announced in this budget
will be spent on Ballarat Base Hospital. It is far too far
away. This funding should be brought forward to
ensure that service for the people in Ballarat, and let us
not forget that the Ballarat hospital services not only the
Ballarat community but a lot of western Victoria as
well.
Along with the funding of Ballarat Base Hospital being
too far in the future, we also have an inexplicable error
in this budget, which the government claims was an
error, with regard to the prison that was announced for
Bacchus Marsh. It is an indictment of this government
that they could draft a budget and just ignore the fact
that Bacchus Marsh has been listed as the locality for a
new prison. I have been on the record as being very
clear on the fact that the minister responsible does owe
the Bacchus Marsh community an apology for saying
that they were going to get a prison. Let us not forget
that this government have form on announcing prisons
out of the blue. Who could forget the youth prison that
was announced for Werribee? After thousands of
people protested, the government backflipped on that
particular plan and relocated it. So the minister clearly
owes the Bacchus Marsh community an apology, and I
certainly hope that will be forthcoming very soon.

Ombudsman: investigation of matter referred
from Legislative Council on 25 November 2015
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:09) — I am making a few further remarks on the
Victorian Ombudsman’s Investigation of a Matter
Referred from the Legislative Council on 25 November
2015, tabled in March 2018, more commonly known as
the red shirts rorts exposé. I have read a fair bit of
commentary about the magnitude of the rort and the
fact that the defrauding of the Department of
Parliamentary Services through the signing of forms for
staff who were not working under the direct supervision
of that member in their own electorate was apparently
calculated as totalling $387 842, and that excludes an
investigation into participation of ALP members in the
lower house.
Obviously some of those members have retired and
some of them have benefited by being appointed to
various bodies, therefore continuing the rort. But I think
what needs to be placed on the record is that the rort is
not just the $387 842. It is also not just the
$1 million-plus authorised by the Attorney-General to
pay for litigation to stop the Ombudsman’s
investigation, which I would have thought would have
been a direct conflict of interest given that Mr Pakula,
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my local member — the member for Keysborough in
the Assembly — was indeed directly involved in that
rort. I would have thought that his job, for one, should
have been on the line. In actual fact he should not be in
Parliament any longer. People have lost their jobs for
far less than that. I note, for example, that Mr Herbert
departed because his dogs, Ted and Patch, secured a
couple of free rides in his ministerial car. That
$1 million-plus figure does not count the time in kind
that was spent by government officials working within
the bureaucracy.
What that opens up of course are all the benefits that the
rorting has secured. The then Leader of the
Opposition’s salary was upgraded to a Premier’s salary.
The then Deputy Leader of the Opposition’s salary was
upgraded to a Deputy Premier’s salary. Mr Jennings,
Ms Pulford, Ms Allan, Mr Carroll, Mr Dalidakis,
Ms D’Ambrosio, Mr Donnellan, Mr Eren, Mr Foley,
Ms Hennessy, Ms Hutchins, Ms Kairouz, Ms Mikakos,
Ms Neville, Mr Pakula, Mr Pallas, Mr Scott,
Ms Tierney and Mr Wynne all became ministers in part
because of those rorts.
Mary-Anne Thomas became the Cabinet Secretary
because the rort enabled her to secure a seat with a very
slender margin of votes. The chair of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee gets an additional
loading of $94 856 — that is Mr Danny Pearson. The
Government Whip in the Assembly, Ms Bronwyn
Halfpenny, gets an additional $41 500 because this rort
has secured her this opportunity. Mr Carbines,
Ms Graley, Ms Green and Ms Knight, Mr Lim,
Mr McGuire, Ms Spence, Ms Thomas, Ms Ward and
Ms Williams in the Assembly and Mr Leane,
Mr Mulino and Ms Shing were all able to secure
additional payments as parliamentary secretaries as a
result of that rort — 13 of them. The chair of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee, Lizzie
Blandthorn, gets an additional $65 216 loading.
The Speaker in the Assembly is on $409 060. He would
not be the Speaker if Labor had not been able to benefit
from that rort. The Deputy President is under
investigation. The Deputy Speaker is currently Maree
Edwards. The previous Deputy Speaker, Don Nardella,
railed against people for fictitious and fabricated
misdemeanours that he called rorts, yet he is still here.
The joint select committee chair and the joint
investigatory committee chairs are all beneficiaries of
these rorts. In addition to that, four new members —
Nick Staikos, Sonia Kilkenny, Paul Edbrooke and Tim
Richardson in the Assembly — were all elected as a
result of the biggest electoral heist in Victoria. In the
Assembly seat of Bentleigh the rort secured $1 609 299
in four years of salaries.
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The Ombudsman’s report excludes a number of
matters — for example, as I said before, the
participation of Assembly members in this particular
scam. The costs exclude the rents of offices and the
benefits of ministerial staff, such as advisers, ministerial
offices, ministerial cars, drivers and petrol — let alone
all of those benefits they have been able to secure and
deliver to their mates. This is the biggest rort in history,
and further action needs to be taken.

Ombudsman: investigation of matter referred
from Legislative Council on 25 November 2015
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (17:14) — I also
wish to make some comments in relation to the report
Investigation into a Matter Referred from the
Legislative Council on 25 November 2015, dated
March 2018, from the Victorian Ombudsman. In doing
so I just want to refer to some comments made by the
Ombudsman, Deborah Glass, in her foreword. I was not
going to raise this tonight, but I am because two sitting
days ago in questions without notice I asked the
Minister for Corrections about an electorate officer of
hers back in 2014 and the work that he did both as an
electorate officer and as a campaign worker as part of
the red shirts brigade, Labor’s community network
campaign or whatever it was called. In relation to that
question — and the President has reinstated the
question and asked for a further response from the
minister — the minister said that the Ombudsman said
in the report ‘that members of Parliament involved in
the staff pooling arrangements acted in good faith and
derived little or no personal benefit from the use of
parliamentary funds in this way’, and then she rattled
on about other things not related to the question. I find
that quite a strange answer.
If Labor members truly believe that everyone acted in
good faith, that there was little or no personal benefit
and that the employment of those people complied with
the code of conduct under which we work in relation to
electorate staff, I find it strange that the Labor Party
saw fit to pay back the $388 000 but still take no
responsibility for the misuse of funds through that
campaign. Also, Mr Jennings has since muddied the
waters by suggesting that in fact no-one quite knows
what the figure is and it could have been less or it could
have been more but that given the Ombudsman cited
that figure, that was the figure the Labor Party worked
on. But that is not what the Ombudsman said in the
report. That is why I wanted to raise it tonight, because
I note it is not only Ms Tierney who has used this
defence in response to the questions that we have
raised, particularly regarding the 21 MPs named in the
report.
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For me personally, regarding the region I represent, the
report clearly indicates that Mr Eren in the Assembly
misused his electorate staff by having them work for
the Labor Party red shirt campaign and Ms Neville in
the Assembly also directly benefited from that misuse
of funds. Ms Tierney, as we know, is also named in the
report for misusing her electorate staff by redeploying
them into a political party campaign.
The commentary that I want to flag in particular is that
of Deborah Glass. In her foreword she says:
It was a picture of a well-organised campaign by the ALP to
recruit and deploy full-time field organisers in the run-up to
the 2014 Victorian state election, of which 21 were employed
part time as electorate officers …

She then goes on to talk about the figure I cited —
$388 000 of Parliament funds. The Ombudsman clearly
articulates that not only was there an artifice in respect
of the misuse of funds but it was a well-organised
campaign to deploy electorate staff officers of these
21 ALP members to a political party campaign. But
apparently Ms Tierney, Mr Eren and Ms Neville, who
were all implicated in this rorting, fraudulent, corrupt
campaign, are using the defence that they acted in good
faith. That to me is in total contrast to the
Ombudsman’s report and the commentary in the
foreword. Even the Premier, Daniel Andrews, stood up
and provided the same defence, yet it is clearly
shown — and hopefully the Privileges Committee of
this house will be able to broaden out and articulate the
exact terms under which they were acting — that they
were not acting in good faith at all. In fact it was
fraudulent behaviour.
Does Ms Symes want me to keep talking?
Ms Symes — Yes.
Mr RAMSAY — Why?
Ms Symes — I am just getting some stuff organised.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay.
Mr RAMSAY — Fancy me questioning the
opportunity to keep talking about rorting by the Labor
Party. Ms Symes, you gave me the perfect golden
chalice, and I have stuffed it up. As I was saying, there
is no doubt, as the Ombudsman has clearly said in her
report, that 21 Labor MPs were rorting their electorate
office allowances by having their staff paid for by
the —
Ms Symes — She doesn’t use the word ‘rorting’.
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Mr RAMSAY — I beg your pardon?
Ms Symes — She doesn’t use the word ‘rorting’.
Mr RAMSAY — She does use the word ‘rorting’,
but not in so many words.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay. That will do.
Mr RAMSAY — She does not say —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Purcell) —
Thank you, Mr Ramsay.

LONG SERVICE BENEFITS PORTABILITY
BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Charter), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Long Service
Benefits Portability Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Long Service Benefits Portability Bill
2018 (Bill), as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with human rights protected by the Charter. I base
my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of the Bill
The Bill establishes a scheme for the portability of long
service benefits in certain industries to enable workers in
sectors typically characterised by high rates of contract and
casual labour to qualify for and retain long service
entitlements when moving between jobs in the same industry.
Industries covered by the Bill are the community services
sector, contract cleaning industry and security industry.
The Bill establishes the Portable Long Service Benefits
Authority to administer the long service benefits scheme in
covered industries, make payments of long service benefits
and resolve certain disputes. All employers in covered
industries will be required to register with the Authority and
to provide regular reports to the Authority on their workers’
entitlements to long service benefits.
A worker in a covered industry will be entitled to long service
benefits in accordance with the applicable covered industry
schedule, which outlines what constitutes recognised service,
how payments are to be calculated and what periods of
absence will be considered days of service. Authorised
officers appointed by the chairperson of the Authority will be
responsible for monitoring compliance with the Bill and
regulations.
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by the registrar under Part 3, I consider that any interference
with that right is lawful and not arbitrary.

Right to privacy
Information sharing
Section 13(a) of the Charter provides that a person has the right
not to have their privacy, family, home or correspondence
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An interference will be
lawful if it is permitted by a law which is precise and
appropriately circumscribed, and will be arbitrary only if it is
capricious, unpredictable, unjust or unreasonable, in the sense
of being disproportionate to the legitimate aim sought.
Obtaining and publishing personal information on registers
Division 1 of Part 3 of the Bill requires the Authority to keep
an ‘employers register’ and a ‘workers register’ for each
covered industry. Part 3 of the Bill sets out the application
processes for employers and workers to be included in the
relevant register, the information to be included in each
register, and the process for crediting service in a register.
Clause 12 makes it compulsory for an employer for a covered
industry to apply for registration within the required period.
Once registered, a range of information about the employer
will be included on the employers register for the relevant
industry, including the person’s name, trading name and
ABN (if any), the address of the person’s principal place of
business, and certain other information relevant to the
person’s registration. Registered employers have an ongoing
obligation to notify the registrar within 14 days of any change
in the information provided to the registrar under Part 3,
including whether the employer has ceased to be an employer
for a covered industry. Any person may inspect the employers
register and obtain a copy of an entry in the register, on
payment of the prescribed fee.
Workers for covered industries may apply to be registered as
a worker. If an eligible employee does not apply for
registration within three months of either the commencement
of clause 18, the industry becoming a covered industry or the
person becoming an employee of the employer, the person’s
employer must apply on their behalf. The registrar also has
the power under new section 21 to register a person as a
worker without an application, if the registrar becomes aware
of information indicating that the person is, or was, a worker
for a covered industry. Information kept on the workers
registers will include the person’s name, address and date of
birth, the person’s total ordinary pay, number of days of
credited service, entitlement to long service benefits and
details of long service benefits already taken. Unlike the
employers register, the entry for each worker in a workers
register may only be inspected by that worker or a person
acting on their behalf.
The information collected by the registrar is limited to
information necessary for or relevant to the determination of
the applications and ongoing implementation of, and
compliance with, the long service benefits portability scheme.
Further, the publication of information about employers on a
publicly accessible register serves the important purpose of
promoting transparency and assisting current or future
employees to access their long service entitlements under the
Bill. Information on the employers register will principally be
of a business nature and not of the type in relation to which
persons electing to engage in a regulated industry would have
an expectation of privacy. To the extent that the right to
privacy is relevant to the information collected and published

Under clause 28, registered employers are required to provide
quarterly returns to the Authority, containing the name of
each worker who performed work for the employer in the
relevant quarter and their total ordinary pay and number of
days of work. Failing to do so is an offence.
Clause 52 provides that the Authority may disclose information
in relation to an employer’s compliance with the Bill to
specified Victorian or commonwealth government entities for
the purpose of the performance of a function of the entity.
Information in relation to a worker’s credit for service and long
service benefits may also be provided by the Authority to a
reciprocal Authority for the purpose of the performance of a
function of the Authority under the Bill or a function of the
reciprocal Authority under a corresponding law.
Further, clause 76 permits the Minister to enter into a
reciprocal agreement with the Minister of another State or
Territory who administers a corresponding law in relation to
long service benefits. The agreement may provide for the
exchange of information about credit for service and
entitlements to long service benefits between the Authority
and the reciprocal Authority.
The information shared pursuant to clauses 28, 52 and 76
may include some limited personal information about
workers and employers and therefore engages the right to
privacy under section 13 of the Charter. However, any
interference with the right to privacy occasioned by
information sharing under the above provisions will be lawful
and not arbitrary. These provisions serve important functions
of ensuring accountability and compliance with the portability
scheme and other laws, and enabling workers based in other
states and territories to access their long service entitlements
under reciprocal arrangements. The information must be
shared for the purpose of the performance of a function of the
relevant entity. Finally, I note that members of staff of the
Authority and others are prohibited from making improper
use of any information acquired in the course of their duties to
obtain any advantage.
Compliance and enforcement powers of authorised officers
Division 3 of Part 6 of the Bill provides for the appointment
of authorised officers and the powers of authorised officers to
monitor compliance with the Bill and the regulations. For the
purpose of monitoring compliance, an authorised officer may
require a person to provide any information or documents in
the person’s custody or control. Such a requirement must be
made by written notice, giving the person a reasonable period
to comply. Failure to comply with this notice without
reasonable excuse is an offence. An authorised officer may
inspect, make copies of and take extracts from any document
produced.
The powers of authorised officers under the Bill are subject to
a number of safeguards. Authorised officers must produce
their identity card for inspection prior to exercising a power
under the Bill, and at any time during the exercise of a power
if requested.
Authorised officers are subject to the Authority’s directions in
the performance of their functions and may only request
information or documents for the purpose of determining
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whether there has been compliance with the Bill. Further,
clause 64 protects the confidentiality of information acquired by
an authorised officer by prohibiting authorised officers from
giving such information to any other person except to the extent
necessary to monitor compliance with the Bill and the
regulations, and in certain, confined circumstances. Another
protection is the explicit preservation of the privilege against
self-incrimination, with a limited abrogation in relation to the
production of documents required to be kept under the Bill
(discussed below). This means that it will be a reasonable
excuse to refuse or fail to produce documents or provide
information if doing so would tend to incriminate the person.
In my view, while the exercise of these compliance and
enforcement powers may interfere with the privacy of an
individual in some cases, any such interference will be lawful
and not arbitrary. As noted above, the purpose of the powers
in clause 62 is to ensure that employers in covered industries
are complying with their obligations under the Bill and that
workers in these industries receive the long service benefits to
which they are entitled. It is reasonable that registered
employers and workers can be required to produce
information and documents for compliance purposes.
I note that the provisions above may also engage the right to
freedom of expression under section 15 of the Charter, which
may include a right not to impart information. However, in
my view, these provisions enable appropriate oversight and
monitoring of compliance with the Bill, and are reasonably
necessary to protect workers in covered industries. Therefore,
to the extent that the freedom of expression is engaged, these
provisions fall within the exception to the right in
section 15(3) of the Charter, as reasonably necessary to
respect the rights of other persons.
Right to property
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
This right requires that powers which authorise the
deprivation of property are conferred by legislation or
common law, are confined and structured rather than unclear,
are accessible to the public, and are formulated precisely.
Where a document is produced in response to a request under
clause 62, discussed above, clause 63 provides that the
authorised officer may retain the document for the period
necessary to monitor compliance with the Bill and the
regulations. This power engages the right to property in
section 20, but does not limit it. In addition to the safeguards
mentioned above in the context of the right to privacy, further
limitations on the power apply. Documents may only be
retained for the period necessary to monitor compliance with
the Bill and must be made accessible to the person otherwise
entitled to possession to inspect, make copies or take extracts
from it.
To the extent that clause 63 could be considered to deprive a
person of property, any such interference will be appropriately
confined and tailored to ensuring compliance with the Bill. I
therefore consider these provisions to be compatible with the
right to property under section 20 of the Charter.
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is relevant where a statutory provision shifts the burden of proof
onto an accused in a criminal proceeding, so that the accused is
required to prove matters to establish, or raise evidence to
suggest, that they are not guilty of an offence.
Prosecution of offences under the Act
Under clause 65, it is an offence for an employer to take
adverse action against a worker because the worker is entitled
to long service benefits, seeks to exercise that entitlement,
makes an enquiry as to their entitlement to long service
benefits, or applies to the Authority for a determination as to
the taking of long service leave. This is analogous to
section 340 of the Fair Work Act 2009 (Cth), which prohibits
a person from taking adverse action against another person
because the other person has a workplace right, exercises a
workplace right or proposes to exercise a workplace right. It
is also consistent with relevant protections under the Equal
Opportunity Act 2010.
In a proceeding for an alleged contravention of clause 65, the
employer bears the onus of proving that the adverse action
taken against a worker was not actuated by any of the four
reasons above. This is consistent with the rebuttable
presumption in section 361 of the Fair Work Act, which states
that where an application is made alleging that a person took
adverse action for a particular reason or with a particular
intent, it is presumed that the action was taken for that reason
or with that intent unless the person proves otherwise.
This reversal of the onus of proof is a long-standing feature of
the freedom of association and unlawful termination
protections in the fair work regime and recognises that, in the
absence of such a clause, it would often be extremely
difficult, if not impossible, for a worker to establish that an
employer acted for an unlawful reason. It is appropriate for
the employer to bear the burden of proof in these
circumstances because it relates to evidence which will be
peculiarly within their knowledge. Further, the standard of
proof will be on the balance of probabilities, which the
employer will be able to discharge if there was a legitimate
reason for the action.
Clause 28 makes it an offence for a registered employer to fail
to provide a quarterly return to the Authority within the time
allowed. In a proceeding for an alleged contravention of
clause 28, clause 74 provides that a certificate signed by the
registrar stating whether the registrar had allowed the person
an extension of time or whether the person had given a
quarterly return to the registrar on or before a particular date,
is evidence of the matters certified. Clause 74 may be relevant
to the right to be presumed innocent in section 25(1) of the
Charter, to the extent that it requires a person to contradict
that evidence if they consider it to be incorrect. However, in
my view this does not limit the right to be presumed innocent.
The purpose of this provision is to streamline prosecutions
and to ensure that cost and delay are not increased by
requiring evidence to be led about matters of timing. The
matters that can be certified are non-controversial, and an
accused may still lead evidence to the contrary challenging
the evidence that is certified.
‘Reasonable excuse’ exceptions

Presumption of innocence
Section 25(1) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. The right in section 25(1)

Two provisions in the Bill create offences that contain a
‘reasonable excuse’ exception, which may be seen to place an
evidential burden on the accused.
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Under clause 67 of the Bill, it is an offence for a person to
make, without reasonable excuse, any false or misleading
statement in, or any material omission from, a long service
record. Clause 68 of the Bill makes it an offence for a person to
fail to comply with a notice to produce documents or provide
information under clause 62 without reasonable excuse.
By creating a ‘reasonable excuse’ exception, the offences in
clauses 67 and 68 may be viewed as placing an evidential
burden on the accused, in that they require the accused to
raise evidence of a reasonable excuse. However, in doing so,
this offence does not transfer the legal burden of proof. Once
the accused has pointed to evidence of a reasonable excuse,
which will ordinarily be peculiarly within their knowledge,
the burden shifts back to the prosecution to prove the essential
elements of the offence. I do not consider that an evidential
onus of this kind limits the right to be presumed innocent, and
courts in other jurisdictions have taken this approach.
Deemed criminal liability for officers of bodies corporate
Clause 72 provides that if a body corporate commits an
offence against certain provisions, including clauses 65, 67
and 68 referred to above, an officer of the body corporate also
commits that offence if the officer authorised or permitted the
commission of the offence, or was knowingly concerned in
any way (by act or omission) in the commission of the
offence. This is relevant to the presumption of innocence as
the provision may operate to deem as ‘fact’ that an individual
has committed an offence based on the actions of the body
corporate. Under clause 72, officers may rely on a defence
that would be available to the body corporate if it were
charged with the offence and bear the same burden of proof
as the body corporate in doing so.
As discussed above, some of these offences contain reverse
onus provisions. In my view, it is appropriate to extend these
offences and reverse onus provisions to officers of bodies
corporate. A person who elects to undertake a position as an
officer of a body corporate accepts that they will be subject to
certain requirements and duties in relation to workers,
including a duty to ensure that the body corporate does not
commit offences. In my view, clause 72 does not limit the
right to the presumption of innocence as the prosecution is
still required to prove the main elements of the offence — that
is, that the officer authorised or was knowingly concerned in
the commission of the offence. Courts in other jurisdictions
have held that protections on the presumption of innocence
may be subject to limits particularly in the context of
compliance offences. Further, any limits imposed by the
relevant reverse onus provisions are justifiable for the reasons
set out in relation to those provisions above. Accordingly, I
am satisfied that this provision is compatible with the right
under the Charter to the presumption of innocence.
Right to protection against self-incrimination
Section 25(2)(k) of the Charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence is entitled not to be compelled to
testify against themselves or to confess guilt. This right is at
least as broad as the common law privilege against
self-incrimination. It applies to protect a charged person
against the admission in subsequent criminal proceedings of
incriminatory material obtained under compulsion, regardless
of whether the information was obtained prior to or
subsequent to the charge being laid.
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The right in section 25(2)(k) of the Charter is relevant to
clause 69, which provides that it is not a reasonable excuse for
a person to refuse or fail to produce a record or document that
the person is required to keep under the Bill. This is therefore
a limited abrogation of the privilege against self-incrimination
because a document required to be produced may contain
evidence that would tend to incriminate the person with
respect to certain offences under the Bill.
The privilege against self-incrimination generally covers the
compulsion of any information or documents which might
incriminate a person. However, the application of the
privilege to pre-existing documents is considerably weaker
than that accorded to oral testimony or documents that are
required to be brought into existence to comply with a request
for information. I note that some jurisdictions have regarded
an order to hand over existing documents as not engaging the
privilege against self-incrimination. The primary purpose of
this limited abrogation is to facilitate compliance with the
scheme by assisting authorised officers to access information
and evidence that may be difficult or impossible to ascertain
by alternative evidentiary means. Taking into account the
protective purpose of the Bill, there is significant public
interest in ensuring that employers for covered industries are
operating in compliance with the provisions of the Bill and
the regulations.
Any limitation on the right in section 25(2)(k) that is
occasioned by the limited abrogation is directly related to its
purpose. The documents that an authorised officer can require
to be produced are those necessary for the purpose of
monitoring compliance with the Bill or regulations.
Importantly, the requirement to produce a document to an
authorised officer does not extend to having to explain or
account for the information contained in that document. If
such an explanation would tend to incriminate, the privilege
would still be available. Further, clauses 67 and 68 of the Bill
create an obligation for employers for a covered industry to
keep a written record for each worker, and to produce it to an
authorised officer upon request. The duty to provide those
documents is consistent with the reasonable expectations of
persons who employ workers eligible for long service
benefits. Moreover, it is necessary for the Authority to have
access to documents to ensure the effective administration of
the scheme.
There are no less restrictive means available to achieve the
purpose of enabling authorised officers to have access to
relevant documents. To excuse the production of such
documents where a contravention is suspected would allow
persons to circumvent the record-keeping obligations in the
Bill and significantly impede authorised officers’ ability to
investigate and enforce compliance with the scheme. Any
limitation on the right to protection against self-incrimination
is therefore appropriately tailored and the least restrictive
means to achieve the regulatory purpose.
For the above reasons, I consider that to the extent that
clause 69 may impose a limitation on the right against
self-incrimination, that limitation is reasonable and justified
under section 7(2) of the Charter.
Right not to be punished more than once
Section 26 of the Charter provides that a person has the right
not to be tried or punished more than once for an offence in
respect of which they have already been finally convicted or
acquitted in accordance with law. Where an employer for a
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covered industry has been found guilty of failing to apply for
registration within the period required by clause 12, the court
may order the employer to apply for registration and to pay
the Authority the amount that would have been payable had
the person complied with the Bill. Clause 59 provides that if
an employer for a covered industry has been found guilty of
an offence and has failed to pay a levy in relation to a
worker, the court may order the employer to pay the worker
for any shortfall.
Further, where a person who is not an employer has been
found guilty of a specified offence, such as failing to provide
a quarterly return to the Authority and taking adverse action
against a worker, and the worker has received less than they
were entitled to as a result, the court may order that person to
compensate the worker for the difference. In each case, the
order for payment will be in addition to imposing a penalty
for the offence.
The right not to be punished more than once has been
interpreted as applying only to punishments of a criminal
nature and does not preclude the imposition of civil
consequences for the same conduct. I do not consider the
consequences under clauses 12 or 59 to be punitive so as to
engage section 26. Their purpose is not to punish the
convicted person, but to put the worker in the position that the
worker would have been in but for the employer’s breach.
These provisions are therefore targeted at, and consistent
with, the purpose of establishing the long service benefits
portability scheme.
Accordingly, I am of the opinion that clauses 12 and 59 are
compatible with the right in section 26 of the Charter.
The Hon. Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975, be incorporated into Hansard on motion
of Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills).
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(17:23) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
It has often been said in this house that long service leave is a
benefit that all workers should enjoy, as a reward for long and
faithful service, and to allow workers to take a break from
their jobs and spend time with their families.
As Members are aware, many workers, through no fault of
their own, are never able to enjoy long service leave. This is
because of the nature of the industry they work in.
Ordinarily, when a business transfers from one owner to
another, the service the employee had with their first
employer transfers, on the sale of the business, to the new
employer. This is mandated in the state’s default long service
leave legislation, the Long Service Leave Act 1992, as well as
long service leave legislation in all other Australian
jurisdictions.
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However, with contract cleaning, community services and
security, there is typically no transfer of business. What
occurs instead is that the client, for example, the building
owner, terminates a contract to provide a service, for
example, cleaning or security, with employer A. A new
contract is then entered with employer B to provide the same
service. The security guard or cleaner typically will continue
in their role, albeit with a new employer. Unfortunately for
that worker, they do not retain their service with their
previous employer as there has been no transmission of
business. The practical effect of this is a security guard or
cleaner could work in the same location, doing the same job
their entire working life, but never serve the minimum period
of seven years with the ‘one’ employer.
The community services sector has some different
characteristics, but experiences a similar overall outcome the
same. Typically, in the community services industry, an
employee may be engaged by a service provider, and that
service may transfer or the employee may change services.
This means that the employee is then engaged by an
alternative service provider, ostensibly performing the same
work. The employee will lose continuity of service as there
has not been a transfer of business in the strict legal sense as
defined in the Long Service Leave Act 1992.
The Bill before you will address this anomaly for workers in
the contract cleaning, security, and community services
sectors.
This will not be the first time that the Victorian Parliament
considered the situation of workers who miss out on long
service leave due to the contract or project nature of the
industry they work in. In 1953, the then Minister for Labour,
the Honourable Archibald Fraser, in introducing the Factories
and Shops (Long Service Leave) Bill said, and I quote, “The
Bill does not cover any employee who, by virtue of his
calling, may have served under a number of employers over a
period of twenty years.” That is one problem which
Parliament will have to tackle at some future time.”
The problem identified by the then Minister was addressed, at
least with respect to workers in the building and construction
industry, in 1975, through the Building Industry Long Service
Leave Act. Workers in this industry have access to long
service benefits, and because all jurisdictions provide
portability of entitlements, it does not matter where you
perform the work.
There have been some developments since then.
The Pre-School Teachers and Assistants (Leave) Act 1984
was introduced to provide a portability of leave entitlements
to a limited group of employers/employees. Whilst not
proclaimed, the relevant sector has adopted a ‘custom and
practice’ application of the portability described in that act.
A Bill, the Community Services Long Services Leave
Bill 2010 was introduced into Parliament but did not proceed
beyond the second reading speech.
In 2015 the Victorian Parliamentary Economic, Education,
Jobs and Skills Committee commenced an inquiry into the
portability of long service leave entitlements. The committee
recommended that the Victorian government commission
studies into the creation of portable long service leave
schemes for the contract cleaning and security industries, and
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also found merit in re-examining a portable long service leave
scheme for the community services sector.

The Bill has a number of different provisions relating to the
community services sector that I will address shortly.

The Victorian Government has acted on those
recommendations and following extensive consultation with
industry stakeholders, a Bill to provide portability of
entitlements to those workers most in need has been
developed.

Service in the contract cleaning or security industries of up to
12 months before the commencement of the act is to be
recognised. This needs to be seen in the context that some of
the workers have worked in these industries for decades
without ever having received long service leave. Due to the
well-established long service leave arrangements in the
community services sector, other than portability this prior
recognition is unnecessary. If twelve months retrospectivity
was provided this would mean that community sector
workers would be paid twice for one year of their service.
These industries have been anticipating the scheme for many
years and it is expected that take up will be stronger. This
does not mean that the levy will apply retrospectively. In
setting or adjusting the levy the Governing Board will have to
take future liabilities into account and limited retrospectivity
will be one factor considered.

The Bill in detail
I now turn to consideration of the Bill in detail.
The Bill establishes a new statutory authority, which will be
responsible for managing the portable scheme.
There will be a Governing Board of up to nine persons,
appointed by the minister. The Board will comprise at least
one representative of an employee association with members
in a covered industry, at least one representative of an
employer association with members in a covered industry, as
well as a Chairperson and Deputy Chairperson. The Chair and
Deputy are to have no interest in any of the covered
industries. The Registrar, as Chief Executive Officer, is a
non-voting member of the Governing Board. The Board as a
whole will be required to have relevant experience, for
example, in financial management or governance.
Board members will be paid in accordance with Government
guidelines.
The Chairperson will serve as the employer under the Public
Administration Act 2004.
The scheme will apply to nominated ‘covered’ industries.
Initially, these will be specified to be the contract cleaning,
community services, and security industries. The legislation
will be drafted in such a way as to allow for other industries
to be included in the scheme in the future, should the
Government so determine.
An employer for a covered industry will be required to
register themselves, their employees, as well as contract
workers, and failure to register will attract a financial penalty.
Employers will be required to provide a quarterly return that
includes required information and an employee or contract
worker will have access to their record.
The levy payable by an employer will be a percentage of the
ordinary pay paid or payable by employers to employees. The
levy will be set by the Governing Board, and may not be
more than 3 per cent.
A worker in the contract cleaning or security industry with at
least seven years’ service will be entitled to apply to their
employer for either a period of leave. If granted, the worker
then applies to the Authority for a payment. Should the
employer reject the application for leave, the worker may
seek a review by the Authority.
Workers in the contract cleaning and security sectors will be
entitled to long service leave on the same basis as workers in
other industries. That is, they will receive a period of leave,
with a payment in lieu only available on leaving the industry,
or in the case of death. Cashing out of a leave entitlement is
not permitted.

The period of long service leave will be calculated as 1/60th of
the period of employment, available after seven years’
service, consistent with the arrangement in the Long Service
Leave Bill 2017.
Cashing out of long service leave entitlements by employees
in the contract cleaning and security sectors will only be
allowed on exiting the industry.
For workers in the contract cleaning and security sectors, the
definition of ‘ordinary pay’ will include shift allowances, but
not overtime payments. This reflects current industry practice,
as well as how the annual leave entitlement is defined in the
modern award.
The rate to be paid to the worker is the rate of pay at the time
that leave commences.
An employee will be able to go up to four years without
working in the industry before their continuity of service is
interrupted, although they would not be credited with any
service during this period.
There is scope for recognition of service in other jurisdictions
with similar arrangements, subject to the negotiation of an
agreement with those jurisdictions.
The Bill includes penalties for certain acts and omissions,
such as failure to provide returns, failure to register, and
providing false information. The penalties in the Bill are
consistent with those proposed in the Long Service Leave
Bill 2017 and consistent with Sentencing Act principles.
Different arrangements for the community services sector
This Bill establishes different arrangements for the
community services sector to that of the cleaning and security
industries. It is necessary for a different arrangement to apply
due to the operation of the Commonwealth Fair Work
Act 2009, and to the different industrial instruments that
apply in the community services sector.
For a worker in the community services sector, the
application for payment will be made directly to the Authority
as these organisations have different funding arrangements.
The scheme will apply to contract workers in the security and
contract cleaning industries. The use of individual contractors
is not prevalent in the community services sector for
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community services work so contract workers are not
included within scope for that sector at this time. However, to
allow for possible changes in the industry in the future,
specific provision will be made in the Bill so that contract
workers can be brought into the scheme by way of
Regulations at a later time.
There were several Awards and Enterprise Agreements in
place across the community services sector that prescribed
long service leave entitlements when the FW Act came into
operation and those entitlements were preserved under the
terms of the FW Act. Pursuant to section 109 of the
Commonwealth Constitution, where employees have an
award-derived or agreement-derived entitlement to long
service leave preserved as part of the national employment
standards under the Fair Work Act, any state law that is
inconsistent with these awards or enterprise agreements is
inoperative to the extent of any inconsistency between state
law and commonwealth law. The practical effect of this is
that some employees in the community services sector would
not be able to benefit from a Victorian government portable
long service leave scheme.
The problem was recognised in the Community Services Long
Service Leave Bill 2010. In the explanatory memorandum to
clause 2 of the Bill (the commencement provision), it was noted
that the Bill had no commencement date. For the Bill to operate
in respect of all employees it was necessary for the
commonwealth government to amend the operation of the Fair
Work Act. The Bill therefore could not commence until after
the necessary amendment to the federal Act.
It is now apparent that the Commonwealth has no intention of
providing a legislative solution to this problem.
A solution is for the Victorian Government to legislate a
scheme that provides for a payment to workers, in lieu of
leave. This is the arrangement in the construction industry
CoINVEST scheme.
This model has been found to be constitutionally valid.
This problem does not apply to the contract cleaning and
security sectors because of the different awards and
agreements operating in those industries.
There will also be a different arrangement for the community
services sector in regards to the calculation of ordinary pay.
The definition of ‘ordinary pay’ for that sector will not
include shift allowances, as they are not included when
calculating LS for workers covered by a federal award or
agreement that includes LS benefits. Further, the 2010 Bill
did not include shift allowances.
Independent contractors and for-profit organisations will not be
included in the community services scheme as they are not a
feature of this industry. An exception will be made for for-profit
organisations involved in the disability services sector.
Summary
Workplace laws have generally evolved since 1975. We now
have equal pay for work of equal value, parental leave,
enterprise bargaining, and anti-bullying protections. Little
progress, however, has been made in addressing the problem
identified way back in 1953 by then Minister Fraser. This
Parliament now has that opportunity.
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Section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975
Ms TIERNEY — I now wish to make a statement
under section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of the
reasons why a provision in the bill alters or varies
section 85 of that act.
Clause 79 of the bill states that it is the intention of
clause 58 of the bill to alter or vary section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 58(1) establishes the jurisdiction of the
industrial division of the Magistrates Court to hear
certain matters, including applications for the recovery
of moneys, disputes over the taking of leave, and
prosecutions for alleged breaches of provisions of the
legislation. Clause 58(2) provides that this jurisdiction
is exclusive.
The reason for limiting the jurisdiction of the Supreme
Court in this instance is to ensure that the industrial
division of the Magistrates Court serves as the primary
body for determining matters under the portable long
service benefits legislation.
The right of any party to appeal to the Supreme Court
on a question of law from a final order of the industrial
division of the Magistrates Court is enshrined at
clause 58(3)(b) of the bill.
I commend the bill to the house.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(ACCESS TO JUSTICE) BILL 2018
Statement of compatibility
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘Charter’), I make this
Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation Amendment (Access to Justice) Bill 2018 (the Bill).
In my opinion, the Bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
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Overview
The Bill will implement recommendations of the 2016 Access
to Justice Review accepted by the Government, and make
certain other changes to Victorian laws, to increase access to
justice for Victorians, and ensure that the most disadvantaged
and vulnerable in our community receive the support they need
when engaging with the law and the justice system.
Human rights relevant to the Bill
Amendments to improve user access to VCAT and the Courts
A number of provisions in the Bill promote the right to a fair
hearing (section 24(1)), by helping more people in Victoria to
access legal assistance services, and by improving user access
to the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
and the Courts. Section 24(1) of the Charter provides that a
party to a civil proceeding has the right to have a proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
Support persons and assistance to people at VCAT
Division 3 of Part 10 of the Bill amends the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (VCAT Act) to allow
for a support person to assist a party to a VCAT proceeding.
The support person could be a family member or friend, or a
person with appropriate cultural or social knowledge, who
attends VCAT proceedings in order to provide emotional or
other support to a party. The support person must not be a
party, or represent a party, in VCAT proceedings.
Division 2 of Part 10 of the Bill amends the duty in the
VCAT Act for the Principal Registrar (and VCAT staff) to
provide assistance to people engaging with VCAT. The
revised duty is a positive duty, and applies to parties and
potential parties throughout VCAT proceedings. Such
assistance could include providing general information and
assistance to help people understand VCAT’s processes and
procedures, and how and where to get more help if needed.
Assistance would exclude the provision of legal advice, and
would not impact the impartiality or neutrality of the
Tribunal, or fairness to other parties.
The amendments recognise that many people participating in
VCAT proceedings, including self-represented litigants,
experience some form of disadvantage, and seek to provide
some mechanisms to ensure that those parties can participate
in VCAT proceedings effectively and in a meaningful way.
The amendments will result in fairer hearings.
Enabling persons other than VCAT members to conduct
compulsory conferences
Division 4 of Part 10 of the Bill amends the VCAT Act to
enable VCAT to nominate a person (in addition to Tribunal
members and the Principal Registrar) to conduct compulsory
conferences in relation to any VCAT proceedings.
Compulsory conferences are a form of alternative dispute
resolution that is provided by VCAT to assist parties, by way
of a private informal meeting, to identify key issues and
resolve their dispute prior to a final hearing.
To the extent that the amendments promote the early
resolution of disputes, the amendments promote the right to a
fair hearing (section 24, a component of which is an implied
right to a reasonably expeditious hearing). The amendments
will improve the efficiency and cost effectiveness of VCAT
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proceedings, by enabling VCAT to expand the use of
compulsory conferences across VCAT and, in turn,
promoting the early resolution of disputes.
Section 24(1) of the Charter also requires that the court or
tribunal is ‘competent, independent, and impartial’. The
amendments might engage this element of the right to a fair
hearing, as they broaden the pool of people who can conduct
a compulsory conference. The procedure that is adopted by
VCAT for determining who could be nominated by the
Tribunal or Principal Registrar would need to comply with
the requirements of the Charter. The procedures for
determining who would be nominated would be developed by
VCAT, and could involve consideration of the nominee’s
knowledge, skills, experience or qualification. In addition, for
matters in the Planning and Environment List at VCAT, the
nominated person will also be required to have sound
knowledge of, and experience in, planning or environmental
practice in Victoria. The nominated person does not constitute
the Tribunal, and cannot make formal orders or directions.
Making the enforcement of orders simpler
Division 5 of Part 10 of the Bill makes a range of
amendments to the VCAT Act to simplify the process for
enforcing VCAT orders, including:
removing onerous requirements in the VCAT Act for
parties to file documents in the Courts before warrants
and other Court processes can be sought, and providing
that a person may enforce a monetary order of VCAT as
if it were an order of the relevant court;
enabling VCAT to re-open a proceeding in order to
review an order, and make further orders, where there
are problems with enforcing or complying with the
order; and
clarifying when a failure to comply with an order
constitutes contempt of the Tribunal, and enabling all
presidential members of the Tribunal to exercise
VCAT’s contempt powers.
The reforms will make it easier for people to recover money,
property or services that they are owed under a VCAT order
and will, in turn, promote the right to a fair hearing
(section 24). These amendments will also promote property
rights (section 20), which provide that a person must not be
deprived of their property other than in accordance with law.
Service of documents via email
Division 6 of Part 10 of the Bill amends section 140 of the
VCAT Act to facilitate the electronic service of documents on
parties, and potential parties, to VCAT proceedings. The
amendments will enable a document to be served on a person
by sending it to an electronic address, which, pursuant to the
rules of the Tribunal, are applicable to that person.
These amendments might engage the right to a fair hearing
(section 24) and the right to privacy (section 13, relating to
the unlawful or arbitrary interference with personal
information and correspondence). The rules of the Tribunal
will prescribe the manner of determining a person’s electronic
address and would need to be fair and consistent with a
person’s right to a fair hearing under section 24 of the Charter
and their right to privacy under section 13 of the Charter. The
person’s email address for service would be limited to an
electronic address specified in the new section 140(2A).
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Division 6 of Part 10 also amends section 141 of the VCAT
Act to deem that a document is taken to have been served on
a person by electronic communication at the time that the
communication was delivered. To ensure that this provision
is consistent with the right to a fair hearing, the Bill includes
a safeguard that enables the Tribunal to find that the
communication was not served until it was capable of
being retrieved.
Reducing financial barriers to accessing the Courts
Two additional amendments in the Bill will promote the right
to a fair hearing (section 24(1)), as they seek to reduce
financial barriers to people being able to access, and have
their matters heard in, the Courts.
Parts 5 and 8 of the Bill will amend the County Court Act
1958 and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to enable different
fee levels to be prescribed in regulations for different classes
of proceedings, and for different classes of court users (such
as corporations, individuals or concession card holders).
These provisions will give the courts the power to set lower
fees for Victorians experiencing disadvantage, particularly
financial disadvantage.
Part 4 of the Bill will amend the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to
set out the factors that a court may have regard to when
considering whether to make a protective costs order (that is,
an order to fix or cap recoverable costs in advance).
Consistent with the common law approach, the factors will
include: an applicant’s ability to pay costs; the undesirability
of forcing the applicant to abandon the proceedings; and
whether there is a public interest element to the case. This
amendment will provide clarity and guidance on the
circumstances in which such orders are appropriate, and will
facilitate public interest cases that test and clarify important
points of law that a person might not have continued due to
the risk of an adverse costs order.
Amendments to remove unfair discrimination against trans
and gender diverse Victorians
Amendments to the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 (BDMR Act) promote the following
Charter rights:
right to equality (section 8(2)), which provides that
every person has the right to enjoy their human rights
without discrimination;
the right to privacy (section 13), which provides that a
person has the right not to have their privacy or family
unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with; and
the right to protection of families and children
(section 17), which provides that families are the
fundamental group unit of society and are entitled to be
protected by society and the State.
The BDMR Act permits an unmarried person who is 18 years
of age or more, whose birth is registered in Victoria and who
has undergone sex affirmation surgery, to apply to the
Registrar of Births, Deaths and Marriages for the sex recorded
in their birth registration to be altered. The Registrar must
make a decision on the application, and refuse the application
if the person is married. In effect, the unmarried application
rule requires the person to choose between a birth certificate
that reflects their sex, and the maintenance of the legal
relationship with their spouse, even where that relationship is
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ongoing. Such a choice can have financial and emotional
consequences for the people involved.
Part 3 of the Bill amends the BDMR Act to remove the
requirement for a person to be unmarried in order to apply to
the Registrar to alter their recorded sex. By repealing this
requirement, trans and gender diverse Victorians will be able
to have their identity reflected on their birth certificate or in a
document acknowledging their name and sex, regardless of
their relationship status.
The amendments promote the right to equality and for every
person to enjoy their human rights without discrimination in
section 8(2) of the Charter by removing unnecessary and
discriminatory barriers for people who are trans and gender
diverse who seek to apply to the Registrar to alter their
recorded sex on their birth certificates or for other documents
acknowledging their identity. The removal of the requirement
to be unmarried also promotes the right to protection of
families in section 17, as a person will no longer need to
divorce their spouse in order to obtain a birth certificate that
reflects their sex. It also promotes the right to privacy in
section 13, as a person seeking to alter their recorded sex will
no longer be required to disclose their relationship status in
their application.
Amendments to fees for assessment of overseas-obtained
qualifications
Division 3 of Part 7 of the Bill amends the Legal Profession
Uniform Law Application Act 2014 to enable the Victorian
Legal Admissions Board (VLAB) to charge a fee for
assessment of overseas obtained qualifications (which is
distinct from the general admission fee). The purpose of
VLAB’s assessment is to determine whether a person who
has completed academic or practical legal training
requirements for admission in a foreign jurisdiction requires
additional academic qualifications or practical legal training
before that person can be admitted in Australia.
This amendment might engage the right to equality
(section 8(2)), as it provides for a separate fee to be charged to
people who have obtained qualifications in a foreign
jurisdiction. If this amendment were considered to amount to
a limit, it is my view that any limit will be reasonable and
justified under section 7(2) of the Charter. The fees enable
VLAB to recover its reasonable costs and expenses in
assessing legal qualifications obtained in a foreign
jurisdiction, and, if the amendment was not made, it could
place budgetary pressure on VLAB. VLAB previously
charged this fee under the now repealed Legal Profession Act
2004. The fee is not made on the basis of a personal attribute,
but on a person’s place of study. Whilst this might have a
greater impact on people from different countries, it is not
unreasonable to require a small fee for VLAB’s assessment
process, particularly as the purpose is to maintain the high
standards of qualification in legal practice in Australia.
The Hon. Gayle Tierney, MP
Minister for Corrections

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills).

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (ACCESS TO JUSTICE) BILL 2018
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(17:26) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Background on the Access to Justice Review
In 2015 and 2016, the Victorian Government undertook a
review into access to justice, which was aimed at reducing the
barriers to dispute resolution and improving access to legal
assistance services. The Access to Justice Review was
undertaken by the Department of Justice and Regulation, with
the assistance of Crown Counsel, Melinda Richards SC, and
the former Chair of the Queensland Legal Aid Commission,
Rachel Hunter.
The Review found significant goodwill and dedication among
institutions and service providers in the justice system and the
legal assistance sector, despite the many challenges the
system faces. It also found that some important enablers of
the system are weak: there is a lack of data, poor technology
in many parts of the system, under-resourcing of legal
assistance and related services, and services that are not
sufficiently integrated.
The Review proposed strategic responses — better
information, more integrated services, better use of
technology and stronger governance — to enhance access to
justice through a systemic approach. The Review made
60 recommendations for improvements to access to justice in
Victoria, focused in particular on the need to improve: legal
information; flexible and integrated services; the use of
technology; and leadership, governance and links within the
legal assistance sector.
The Government agreed, or agreed in part, to 57 of the
60 recommendations. In its response to the Review, the
Government announced $34.7 million in new funding to help
disadvantaged Victorians better access legal advice, support
and information. The package was in addition to the
$103.7 million provided to enhance the justice system and
legal assistance services that was announced in the Victorian
Budget 2017–18.
The Bill will implement 16 recommendations from the
Review, and make miscellaneous amendments to other justice
legislation. Together, the amendments will increase access to
justice for Victorians, and ensure that the most disadvantaged
and vulnerable people in our community receive the support
they need when engaging with the law and the justice system.
Specifically, the Bill will enable Victorians to get information
about a legal problem more quickly, use processes that
resolve their disputes as fairly and quickly as possible, and, if
they are disadvantaged or vulnerable, have better access to
legal advice and assistance.
Improving people’s access to legal aid
Victoria Legal Aid, community legal services, the private
legal profession, and Aboriginal legal services all play an
important role in delivering complementary services to help
disadvantaged Victorians access legal assistance services, and
to advance equality, fairness and justice across our state.
The Bill makes a number of amendments to the Legal Aid Act
to ensure that legal assistance services are responsive to the
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legal and related needs of the community, and that government
funding is used as effectively and efficiently as possible.
Greater coordination of legal aid and legal assistance
information
The Review found that the legal assistance sector lacks
coordination and operates in silos, creating significant
challenges for the effective and efficient use of resources.
Currently there is no one entity with a full picture of funding
flows or service offerings in the sector, which inhibits
coordination of services and good planning for the allocation
of public funds.
The Review found that while VLA has taken on, or been
given, some coordination functions for the legal assistance
sector, it has lacked a clear mandate from government for
such a role, and therefore, the appropriate structural supports
have not been put in place.
The Bill provides VLA with a clear mandate to coordinate,
and undertake strategic planning for the provision of legal aid
in Victoria. In performing this coordination role, VLA will
consider how the legal assistance system operates as a whole,
and how services could better complement one another, with
the ultimate aim of reducing unmet legal need across Victoria.
This formal oversight role will help to ensure that legal aid is
provided in the right ways, in the right places, and to those
who need it most, in order to maximise the value of the
Government’s investment in the sector.
The Bill also provides VLA with a formal role in
coordinating the provision of legal assistance information at
the State-wide level. In performing this function, VLA will
work closely with the community legal sector, using its
expertise and local knowledge to understand and determine
the best way to provide and expand legal assistance
information. The Bill maintains the role of community legal
services in developing legal assistance information. It
acknowledges community legal services’ unique ability to
harness their invaluable local knowledge, expertise and
community connections to tailor and target legal assistance
information at the local level.
In recognition of the importance of self-determination, and
the independence of Aboriginal Community Controlled legal
service providers in advancing access to justice for Aboriginal
Victorians, Aboriginal legal services will not be subject to
VLA’s strengthened coordination role.
Better collaboration through a Collaborative Planning
Committee
To support VLA’s coordination role and drive genuine
collaboration across the sector, the Bill establishes a new
Collaborative Planning Committee. The Committee will
provide strategic, evidence based advice to the VLA Board
about legal and related community needs, the provision of
legal aid, and VLA’s coordination functions. The Committee
will be representative of the legal assistance sector, the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Victorian Bar, the Victoria Law
Foundation, and the Department of Justice and Regulation.
Representatives from Aboriginal legal services will be invited
to participate on the Committee, to ensure that the legal needs
of the Victorian Aboriginal community are considered, and
that mainstream legal assistance providers deliver culturally
appropriate services.
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Advice from the Committee will inform the VLA Board’s
decision making about the allocation of resources for the
effective and efficient provision of legal aid. The Committee
will be able to make recommendations to the VLA Board.
Upon request, the VLA Board will be required to respond to
the Committee with any action that has been, or will be, taken
in relation to the Committee’s recommendations. This process
will increase the transparency of funding decisions, and
ultimately increase sector acceptance of the tough decisions
that need to be made in an environment of pressing demand
and finite resources.
Also related to VLA’s new coordination function and the
allocation of resources, the Bill includes a number of safeguards
to increase the transparency of resources allocated to
community legal services. These include a requirement that the
VLA must include in its annual budget the total amount that it
will pay community legal services in a given financial year, and
discretionary power for the Attorney-General to require VLA to
pay no less than a specified amount. These amendments
recognise and promote the important role of community legal
services in the mixed model of service delivery.
Improving accountability, and increasing transparency
through robust reporting requirements
The Review recommended a number of changes to enhance
VLA’s accountability for its strategic resource allocation
decisions and to balance its coordination role.
The Bill requires VLA to prepare, and submit to the
Attorney-General for approval, a four year strategic plan. The
preparation of a strategic plan will facilitate consultation
between VLA and the Attorney-General on government
priorities for legal assistance services to the community, and
ensure the alignment of service delivery with agreed priorities.
VLA receives significant government funding to pursue the
objectives of the Legal Aid Act. To enhance VLA’s
accountability for the allocation of public money, the Bill also
requires VLA to prepare an annual corporate plan that
outlines VLA’s budget (including the allocation of funding
for community legal services), priorities, intended
achievements and activities each year. Annual corporate plans
would be consistent with the relevant strategic plan. The
development of an annual corporate plan will facilitate
dialogue between VLA and the Attorney-General about
priorities and plans for the year ahead, and what VLA can
reasonably do within the budget allocated to it. VLA will
report back to the Attorney-General and the public on its
pursuit of the annual corporate plan each year, through
VLA’s Annual Report.
Both plans will be made available to the public on VLA’s
website.
To improve the transparency of VLA’s operations, the Bill
requires VLA to prepare and publish quarterly reports on its
website. The quarterly report will outline VLA’s financial and
service delivery performance, by reference to indicators
specified by the Attorney-General. As VLA already provides
reports with much of this information to government, this
measure will deliver greater transparency without imposing
an undue burden on VLA. The quarterly report will also
provide an opportunity for VLA to update the sector on
developments and decisions that affect the sector.
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These measures will provide for structured engagement about
priorities for legal assistance services to the community, and
enhance VLA’s accountability for its strategic resource
allocation decisions. The Bill will reduce opportunities for
perceptions of conflict to arise, foster greater trust amongst
the service providers, and support collaborative operations
across the entire system.
Strengthening the governance of VLA
To support VLA’s coordinating and planning role the Bill
strengthens the skills base of the VLA Board so that it has the
appropriate skills mix to fulfil its statutory duties.
At least two Board members will have skills and experience
in a relevant area of legal practice — one in criminal defence,
and one in another area of law relevant to VLA’s work. At
least one member of the Board will be required to have
experience in public management. The requirement for one
Board member to have experience in financial management
will also be retained. These arrangements reflect the
importance of having a good understanding of government
financial and performance management, and the important
relationship between an agency and its responsible Minister.
The Bill also clarifies the role of the Board and reporting lines
by removing the position of Managing Director from the
Board, and renaming the “Managing Director” as the “Chief
Executive Officer” (CEO). The CEO will have responsibility
for VLA’s day to day operations, thus achieving a clearer
distinction between the CEO role and the strategic oversight
of VLA by the Board. The Bill gives the Board the power to
appoint the CEO, with the approval of the Attorney-General.
These new arrangements will also align VLA’s governance
structure with modern best practice in government boards.
The Bill strikes a balance between the need for strong sector
leadership to ensure that services are coordinated and
responsive, and a clearer mandate from government with
appropriate transparency and accountability measures. It
establishes formal mechanisms for collaboration within the
sector, to inform sound decisions about resource allocation. In
doing so, these reforms will improve system-wide
co-ordination and integration to better meet legal need in the
community, and promote greater efficiency and effectiveness
in the allocation of public resources.
Strengthening the access to justice evidence base
The Review found that, in order to improve the justice
system, Victoria needs better research and data about the legal
needs of Victorians and how to meet them. The Review
recommended that the Victoria Law Foundation, an
organisation that has focussed on education and information
about the law and the legal system, be reshaped into a centre
of excellence for data analysis, research, and evaluation on
legal need, access to justice, and civil justice.
The Bill gives effect to this recommendation by:
specifying for the first time the object of the Victoria
Law Foundation — to “contribute to the development of
a justice system that meets the legal and related needs of
the Victorian community by improving knowledge and
information about the Victorian justice system”;
amending the Victoria Law Foundation’s functions to
expand and prioritise its research function; and
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expanding the membership of the Foundation to ensure
that it includes research expertise, and to include
members from Victoria Legal Aid and the Courts
Council.
These changes will equip the Victoria Law Foundation to
pursue its new role in 2019.
Although the Foundation will have a new and essential role in
the justice system, the Government is also pleased to support
the Foundation to continue its valuable work in plain language
training and educating the public about the justice system
through schools, community programs and Law Week.
Improving people’s access to VCAT
The Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT)
plays a key role in Victoria’s civil justice system by providing
a contemporary, accessible, efficient, and cost-effective
mechanism for people to resolve their disputes.
However, the Review found that some proceedings in VCAT
have become too complex, and that disadvantaged Victorians
continue to experience barriers to accessing justice.
To enhance VCAT’s ability to deliver timely, affordable and
accessible dispute resolution services to Victorians, the Bill
includes reforms that will reduce the complexity, and improve
the user experience, of Tribunal proceedings. The Bill also
makes amendments regarding the appointment of acting
deputy presidents and senior members, to ensure continuity in
senior VCAT roles.
Removing barriers to resolving small civil claims
VCAT plays an important role in resolving small civil claims
and enforcing consumer rights. Special rules apply to hearing
and determining small civil claims at VCAT — for example,
VCAT generally will not allow a party in a small civil claims
proceeding to be represented.
To reflect the increase in the market value of goods and
services since 1998, the Bill amends the definition of ‘small
claim’ in the Australian Consumer Law and Fair Trading Act
2012 to increase the threshold amount for small civil claims at
VCAT from $10 000 to $15 000. This amendment will enable
the more streamlined process for determining small civil
claims at VCAT to apply to any civil claim under $15 000.
The change also aligns with the new VCAT fee regulations
that came into operation in 2016.
The amendment will only affect proceedings in VCAT, and
not consumer and trader disputes in Victorian courts, or in
other States and Territories.
In addition, the Bill amends the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal Act 1998 (VCAT Act), to allow
parties to small civil claims to request written reasons for a
VCAT decision within 14 days of a member giving oral
reasons. Currently, parties to small civil claims must request
written reasons for a VCAT decision before a matter is heard
or at the hearing. This change will give parties to small civil
claims the same amount of time to request reasons as parties
to other proceedings at VCAT.
Expanding alternative dispute resolution at VCAT
The Bill also makes amendments to the VCAT Act to expand
the range of people who can conduct compulsory conferences
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at VCAT. A compulsory conference is a form of alternative
dispute resolution that is provided by VCAT. People have an
opportunity to discuss options to resolve their dispute through
a compulsory conference, with the assistance of a Tribunal
member or registrar, in private, prior to a formal hearing.
Most cases listed for a compulsory conference are settled and
do not require a formal hearing.
Currently, these conferences are only conducted by Tribunal
members or the Principal Registrar. To enable more
widespread use of compulsory conferences across VCAT, the
Bill enables the Tribunal to nominate a person, such as an
accredited mediator, to conduct compulsory conferences. For
compulsory conferences relating to proceedings under
planning laws, the person who conducts the compulsory
conference will also need to have sound knowledge of, and
experience in, planning or environmental practice in Victoria.
These amendments will improve the efficiency and
cost-effectiveness of VCAT proceedings and, in turn,
promote the early resolution of disputes.
Making it easier for parties to navigate proceedings
The Bill also makes a range of amendments to the VCAT Act
to make it easier for people to access and navigate VCAT
proceedings.
For example, the Bill clarifies that a person can be supported
by another person, such as a family member or friend, who
can provide emotional support to a party during proceedings.
This is in addition to a person being able to use an interpreter
or advocate.
The Bill also places a positive duty on the Principal Registrar
to provide assistance to parties and potential parties to VCAT
proceedings. This duty does not extend to the provision of
legal advice.
Facilitating the service of documents at VCAT
VCAT is also embracing digital technologies to provide more
accessible services to its users.
To support VCAT’s enhanced digital services, the Bill
amends the VCAT Act to facilitate the electronic service of
documents on parties, and potential parties, to VCAT
proceedings. The amendments will enable a document to be
served on a person by sending it to a person’s electronic
address, in accordance with the rules of the Tribunal. The
amendments will also deem that electronic service occurs
when the communication is delivered, while allowing the
Tribunal to find that the communication was served at a later
time, if that communication was not capable of being
retrieved at the time it was sent.
Online technologies provide a faster and more reliable way to
contact people than ordinary post.
Simplifying the enforcement of VCAT orders
The Bill also makes a range of amendments to simplify the
process for enforcing VCAT orders:
first, the Bill removes onerous requirements for parties
to file documents in the courts and provides that a
person may enforce an order of VCAT as if it were an
order of the relevant court;
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second, the Bill enables VCAT to re-open a proceeding
in order to review an order, and make further orders,
where there are problems with enforcing or complying
with the order; and
third, the Bill clarifies when a failure to comply with a
VCAT order constitutes contempt of the Tribunal, and
enables all presidential members of the Tribunal to
exercise VCAT’s contempt powers.

Reducing financial barriers to people accessing the Courts
Protective costs orders
The Bill amends the Civil Procedure Act 2010 to set out the
matters that a Court may have regard to when considering
whether to make a protective costs order. Such orders fix or
cap a party’s liability for costs in advance to protect the party
from an adverse costs outcome, and are often made in public
interest cases that are designed to test and clarify important
points of law, particularly for marginalised and disadvantaged
people.
The courts already have the power to make protective costs
orders, and, traditionally, have relied upon a list of criteria
identified by the Court of Appeal. Setting out the common
law criteria for protective costs orders in legislation will
provide clarity and guidance on the circumstances in which
such orders will be considered appropriate.
Flexible fee levels in the County Court and Magistrates’
Court
The Bill expands the fee regulation-making powers in the
County Court Act 1958 and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989.
This change will bring the fee regulation-making powers for
these courts into conformity with other jurisdictions. For
example, the Bill provides that regulations may be made to
set fees for different classes of proceedings and different
classes of court users; to provide for the payment of fees in
advance, and the consequences of failure to pay a fee; and to
allow fees to be reduced, waived, postponed, remitted or
refunded.
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Removing barriers for married people seeking to alter the
record of their sex
The Bill amends the Births, Deaths and Marriages
Registration Act 1996 (BDMR Act) to remove the current
requirement for a person to be unmarried in order to make an
application to alter the record of their sex in their birth
registration, and therefore what appears on their birth
certificate. This requirement was included in the BDMR Act
to prevent the creation of a same-sex marriage through the
registration of one spouse’s change of sex.
Following reforms to the Marriage Act 1961 (Cth) to
facilitate same-sex marriage and associated amendments to
the Sex Discrimination Act 1984 (Cth), a refusal by the
Victorian Registrar of Births, Deaths and Marriages after
9 December 2018 to alter an official record of a person’s sex
because the person is married will breach the Commonwealth
law’s prohibition on discrimination on the grounds of marital
or relationship status.
By removing the requirement for a person to be unmarried, the
Bill ensures that a person does not need to divorce their spouse
in order to have a birth certificate that reflects their sex.
Other matters
The Bill also makes minor amendments to the Legal
Profession Uniform Law Application Act 2014, and the Legal
Profession Uniform Law which is a Schedule to that Act and
that has joint effect in NSW. These changes:
establish an exception to the general prohibition on a law
practice operating or promoting a managed investment
scheme, in respect of a scheme that is connected with or
related to the business structure, ownership or operation
of the law practice (such as a profit-sharing
arrangement); and
reinstate the Victorian Legal Admissions Board’s power
to charge a fee to recover its reasonable costs of
assessing overseas qualifications.
Conclusion

The existing provisions constrain the capacity to amend the
court fee structures in a way that takes account of the actual
costs of different steps in litigation. Facilitating a more
flexible structure for court fees will increase access to justice,
support reforms to court operations, and enhance efficiency.
Increasing access to funding for legal assistance
The Bill makes two amendments to the Legal Profession
Uniform Law Application Act 2014 to increase funding to
legal assistance services. The Bill:
increases the amount of funding that may be paid from
the General Account of the Public Purpose Fund to the
Legal Aid Fund from 35 per cent to 40 per cent. Money
from the Legal Aid Fund is then used to make payments
in, or in connection with the provision of legal aid
(among other things); and
amends the Victorian Legal Services Board’s
grant-making power, enabling it to make a grant
payment for innovative improvements to access to
justice, without limiting the Board’s general discretion.

In conclusion, I would like to thank all those individuals and
organisations who contributed to the Review, and to the
development of this legislation.
The amendments in this Bill will help break down the barriers
for many Victorians, particularly those who face significant
disadvantages, so that they can access legal services and
support when they need them. A justice system that supports
the most vulnerable in our community and gives the
disadvantaged better access to legal services means a fairer,
safer Victoria.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Wednesday, 16 May.

ADJOURNMENT
Wednesday, 9 May 2018

COUNCIL

ADJOURNMENT
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills) —
I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Shepparton education plan
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (17:27) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and it is regarding the Shepparton education plan and
the government’s recent announcement that the current
site of Shepparton High School will be the site of the
future single-site secondary school. The action that I
seek from the minister is that the minister work with
stakeholders to ensure an appropriate traffic
management plan, an onsite school bus interchange and
adequate staff car parking are funded and included in
the project and also that the minister demonstrates the
government’s commitment to the plan by committing
the remaining funding needed to build the planned new
one-campus secondary school.
As the minister knows, the Shepparton education plan
has been trumpeted as an initiative that will transform
public education in Shepparton. The plan will see the
four secondary colleges — Shepparton High School,
McGuire College, Mooroopna Secondary College and
Wanganui Park Secondary College — merge to form
one new single-campus school. I have been advised by
the education sector in Shepparton that the new school
is expected to cost between $80 million and
$100 million. The expectation of the education
community was that a figure in that vicinity was to be
announced in last week’s budget.
The people of Shepparton and I are extremely
disappointed that we received a paltry funding
commitment in last week’s state budget of just over
$20 million, nowhere near enough to complete the
single-site school. It is for stage 1. Even worse, the
commitment is on a drip feed, with only $500 000 to be
funded in 2018–19 year and the remaining not available
until 2021–22, so we will not see anything really new
happening in Shepparton until the 2022 education year,
and then it will only be stage 1. How long is it actually
going to take to complete this school? The proposed
$20 million to be delivered over the next three years is
approximately a quarter of the total cost of the new
school.
Despite the headlines, the Andrews Labor
government’s commitment to the Shepparton education
plan is viewed in Greater Shepparton as being quite
pathetic and has left Shepparton’s educators extremely
disillusioned. Greater Shepparton City Council have
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also conveyed community concerns of the need to
establish a traffic management plan for the area around
the Shepparton High School site. Community concern
has also been raised regarding the establishment of an
onsite school bus interchange and appropriate staff car
parking. There are a lot of other community concerns
around lack of consultation and what the education plan
will mean for Shepparton, both amongst parents and
students and also amongst educators.
The action I seek from the minister is that the minister
work with stakeholders to ensure an appropriate traffic
management plan, an onsite school bus interchange and
adequate staff car parking are funded and included in
the project and also that the minister demonstrates the
government’s commitment to the plan by committing
the remaining funding needed to build the planned new
one-campus secondary school.

Eastern Metropolitan Region sporting clubs
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:30) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for Sport.
In raising my adjournment matter I would like to
congratulate him on the record amount of funding that
is available to local sporting clubs. In that vein, the
action I seek from the minister is that, seeing as there
are a number of funding streams available for local
sporting clubs, including funding for female changing
facilities and also good funding streams around lighting
and other useful things that clubs have been asking for,
the minister please ask his department to hold an
information session in Eastern Metropolitan Region so
that a number of local clubs can talk directly to the
department about how they might successfully apply
for these funds. That would be very much appreciated,
considering this is a request that I have had from a
number of local clubs.

Murray-Darling Basin agreement
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (17:31) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Water. Over the past two weekends there has been an
exceptional pair of segments on Background Briefing,
the ABC’s investigative journalism radio show and
podcast. The pair of segments is called ‘Best laid plans’
and focuses on the environmental crisis facing the
Murray-Darling system and problems in the design and
implementation of the Murray-Darling Basin plan.
Walkley Award-winning Sarah Dingle is the journalist
that filed the report, and Ms Dingle has done an
exceptional job. It truly is investigative journalism at its
best and is yet more proof as to why the Australian
Broadcasting Corporation is so critical to public life in
Australia and why it is absolutely disgraceful that the
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federal coalition has yet again cut its funding in
yesterday’s budget.
In her report Sarah Dingle reveals that regarding the
sustainable diversion limit adjustment projects that
were subject to disallowance by the commonwealth
Senate there is next to no data publicly available to
prove that the projects are worth the billions of dollars
that are set to be invested in them. The Senate made an
official order asking the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority (MDBA) to hand over documents explaining
why they approved these projects. The authority missed
the deadline but did eventually release some
documentation. However, the documents show that the
MDBA requested that the states flesh out their
proposed projects with supporting evidence and
business cases, and then the correspondence ends. The
states did not respond to the authority with the
evidence.
To quote the answer from Phillip Glyde, CEO of the
MDBA, to questioning from Sarah Dingle:
The bit that is missing is the interaction with … the final
interaction with the states where the projects, in order to be
approved, have to be amended, changed et cetera, as we
required … that’s the part of the information that isn’t
there … The other information …is the responsibility of the
state governments. They have that information.

This level of secrecy is unacceptable for this set of
projects that will change the way water is managed
across the Murray-Darling Basin. The Victorian public
have a right to now know what is planned and why
these projects are being so strongly backed by the
Victorian government.
The action I seek is that the Minister for Water release
the full, unredacted business cases and any supporting
scientific data for the sustainable diversion limit
adjustment projects in Victoria or jointly implemented
by Victoria and any other basin jurisdictions.
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Day Hospitals Australia represents 49 private outpatient
and overnight clinics in Victoria which provide
Victorians with a wide variety of minor surgical
procedures. These clinics form an integral part of the
fabric of our healthcare system. They reduce pressure
on inpatient facilities and deliver timely, convenient
procedures to patients, often at a lower cost. This gives
Victorians choice and often reduces the length of
waitlists for the same procedures in the public system.
The issue has arisen out of changes to the ambulance
services payment guidelines and a lack of transparency
around the Ambulance Victoria billing process. I have
been advised that clinics are now responsible for
payment if patients are transported from the clinic to a
public hospital or emergency department. Day
Hospitals Australia has repeatedly raised concerns that
this leaves it in a position where it is responsible for
paying for patients who arrive at a clinic but are too
unwell for treatment so an ambulance is called, or for
patients who while at the clinic develop a condition
unrelated to their treatment and once again an
ambulance is called. In these instances the day hospital
is the one being charged the cost of the transfer of the
patient. Day Hospitals Australia has reported receiving
conflicting advice from Ambulance Victoria, the
department and the minister’s office.
Ambulance Victoria has conducted a clinical review of
some of the outstanding accounts that have been
accumulating at some of the day hospitals, and I have
been advised that upon detailed assessment a good
proportion of the bills were subsequently waived. With
Ambulance Victoria threatening debt collection to some
day hospitals, the minister cannot continue to wash her
hands of this issue. Therefore I request that the minister
commit to a review of the guidelines and in the process
meet with Day Hospitals Australia to provide clarity to
resolve the concerns of these clinics and get this matter
sorted once and for all.

Ambulance service payment guidelines

Sewa Australia

Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:34) — My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Health, and the action I seek is that the
minister undertake a review of the ambulance services
payment guidelines as they relate to inter-hospital
transfers when the sending facility is a day hospital. As
part of that the minister needs to meet with Day
Hospitals Australia to work with it to resolve the
myriad of problems and inconsistencies reflected in the
department’s July 2016 Ambulance Services Payment
Guidelines.

Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:36) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Multicultural Affairs. Sewa in Victoria is part of an
international not-for-profit organisation inspired by the
philosophy of service before self, grassroots
philanthropy and volunteerism. In Victoria Sewa has
chapters located in Dandenong, Clayton, Camberwell
and Point Cook, with an associated chapter in Prahran.
One of Sewa’s flagship projects is the Indian senior
citizens forum, which aims to support and connect
Indian seniors who at an advanced age migrate to
Australia to live with their families here. As part of that
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work Sewa has identified two key priorities to support
that cohort: English language training to assist with
community integration and engagement, and IT training
to assist with day-to-day tasks like banking and service
access. Sewa’s Indian senior citizens forum meets
monthly and would provide an excellent forum for
delivery of these programs. Unfortunately many
members have difficulty travelling to these meetings,
which are held in various locations around Melbourne.
These meetings provide an important opportunity for
social interaction and inclusion, but as a volunteer
organisation Sewa is extremely limited in its capacity to
facilitate transport.
Sewa is a small organisation but it provides a vitally
important service. Its asks are modest. Sewa is aiming
to secure funding for English language and information
technology training as well as a shuttle bus to help
members attend training and meetings. Will the
minister meet with Sewa to look at options for funding
these important services, which could be met by a very
modest financial commitment?

Broadford Football Netball Club
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (17:38) — The
matter I wish to raise tonight is similar to Mr Leane’s
matter in that it is for the attention of the Minister for
Sport in the other place, John Eren. Unfortunately my
adjournment matter is not as positive as Mr Leane’s.
The reason for my adjournment matter stems from the
extraordinarily inaccurate, unfounded and damaging
claim made in the Parliament today by the member for
Euroa in the Assembly.
I was not privy to the comments that she made.
However, they were tweeted by Brendan Donohoe and
allege that the Broadford Football Netball Club is close
to closing. As a Broadford local and as a parent of two
little Auskickers involved in that football netball club I
was quite surprised by those comments. I have been
working with that club on its master plan and its
facilities for the future, and as far as I am concerned it is
a club that is going from strength to strength. I
contacted the club and I asked, ‘What do you think
about these comments?’. They are furious. They are
very concerned that a member who has been elected to
represent that community in this Parliament is making
such damaging claims.
The action that I am asking of the minister is that in
order for the member for Euroa to fully understand the
nature of the record funding that we have provided to
community sports infrastructure across the state as part
of the 2018–19 budget and the record investment in
regional sporting clubs and associations, including for
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girls and women to access modern and fit-for-purpose
changing rooms, he provide the member with a very
clear breakdown of the funding streams that are
available to clubs such as Broadford, which of course I
have already done. It may actually be handy for the
member to have such information.
I would much appreciate it if the member for Euroa
were a little bit more informed. I think she should take
the steps necessary to ensure that she is not responsible
for further damaging the reputation or morale of
country clubs because of the lack of information that
perhaps she has. If it is furnished to her, I hope we can
avoid such damaging comments in the future. Perhaps
it might be courteous if the member were to apologise
to the club.

Fairness Fund
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (17:40) — I wish
this evening to raise a matter with the Minister for
Public Transport. It is a very serious matter. It is a
matter that has been raised with me by a number of taxi
operators in my electorate. It is a very sad —
heartbreaking in fact — situation that many of them
find themselves in. Indeed it is a tragic — and I use that
word advisedly — situation that many find themselves
in, because such is the financial difficulty caused as a
result of the changes that the government has
introduced to the taxi industry that taxi operators have
tragically taken their own lives. By any stretch of the
imagination that is absolutely beyond all
comprehension, and I offer my sincere condolences to
members of the families of those who are no longer
with us.
The problem that has been raised with me is the
Fairness Fund. The Fairness Fund, as I understand it,
was established to assist taxi operators who are going
through exactly the financial difficulties that we are
speaking of. Perhaps it might be better if we change the
name to the ‘unfairness fund’, because it seems to me
from what I have been told that it is exceedingly unfair.
It is not coming to the party in terms of supporting
those who desperately need it. It is not doing the job
that it was established to do. This has caused, as I say,
an enormous amount of pain and an enormous amount
of suffering to taxi operators and their families around
Melbourne and across Victoria and certainly a number
in my electorate. It is something that I believe is of
paramount importance. There needs to be an urgent
review of the operation of the Fairness Fund. We need
an urgent review of the Fairness Fund and —
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr FINN — Yes indeed, Mr Davis. It is very sad
indeed. I have been deeply, deeply moved by some of
the stories that I have heard, and I think it is time that
the minister reviewed the operation of the Fairness
Fund. That is what I am asking her to do this evening,
to ensure that these people, many of whom are now
almost living in poverty, are in fact given a fair go.

Petitions
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (17:43) —
My adjournment matter is for the Special Minister of
State. The action I seek relates to the petitions that we
receive in this house. As you know, in 2016 we agreed
to e-petitions. This had been a long process; I think it
started in 2005 when this issue was first discussed. As I
presented a petition this morning it occurred to me:
what happens after we table that petition? Absolutely
nothing.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms PATTEN — Very, very little happens. It is
tabled, it is put into Hansard. I take it from Mr Davis
that possibly the minister may be made aware of it.
Mr Davis interjected.
Ms PATTEN — The petitioner is not written to,
Mr Davis. The petitioner and those that petition are not
notified. There is no action really for them. Having just
been on the Electoral Matters Committee study tour to
Canada, I have been thinking about how we engage
with our community and the lack of trust that our
community has in us at the moment. How can we better
engage our community? Petitions are one way of
directly engaging with us but I do not think we give
them the importance that we should.
The action that I am seeking from the government is to
introduce a mandatory government response to
petitions when a certain threshold of petitioners is met.
This would not be for single-person petitions, but when
a threshold is met I would like to see those petitioners
notified and the government respond to the petition.
The petition may be duly noted, but Scotland has a
Public Petitions Committee where every petition is
considered. Those petitions may be referred to a joint
house committee or a standing committee. Those
petitions may actually be referred to the house for
greater debate on the floor. Those petitions are taken as
important communications with the house.
I feel we should be taking greater notice of the petitions
that this house receives, so the action that I seek from
the Special Minister of State — as Special Minister of
State but also as the Leader of the Government — is
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that he enacts a process where petitions can be
responded to, noted or actioned on once they have been
tabled.

Eastern Victoria Region public transport
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (17:47) — My
adjournment matter for this evening is for the
Honourable Jacinta Allan, the Minister for Public
Transport, in the other place. The action I request from
her is that she review the process where a member of
Parliament can request politely, respectfully and
constantly to meet with somebody from Public
Transport Victoria (PTV) about issues in their
electorate but over an eight-month period be unable to
gain access to anybody at all, either locally or in
Melbourne. I would like to her to review the process by
which eight months can go by and to resolve this with a
positive outcome for my constituents. It is me who has
been requesting this. A sceptical person, at this point in
time, would feel that the minister is just kicking the can
down the road and will not enable me to have access to
anybody to speak about issues in relation to public
transport in Eastern Victoria Region.
I will detail a couple of my experiences over the last
eight months. On 3 October of last year I telephoned to
request a meeting with PTV in Traralgon. On
13 October I emailed to meet with the local PTV
Traralgon person. On 16 November I had a phone call
from that local representative informing me that I
actually have to go through the minister’s office to seek
permission. On 17 November I wrote to the minister
requesting a meeting with PTV to discuss local issues.
Two months later I got a response saying that I needed
to contact the Transport for Victoria regional network
planner, and they gave me the name of that person. On
2 March I sent an email requesting to meet at an
available time. It went on and on and on and on. There
were other members of the coalition who wished to
speak and I thought it might be appropriate to have a
combined meeting, but after a little while that was
knocked on the head.
I related my issues. They are very simple issues around
public transport within the Latrobe Valley and direct
access transport options for the Federation Training
TAFE campus in Newborough. They include transport
between Sale and Maffra and opportunities for
additional daytime midweek services; transport
between Traralgon, Rosedale and Bairnsdale and
connecting services with trains in our area; and
transport links between Latrobe Valley and South
Gippsland and interacting with those corridors and
trains. This is not rocket science. This is the purview of
the minister, and it is very disappointing that she has
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not responded and has been obstructionist. I ask her to
resolve this issue and enable me to bring my
constituents’ issues to a member of Public Transport
Victoria.
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fair for taxpayers and fair for commuters. That
negotiation needs to start now, and she should ring the
bus association immediately.

Arthurs Seat Eagle
Bus contracts
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (17:50) — My
matter for the adjournment tonight is for the attention of
the Minister for Public Transport, and it concerns
metropolitan bus services in particular. This house and
indeed the other house, and indeed the community
through the rallies that have been run by the Bus
Association Victoria, have heard at length about the
concerns that those in the bus industry have with the
government’s proposals. The renewal of contracts is
contingent on the government’s requirement that all
assets be compulsorily acquired at the end of the
contract, and that means buses, it means depots, it
means intellectual property and potentially it means
part of the workforce as well.
Many of the family-owned bus companies of course
have been in operation for many decades and are not
happy that they will lose their family-run bus
operations. The minister has locked in with a very
arrogant, I might say, and very nasty approach, which
has seen the government push back at the bus
companies. I have separately raised in this house my
concerns about the behaviour of the bureaucracy in its
approach to these negotiations and the threats that have
been put out by parts of the bureaucracy.
I note that last week in the other chamber the minister
told the bus association that they were wrong and the
campaign of misinformation needed to stop. She also
told the Liberal and Nationals members in the lower
house that they could go and knock themselves out with
respect to joining rallies about the concerns that people
have. I pay tribute to the work that has been done by the
individual bus companies and particularly the bus
association, with the 45 buses that were circling
Parliament House last week. Certainly there were
country buses as well as city buses, although the first
phase of this is only city buses, but there was a belated
and only partly believable communication to country
bus groups to say, ‘Don’t you all worry; you’ll be fine’.
I think the minister needs to have a serious rethink.
No-one believes that communication — no-one at all.
The minister needs to have a rethink, and what I am
calling on her today to do is to take stock of the
situation, to talk to the Minister for Small Business, to
talk to her other colleagues in cabinet and to revisit this
and actually negotiate directly with the bus association
and negotiate an outcome that is fair to the community,

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(17:53) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Energy, Environment and Climate Change, and it
relates to the Arthurs Seat chairlift, which is now
known as the Arthurs Seat Eagle. I first raised this issue
in February 2016 on behalf of residents who were
concerned about the adverse impacts on native
vegetation landscapes and the local amenity that the sky
lift would have. VCAT at the time decided it did not
have the jurisdiction to look at these works and was
unable to carry out a full assessment of the impacts of
the proposal. I also raised then that Parks Victoria had
not conducted any consultations or discussions and had
not shared information with the local community, and
VCAT confirmed that no feasibility study, no market
research and no cost-benefit analysis or
return-on-investment analysis had been conducted by
Parks Victoria.
Nevertheless, the project went ahead, and there were a
number of conditions that Parks Victoria was meant to
oversee that the developer was meant to comply with.
These include a stakeholder meeting that was set down
in the VCAT conditions and was meant to take place
and has not taken place after 12 months of operation.
There is lots of greening work still to do, and it seems
like the overflow car park is being used first instead of
the second car park. The overflow car park is closer to
the development. It was supposed to still be a garden
area, but they use it in preference to the second car
park. An interpretive centre at the top station has not
been implemented, and an interpretive wall at the lower
station has not been done. Parks Victoria has not
completed its transition of garden works at the top
station. Parks Victoria took away the children’s
playground near the barbecue area, and that has not
been replaced.
In addition, the children’s school bus stop in the
afternoon was never returned to its original position in
the car park near the top station. This has meant that
children now get off the bus on a very unsafe part of the
road on the corner of Pindara and Arthurs Seat roads or
alternatively in the Seawinds Gardens. Also the
development is serving coffee and wine in throwaway
plastic cups and glasses, and there is no separation of
rubbish and recycling on the site.
There are a lot of conditions that have not been
complied with by the developer, so the action that I
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request of the minister is that she ask Parks Victoria,
her department or whoever it is that is responsible to
make sure the conditions that the developer was meant
to comply with are actually complied with. Roads are
another example where there are conditions that road
builders are meant to comply with, and they never do
and no-one ever enforces them, and here is a case
where conditions need to be enforced.

Ballarat level crossings
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (17:56) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Minister
for Public Transport, and it relates to the traffic chaos
that occurred today in Ballarat. It occurred due to the
fact that every level crossing in Ballarat and beyond
was down for a period of approximately 3 hours
between about 1.30 and 4.30 p.m. today. One could
imagine that having all of these level crossings down
for that period of time would cause significant
disruption to motorists and indeed just to the general
function of the City of Ballarat. I hear from some
reports that this may have occurred due to a cable of
some description being cut, but I do believe that further
investigation is required to ensure that a scenario such
as this does not occur again.
Ballarat is of course a large and growing city with well
over 100 000 people now living within the City of
Ballarat. To have this type of inconvenience and chaos
occur within the city is completely unacceptable, and
the minister really must act to ensure that this does not
occur again. The action that I seek from the minister is
that the minister launch an investigation into how it is
that all of these level crossings were able to be locked
to open for this period of nearly 3 hours in Ballarat
today and to report back the findings from this
investigation to the Ballarat community along with
steps to ensure that this type of incident does not occur
again to inconvenience the large regional city of
Ballarat.

Caulfield–Clayton rail link
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(17:58) — I wish to raise some matters for the attention
of the Minister for Public Transport, Ms Jacinta Allan,
in another place. Can I first of all at the outset say
congratulations to the federal government for its very
substantial commitment to infrastructure and transport
infrastructure in particular in Victoria given what this
will mean for commuters certainly across my region as
well. This includes the $5 billion towards building a rail
line to Melbourne Airport, but in particular the matter
that has been raised with me by the Liberal candidate
for Mulgrave, Maree Davenport —
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Mr Morris — She’s a very good candidate.
Mrs PEULICH — She is a very good candidate
who is working very, very hard and making sure that
the community has access to their member rather than
having someone who takes them for granted until we
are in election mode. She is working very hard, and it is
great to see her taking up many issues on behalf of the
local community.
One of those issues that has been raised with her and
with me by various stakeholders is the $475 million
commitment made by the federal government to begin
construction of a rail link to Monash University. I also
welcome the $225 million commitment to extend
suburban rail services from Frankston to Baxter by
electrifying the line two stops further south.
The issue of the link from Caulfield, potentially through
to Rowville, is to ensure there is a process that
considers all of those options in an open and
accountable way so that we do not end up squandering
the money as we have seen, for example, with the
east–west link money, with $1.3 billion spent not to
build a road, and also that we do not end up with a
product that the community does not want, like sky rail.
Indeed we want to ensure that we take in all of the
stakeholders, and there are many in this area. We have
got the synchrotron, we have got the Monash
employment cluster, we have got Monash University
and we have got Monash Health. There is a lot of
activity to link up, and there is a great opportunity to get
it right.
What we need is an indication from the minister of
what process will be put in place to ensure that all of
the options and outcomes are considered so that the
community and all of those key stakeholders can get the
benefit of this great support from the federal
government, which contrasts starkly with the $3 million
from the Daniel Andrews government that was put
towards a study. There is a real chance now for us to
actually get some real outcomes, but what we do need
is that open, accountable and inclusive process and
consideration of all of those options, with time lines, so
that this money translates into better transport outcomes
for the south-east.

Responses
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(18:01) — There were 12 adjournment matters raised
this evening, and I will start from the most recent.
Mrs Peulich referred a matter to the Minister for Public
Transport calling for community consultation on
transport projects. Mr Morris referred a matter to the
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Minister for Public Transport requesting an
investigation into level crossings and incidents that
occurred in Ballarat today. Ms Pennicuik’s matter was
directed to the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change and relates to the compliance with
conditions by the developer, asking the minister to ask
Parks Victoria or any other bureaucracy that is involved
to enforce compliance. Mr Davis raised a matter with
the Minister for Public Transport in relation to
metropolitan bus services. Ms Bath raised a matter with
Ms Allan in relation to seeking greater access to Public
Transport Victoria. Ms Patten referred a matter to the
Special Minister of State in relation to better
engagement with petitioners to the Parliament.
Mr Finn’s matter was to the Minister for Public
Transport and seeks a review of the Fairness Fund.
Ms Symes referred a matter to the Minister for Sport
seeking the minister outline to the member for Euroa in
the Assembly the funding available to sporting clubs
and wanting that to occur so that the member does not
continue to undermine the local sporting club,
Broadford Football Netball Club. Ms Springle referred
a matter to the Minister for Multicultural Affairs in
relation to a community organisation, Sewa, that looks
after the interests of senior Indians. She was seeking
support for two projects — an IT training project and a
language literacy project — as well as funding.
Ms Wooldridge referred a matter to the Minister for
Health seeking a review of the ambulance service
guidelines. Ms Dunn referred a matter to the Minister
for Water in relation to full business cases for projects
connected to the Murray-Darling Basin plan. Mr Leane
referred a matter to the Minister for Sport seeking local
community information sessions so that sporting clubs
know how to apply for funding. Ms Lovell referred a
matter to the Minister for Education seeking the
minister’s involvement in the Shepparton education
plan, in particular seeking that the minister work with
stakeholders on traffic management plans.
I have written responses to adjournment debate matters
raised by Ms Bath on 21 February 2018 and Ms Lovell
on 29 March 2018.
The PRESIDENT — On that basis the house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.04 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.35 a.m. and read the prayer.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Assessing Benefits from the Regional Rail Link Project,
May 2018 (Ordered to be published).
Maintaining the Mental Health of Child Protection
Practitioners, May 2018 (Ordered to be published).
Family Violence Reform Implementation Monitor Act
2016 — Report of the Family Violence Reform
Implementation Monitor: As at 1 November 2017 (Ordered
to be published).
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament —
Estate Agents Act 1980 — Nos. 48 and 49.
Wildlife Act 1975 — No. 50.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule No. 50.

MINISTERS STATEMENTS
Mobile black spot program
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (09:38) — I rise to announce to the
chamber that the Victorian government will go it alone
with round four of the mobile black spot program. The
federal government has abandoned regional Victoria
with round four but the Victorian government continues
to ensure that round four does occur. What we have
seen with the mobile black spot program — a program
that we welcomed from the federal government in
rounds one and two and a program that we co-funded
with the federal government in rounds one and two —
is that we had to go it alone in round three because
there was a lack of transparency around the sites that
the federal government proposed. As a result country
Victorians actually benefited because they got money
from the federal government’s program and they also
got $11 million from our program in round three, so
they got double for their money. For round four, in our
budget last week we announced $11 million for the
program to continue.
We had hoped to co-fund that with the federal
government, but in lieu of the fact that the federal
government has decided not to fund a round four I want
to reaffirm to all Victorians right across rural and
regional Victoria that the Andrews Labor government
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will not abandon them. We will not abandon
communities that need mobile reception in areas of
safety and concern and also areas of economic
development. I can tell you, President, that we are very
proud to continue with that funding.
Minister Pulford and I remain committed to ensuring
that rural and regional Victorians have the reception
they need for the safety that they want and for the
businesses they want to undertake. We will continue to
roll this program out to many communities, and of
course this will be proudly done by
Commissioner Lapsley to ensure that communities can
have confidence that the sites that are selected are
selected firstly for safety and safety of the community
and secondly for economic need. The Andrews Labor
government remains very proudly connected to this
program and will continue to roll it out.

Kindergarten funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Early Childhood
Education) (09:40) — I rise to inform the house on how
the Andrews Labor government is giving Victorian
children the best start in life and leading the nation with
innovative programs. This year’s budget delivers a
$135.9 million boost to early childhood education,
including the single largest state investment ever in the
kindergarten infrastructure Victoria needs, with a
record $42.9 million boost to build, upgrade and equip
kindergartens right across the state. This brings our total
investment in kindergarten infrastructure since coming
to government to $123.6 million — more than tripling
what those opposite put in their budgets.
We are changing the way we fund kindergartens, with a
$58.1 million commitment that makes sure children
who need more support get it. From next year 25 local
government areas will start to roll out the school
readiness funding, a new and permanent part of the
Victorian kindergarten system that will represent a
10 per cent increase in total funding when fully rolled
out. I am pleased to say that this year’s budget has
provided additional school readiness funding.
We have a plan to help children prepare for an
increasingly connected world, with a $17.9 million
program to deliver language classes in up to
120 kinders across the state, with another 10 moving to
a bilingual model, and we are continuing to build a
highly skilled early childhood teaching workforce with
$8 million in scholarships to attract new teachers and
support educators who wish to upskill to a teaching
qualification. Free or low-cost three-year-old
kindergarten will continue, with $4 million for children
who are known to child protection and Aboriginal and
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Torres Strait Islander children. This will also see the
expansion of the Lookout model to include
kindergartens for the first time. Tailored Aboriginal
maternal and child health services will also continue,
with opportunities for Aboriginal maternal and child
health nurses to undertake further studies in midwifery.
We are also continuing to ensure that children with
additional needs who are ineligible for the national
disability insurance scheme do not miss out on early
childhood intervention services.
I am proud of the investment that our government is
making in supporting our littlest Victorians, but I was
very disappointed to see this week that the Turnbull
government’s budget provides no funding for
four-year-old kindergarten beyond 2019. They also
have walked away entirely from the joint commitment
to quality by ripping away funding to Victoria to
regulate what is largely their federally funded child-care
sector.

Youth program funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Youth Affairs)
(09:43) — I rise to update the house on the continued
investment that the Andrews Labor government is
making to support and engage young people in
Victoria. Our government believes that every young
person should have the opportunities and support that
they need to reach their full potential. We recognise that
many young people face disadvantage and have a range
of diverse needs.
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young people and youth agencies across Victoria,
recognising that young people are the future of our
state.
I do express my great disappointment that there is no
federal Minister for Youth Affairs. This is why we have
seen in the federal Turnbull government budget only
cuts to activities involving young people — cuts to
TAFE that will impact on young people, the scrapping
of National Youth Week, cuts to the Australian Youth
Affairs Coalition and nothing to invest in the young
people of our future.

Child protection
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (09:45) — I rise to inform the house about
what the Andrews Labor government is doing to keep
vulnerable Victorian children safe. There is nothing
more important than protecting our kids, and that is
why we are making the biggest ever investment in our
child and family services system to ensure that children
are kept safe and vulnerable families receive the
support that they need. The Andrews Labor
government will invest an unprecedented $858 million
in the Victorian budget this year to continue the
transformation of Victoria’s children and family
services system through the Roadmap for Reform,
moving it from crisis response to prevention and early
intervention.

This is why I am proud that the Andrews Labor
government is providing a further $2 million over four
years to expand the Empower Youth program in this
year’s state budget. This will enable more young people
to achieve their goals by providing them with pathways
to employment, education, training and community
engagement. This funding boost will allow more
organisations to support disengaged young people,
particularly in areas with high levels of socio-economic
disadvantage and crime, through dedicated youth
workers and connections with community mentors.

The budget includes $225.5 million to employ more
than 450 child protection workers, the largest ever
expansion of the workforce. As a result the workforce
has already grown by 36.4 per cent since November
2014. There is a continued focus on placing children
who need to go into out-of-home care with a loving
family, with $390.7 million for more home-based care
placements and support for carers, including a new
kinship-care model and Australian first reforms such as
professionalised foster care. Additional targeted care
packages to transition children out of residential care
programs to keep siblings together and help young
people leaving care are also funded.

We have also allocated $5.2 million as part of a
whole-of-government initiative targeting youth
offending to put in place a number of early intervention
programs, including the establishment and operation of
three community support groups which will use a
community-led approach to engage young people and
their families and respond to local issues associated
with youth disengagement. There are over a million
young people under the age of 24 in Victoria who are
contributing positively to our state every day, and we
are absolutely committed to continuing to support

Parents, especially those with young kids, will get the
extra help they need much earlier with a $101.7 million
investment in family services and other early
intervention programs, including Child First. A
$47.3 million investment will go towards supporting
Aboriginal families and children, including cultural
planning and the Australian-first Aboriginal Children in
Aboriginal Care program, which enables Aboriginal
community-controlled organisations to take on legal
guardianship of Aboriginal children in care. A
$49.9 million boost will fund more therapeutic
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counselling for victim survivors of family violence and
provide women and children with more flexible support
packages for relocation costs, furniture, clothing or
security measures.
Victim survivors of sexual assault will also get more
access to counselling support, and more adolescent
family violence programs will also be established. The
recently passed child information sharing legislation is
supported by $43.4 million across government to
ensure staff can be trained in how best to share
information to promote the wellbeing and safety of
children.
The Andrews Labor government will not ignore the
needs of vulnerable children and families in Victoria,
and we will continue to innovate and invest to address
the disadvantage that they suffer and most importantly
to ensure that all Victorian children can be safe.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Australian Labor Party
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(09:47) — The rorting of taxpayers funds by this Labor
government to campaign for the now member for
Eltham in the other place in the lead-up to the election
was an absolute disgrace. The Ombudsman’s report on
the ALP’s misuse of their staff budget entitlements
found the Labor campaign to elect the member for
Eltham rorted $21 148 from taxpayers. Vicki Ward,
now the member for Eltham, had the added ignominy
of having her photo with seven red shirts featured in the
Ombudsman’s report. The defeated member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region, Brian Tee, signed employment
records for 70 days of casual electorate officer
fieldwork for Ms Clare Keyes-Liley during 2014. Her
assigned district was Eltham.
An article by Rick Wallace from the Australian on
1 December 2014 described how he was taken behind
the scenes to visit campaign operations in Eltham
shortly before the election. It describes Ms Keyes-Liley
as an organiser who had put together a network and
made 10 000 calls to voters in a successful defence of
the marginal seat in Eltham. In fact even the meditation
classes next door were disturbed by the volume. What
is very clear is that the member for Eltham’s campaign
was completely tainted by the smear of Labor’s rorting
of taxpayers dollars in order to get her elected to
Parliament. This is an absolute disgrace and one that the
Labor Party continues to deny responsibility for.
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Anzac Day
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(09:49) — Anzac Day this year had a special focus on
the centenary of the Battle of Villers-Bretonneux,
which is of particular significance for Australians. In
April 1918 in a battle to reclaim lost ground on the
Western Front in France there were over
2400 casualties out of 3900 Australians who fought,
9500 British casualties and 10 000 German casualties in
a defining Allied victory and a turning point. The Great
War remains one of the world’s worst. It retains all of
the appalling records for casualties. Australia’s
memorial at Villers-Bretonneux is especially important.
It records the names of nearly 10 000 Australians,
mostly young, who died somewhere in France but who
have no known grave — that is, they are missing, their
bodies not recovered or unidentifiable. They were
buried in a mass grave.
At the two services I attended — Geelong RSL’s
pre-dawn service in Geelong, and
Portarlington/St Leonards RSL morning service at
Portarlington — the involvement of ordinary citizens in
major world events was very much the theme. Both
were very quiet, sedate and respectful events. Some
wore medals and hats of relatives long gone, and some
were veterans themselves of much more recent
conflicts. I would like to make particular mention of
Lieutenant Colonel Neil Grimes at the Portarlington
service and Captain Darren Stendt at the Geelong
service for their moving contributions. Their speeches
were informative, inspirational and a timely reminder
of those that give a true meaning of service to country.
I take this opportunity to thank and congratulate all
RSLs on organising all the many and varied services
throughout Victoria on Anzac Day in 2018.

Koroit Irish Festival
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (09:51) — It
gives me great pleasure to rise today to congratulate the
organisers of the Koroit Irish Festival after another
hugely successful weekend of fine music, spud-peeling
races, Gaelic football and a great deal of old-fashioned
Irish craic. For those who do not know what craic is,
and I am sure most members do, it is actually gossip,
fun, entertainment and enjoyable conversation.
For the past 11 years this festival has grown to be one
of the major highlights of our local area. The organisers
have adapted and changed this program to be now one
of the smoothest and enjoyable in the local area, and it
enjoys a number of international visitors and acts. It
was my pleasure to be a part of the first-ever meeting of
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the Irish festival committee. I would like to congratulate
a number of those who were on the original committee,
including Des Walsh, Maurice Molan and Des Noonan.
I am currently looking forward to next year’s festival
and would suggest to any members who are in the area
at the weekend prior to the May races that it is a great
way to spend a weekend.

Western Port Highway
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) (09:52) — The latest budget
demonstrates that the Andrews government has no
interest in fixing congestion on Western Port Highway.
Residents of Carrum Downs, Skye and Cranbourne all
deserve better than they are getting under Labor. Only a
Liberal government is committed to addressing
congestion and building new flyovers on Western Port
Highway at the intersections of Thompsons Road and
Hall Road. They will eliminate the bottlenecks and get
traffic moving, something Labor has failed to do. Only
a future Liberal government will get traffic moving on
Western Port Highway for the residents of the
south-east.
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really wonderful to open this exhibition and to be
joined by Denis’s family, Patricia and Shaun, and also
to speak about the anniversary of the Battle of
Coral-Balmoral. These were significant conflicts which
saw numerous casualties and fatalities on the Australian
and New Zealand front as well as upwards of
260 Vietnamese fatalities, but no doubt many, many
more. Congratulations to everyone involved,
specifically the volunteers who put so much time and
effort into this particular facility.

TAFE funding
Ms SHING — It was really wonderful to be able to
celebrate the work being offered for TAFE
improvements and the provision of courses and
facilities throughout Gippsland. Not only has this
budget delivered 33 courses and 18 preapprenticeship
traineeships which will be available free for school
students to combine classroom learning and practical
learning, but we have also got a total of $10 million
announced by Minister Tierney to be able to assist with
practical in-industry training. This will lift the standard
and make sure we have got jobs flowing from real,
meaningful and quality accredited courses.

Frankston railway station car parking
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Public Transport and the
Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It relates to the
failure of the Andrews government to provide any
funding or to have any plans to address the issue of car
parking around Frankston railway station. We have
seen over the last four budgets of the Andrews
government a complete failure by this government to
allocate any funds which would address the very
desperate need for public car parking around the
station. This is a very important issue for the residents
of Frankston. It is one that the local Labor member has
failed to address. It is one that the Labor government
and Daniel Andrews have failed to address. I ask the
Minister for Public Transport and the Minister for
Roads and Road Safety when they will provide the
much-needed funding for public car parking at
Frankston.

National Vietnam Veterans Museum
Ms SHING (Eastern Victoria) (09:53) — I rise
today to congratulate the National Vietnam Veterans
Museum on the opening of a really wonderful
exhibition, the Denis Gibbons gallery and exhibition,
which commemorates the photography of this veteran
of many conflicts of war with his photographs, a
number of which are in the Phillip Island location as
well as being in the Australian War Memorial. It was

ABC Elsternwick site
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(09:55) — In November last year the famous ABC TV
studios in Gordon Street, Elsternwick, officially closed.
What is to become of the iconic studios where shows
such as Countdown, Adventure Island, Bellbird, Kath
and Kim, the Late Show, SeaChange, Spicks and
Specks, Shaun Micallef’s Mad as Hell, the Big Gig and
In Gordon Street Tonight were filmed has been the
subject of much debate for at least the past five years or
since the ABC started to move TV production to
Southbank. I have had discussions with the ABC, the
National Trust of Australia and Glen Eira City Council
about the preservation of the building and the
surrounding land for community, arts and cultural
purposes since that time.
On Tuesday, 24 April, the Caulfield Glen Eira Leader
reported that the countdown is on to save the site. Daryl
Braithwaite, Brian Nankervis, Joe Stanley, David
Hobson and many others are behind the campaign to
save the site for the community. Glen Eira city
councillor Mary Delahunty has set up an online
petition. In June 2003 Cr Delahunty and former Greens
councillor and mayor of Glen Eira Neil Pilling moved a
motion that a report be prepared on the future of the
ABC site. In 1954, 8000 square metres of the Rippon
Lea estate next door were sold to the ABC. The
National Trust wants that part of the site returned.
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The Elsternwick studios were opened 60 years ago, in
May 1958. The studios and the iconic transmission
tower are not only a local landmark and an integral part
of the community but also a precious part of the cultural
history of Australia and should be preserved for
posterity and not sold off for profit. The ABC site
should be returned to the community for community
uses.

Youth violence prevention
Ms FITZHERBERT (Southern Metropolitan)
(09:57) — Late last night the Herald Sun posted some
enormously distressing footage of a young man named
Quinn Lahiff-Jenkins, who was the victim of an assault
that can only be described as brutal and vicious. I
realise this matter is still under investigation and due
process needs to be followed, but I want to place on
record that what this footage shows is nothing short of
disgraceful and enormously upsetting. The Herald Sun
has this description:
The attacker lands multiple blows to Quinn’s head while
another youth whacks his legs with a metal spanner. Once he
regains his footing, a boy grabs him to the head and knees
him in the head before taking him to the ground again.
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only have access to the diesel services on the Stony
Point line, access to the electrified metropolitan
network.
It will be a fantastic win not just for Frankston and
those areas I have mentioned but also for the entire
Mornington Peninsula. There are many residents of the
Mornington Peninsula who commute to Frankston
every day to then get on the train. Being able to get on
the train at an earlier point rather than having to drive to
Frankston will be a win for them. I congratulate
particularly the federal member for Dunkley, Chris
Crewther, and the federal Minister for Health, Greg
Hunt, for their advocacy in seeing this achieved in the
federal budget. I would also like to acknowledge
Michael Lam’s advocacy in that important issue as
well.

Cardinia Road railway station safety
Mr O’DONOHUE — Victorians were shocked to
see the footage in Pakenham of assaults that have taken
place in recent days and weeks in and around the
Cardinia Road railway station, and I call on the
Minister for Police, Lisa Neville, to work with Victoria
Police to address this lawlessness that has been seen.

…
The footage shows how Quinn is then cornered between two
boys armed with spanners, who attack him from front and
behind before chasing him toward traffic where he is held
down and kicked to the head by three boys.

As I said, it is distressing to watch and utterly
abhorrent. What makes it even worse is that the young
man who was on the receiving end of this brutal
treatment experiences autism and is vulnerable, so to be
set upon in this way is simply appalling. With the
benefit of this horrible footage I hope that these thugs
receive a fitting penalty, but it is also a reminder to all
of us about the challenges and fears that families who
have a loved one who is on the autism spectrum or has
a related condition face every day. It is incumbent on all
of us in this place to work together to ensure that these
sorts of dreadful situations do not occur.

Frankston rail line extension
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (09:58) — I
want to congratulate the federal government this
morning for allocating $225 million to extend the
metropolitan train line from Frankston to Baxter. This
money will be a very important part of seeing this
long-term aspiration achieved and an important part of
revitalising the Frankston CBD. It also gives Monash
University’s Peninsula campus, Frankston Hospital and
places such as Karingal and Langwarrin, which now

North-east link
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) (10:00) — I
was pleased to attend a couple of the information
sessions in the east of Melbourne regarding the
north-east link project. There was a lot of interest in the
project. Something that I think people were pleased
with that has not been highlighted enough is the
creation of a dedicated bus lane that will be travelling
down the Eastern Freeway from the Doncaster
park-and-ride. This will greatly improve that particular
bus service, which I think is quite a good service as it is
now compared to using your own vehicle. I particularly
enjoyed the session at the Veneto Club. It is a great
venue. President, if you ever go there I would suggest
you have the spaghetti in the bag with the seafood. It
was fantastic. We look forward to more community
information sessions about the north-east link project. It
will provide the much-needed missing link for the
ring-road around Melbourne. We look forward to
continuing to work with the community to fulfil their
aspirations.

Flemington & Kensington Community Legal
Centre
Ms TRUONG (Western Metropolitan) (10:02) — I
rise to speak about a powerful community event that
was held on the lands of Wurundjeri of the Kulin nation
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at Kensington town hall on 28 April 2018. The event
sought to elevate unheard voices and create a new
direction within communities impacted by racialised
reporting and criminalisation of ethnic minorities in
Victoria. If you ever wanted an example of how you
empower, rather than consult, communities from
diverse backgrounds, this was it. I felt very at home in
the hall with First Nations people, people who had
various experiences of arriving in Australia, Muslim
and African-Australian women and folks from the
union movement, legal advocacy and social work
sectors.
As we listened to the harrowing, firsthand experiences
of these young people, I watched my kids and the
children of the other activist parents in the room flock
to each other with no hesitation. I reflected on how
necessary it is now to demand that our mainstream
media hear and tell these stories and for our police to
approach this with an open heart and the courage to
commit to changing their practice. I want to
congratulate the organisers from the
Flemington & Kensington Community Legal Centre,
especially Deng Maleek and their peer advocacy team,
for an incredibly successful event. With their
policeaccountability.org.au project, backed by a local
and significant body of research and reflection on
recent cases of racial profiling by Victoria Police, we
are on our way to redressing systemic failings in police
practice and building resilience and solidarity within
and between our communities.

Warrnambool Racing Club
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (10:03) — I
would like to congratulate the Warrnambool Racing
Club on yet another very successful racing carnival. In
fact it is regarded as one of the best racing carnivals in
Australia. Over 20 000 people attended the three-day
event, and it culminated in about $14 million going into
the local economy, so it was very successful. I thank
chairman Nick Rule for hosting me and the Assembly
member for South-West Coast, Roma Britnell, when
we attended both the steeplechase and the
Warrnambool Cup. I might add I had wins in both.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — So, Ms Pennicuik, it was a very
successful day. Congratulations to the committee and
everyone involved in a very successful racing
carnival —
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
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Mr RAMSAY — with no animals hurt, I might say,
Ms Pennicuik. It was a very successful steeplechase of
5500 metres, with over 33 obstacles — the biggest and
largest steeplechase in the world.

Mountain to Mouth
Mr RAMSAY — I would also like to acknowledge
the fine work of artistic director Margie Mackay, who
helped with the 80-kilometre creative art walk
Mountain to Mouth, which was supported by the City
of Greater Geelong. I was very pleased to be able to be
at the You Yangs on Friday morning with Brian
Powell, who did the welcoming ceremony, because it
was a large part of the history of the Wathaurong
community, to start the walk from the top of the You
Yangs right down to Barwon Heads. A canoe was
constructed and walked down through all the towns
along the Bellarine, and it came to a resting place in
Barwon Heads where the canoe was actually burnt at
the mouth of the river. It was a very historic,
ceremonious and significant creative art walk that I
really enjoyed, and I congratulate Kaz Paton and others
who helped put it together.

Anzac Day
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:05) —
On 22 April I attended a meeting of the Turkish
sub-branch of the Victorian RSL, who held a
commemorative ceremony to mark the
103rd anniversary of Anzac Day and the First World
War, 1915. Many brave men died on both sides at
Gallipoli. The evening recognised the ultimate sacrifice
that was paid by Turkish and Australian soldiers. Lest
we forget.

Electorate office relocation
Mr ELASMAR — Recently my staff and I were
relocated to Bell Street, Preston. I would like to take
this opportunity to thank the members of the
parliamentary security and electorate properties team
for their expert and friendly approach to the task at
hand. They say moving house is the second most
stressful situation in a person’s life. Well, let me tell
you, my colleagues, moving your office after 11 years
has to come a close third, but this electorate office
move was achieved professionally and efficiently. I
thank my own staff too and everybody who worked
hard together to ensure a smooth transition to the new
office.
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Sir John Monash
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (10:06) — I
want to make some comments today about the
centenary of Australia’s involvement in the Great War
in 1918. Victoria and Australia played a unique and
very significant part in the last year of that war. It had
been a long war and had had a huge impact on the men,
the communities and indeed the countries that were
involved.
Australians, particularly through the April to October
period, played a very significant role. Sir John Monash,
as our general, brought together the five parts of the
Australian Imperial Force, and working with New
Zealanders, British soldiers, others from the
commonwealth and the French as well, and later the
Americans, they played a very significant role in
turning the tide of the war. They first played a
significant role in rebutting the Michael offensive that
was launched by the Germans and particularly the
fighting in and around the village of
Villers-Bretonneux. I recently had the opportunity to
look at many of those battlefields and can say with
great sorrow that the impact on so many Australian
soldiers was extreme, but their bravery and heroism are
things of which we can be very proud.
Sir John Monash later in that period led the Australians
in a series of battles, in Le Hamel and beyond, to crush
through the Hindenburg line. Perhaps this is the
moment of greatest significance for Victoria and
Australia in world history, as we led forward and
worked with our allies. I pay tribute to Sir John Monash
and recognise the knighting of him by King George on
the battlefield as a recognition of all of our troops.

Shiny Dynamic Uniform Solutions
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(10:08) — On Thursday, 3 May, I had the pleasure of
visiting and touring a wonderful business in Northern
Metropolitan Region, Shiny Dynamic Uniform
Solutions. I congratulate Peter Wu and his team for his
organisation. It is a family-owned business that has
been successfully operating a high-volume garment,
embroidery and decorating business around Australia
for over 30 years. They began as a small embroidery
decorator company in Abbotsford, with a second-hand
computerised machine and three staff. With a passion
for doing the very best, and with their motto of ‘God is
our guide’, they grew and grew and eventually moved
to a new premises in Collingwood. They outgrew their
Collingwood site and ended up moving to their current
home in Fairfield in 2003.
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They have grown over the years, and today they have a
facility which covers over 20 000 square metres and
employs more than 100 staff in a wonderful
multicultural community within that business. They
have over 70 computerised machines, four printing
machines and over 4500 distributors right across
Australia. They are very much aware of their social
responsibilities and are a long-term contributor to the
Victoria Police Blue Ribbon Foundation.
With the closure of Ford they have employed 14 former
Ford workers under Melbourne’s North Innovation and
Investment Fund, which was started by the Napthine
government. Despite their growing energy costs, they
are a very successful business, and I take this
opportunity to congratulate Peter Wu and his team on
their very successful business. May God bless them.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 December 2017; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (10:11) — I
am pleased to rise and make a contribution to the
Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017.
This is an omnibus bill that makes amendments to a
wide variety of current acts of Parliament that regulate
agriculture, fisheries, meat processing, fresh food
markets and hunting industries. The list of acts that are
amended by this omnibus bill include the Catchment
and Land Protection Act 1994, the Dairy Act 2000, the
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981,
the Fisheries Act 1995, the Game Management
Authority Act 2014, in several respects the Livestock
Disease Control Act 1994, the Melbourne Market
Authority Act 1977, the Meat Industry Act 1993, the
Plant Biosecurity Act 2010, the Veterinary Practice Act
1997 and the Wildlife Act 1975.
I should begin by paying tribute to my colleague in the
other place Peter Walsh, who has done extensive
consultation and of course comes to this bill as a former
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security and with a
deep understanding of that portfolio. There has been
significant feedback provided to the coalition through
those processes and I want to step through some of the
various impacts. I make the point at the start that the
coalition will not be opposing this bill. I make the point
also that I am aware that the Shooters, Fishers and
Farmers Party — and I hope I am not presaging
anything but I think they have informed people
relatively broadly — intend to bring forward a motion
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to widen the bill’s scope and enable consideration of
amendments that relate to game management, and I will
come to those amendments in due course in the
committee stage. I indicate that the opposition will
certainly support the attempt by the Shooters and
Fishers to widen the scope of the bill to enable their
various amendments to be tested in the committee
stage.
Can I begin also by saying that these sorts of omnibus
bills come to the Parliament from time to time, bringing
together a grab bag of different amendments that apply
in small measure to some acts and in larger measures to
others but have a range of different impacts. The
Catchment and Land Protection Act 1994 is a piece of
legislation that this bill seeks to amend. The
government is making changes to enable it to recover
costs during the sentencing phase of criminal
proceedings around offences for non-compliance. This
is principally as it relates to pests, plants and animals,
and that is an issue that the rural communities have
been concerned about for a number of years. You can
have a very active set of land management groups that
are working collaboratively in the area and one or two
landowners who are not doing the right collaborative
thing in that area. There may well be prosecutions, but
the impact of this non-compliance goes quite wide, and
there is nothing wrong with recovering costs during the
sentencing phase of criminal proceedings. To that
extent the coalition is supportive of the steps that the
government is taking.
The second piece of legislation that is amended is the
Dairy Act. The bill brings into operation Dairy Food
Safety Victoria as the regulator with respect to camel
milk. People occasionally say that legislation is
designed by committees and that a camel is an animal
designed by a committee. This change actually has
wide support. The camel milk industry is currently
regulated through the Food Act 1984 and is largely the
responsibility, in this instance, of local councils. The
truth of the matter is that largely local councils are not
expert or especially well-informed in the management
and the guaranteeing of quality in camel milk
production, so the logic here is reasonable. The
government is saying that the dairy regulator, which
obviously has expertise in this area, is able to regulate
camel milk production as well as other milk production.
Right across the world camel milk is a significant
source of protein and nutrition, and there is no reason
why it ought not play a greater role in our economy
here and in our exports. Having a high quality of
regulation makes entirely reasonable sense, so we
certainly have no difficulty with that aspect of it.
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I have read closely the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) report, which looks
closely at the limitation of rights, because the Dairy Act
gives very significant powers of entry and search and
necessarily tramples on individual rights as outlined by
SARC in its report. But SARC, I think neatly, makes
the point that the existing regulations under the Food
Act have similar provisions, so in a sense it does not
change the position with respect to individual rights. I
take SARC’s point closely on that matter. Not everyone
reads the SARC reports, but I actually do.
Mr Dalidakis — I am not sure that is such a great
thing.
Mr DAVIS — You are not sure?
Mr Dalidakis — It takes time away from your
family.
Mr DAVIS — Well, I think it is part of our role,
Mr Dalidakis. I do not diminish the role of SARC. I
remember the setting up of SARC and the important
role that that committee has played as a watchdog on
individual rights and privileges. Recently in this
chamber I have actually been critical of SARC. I do not
think SARC has been vociferous enough in its
watchdog role —
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr DAVIS — Indeed. Let me loose and you will
get some further contribution.
Mr Dalidakis — I think it is important that his
family know why he prefers to spend time reading
SARC reports than spending it with them.
Mr DAVIS — It is a cure for insomnia. Nonetheless
it is a very important role. My criticism of SARC is that
I do not think it sufficiently reads its role with respect to
the Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities. I
think it has actually been tardy and weak in recent times
in its focus on, for example, property rights. I think it
has been too glib and weak in its skating over what has
been significant trampling of property rights in a
number of significant areas in recent times, most
notably with respect to taxis. I make the point here with
respect to SARC that it did not raise sufficient concern
about the removal of long-established property rights
and it did not grapple with the fact that the High Court
has ruled that taxi licences are in fact a property right. I
would have thought that was something of great
concern to SARC, but it did not do that in a sufficient
way.
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I know that correspondence went to SARC but I saw no
reflection of that correspondence to an adequate level in
the SARC reports, either to agree, to rebut or to engage
with the arguments that were presented to SARC. I
think for SARC — the watchdog on human rights, the
watchdog on individual rights and liberties, the
watchdog on the property rights of the citizens of
Victoria — to not engage heavily on a foundational bill
that stripped rights from thousands of longstanding
property owners and crushed their property rights
without proper compensation, for it to be basically
silent on the matter, is an absolute travesty. SARC can
take that as a criticism because it is a very sharp
criticism of their failure to actually engage in their
long-term role of guaranteeing the rights and liberties of
Victorians.
Mr Dalla-Riva — I’ll pass it on to the chair.
Mr DAVIS — The deputy chair of the committee
might take closer note. My point is that SARC actually
does have a very significant role in respect of this —
Mr Dalidakis — I think he’s doing a fine job.
Mr DAVIS — Pardon?
Mr Dalidakis — I think the deputy chair is doing a
fine job with SARC.
Mr DAVIS — I am sure he is attempting to do that.
I should say that in the case of SARC we were very
lucky to have some extremely high quality staff for
many decades who were able to lead members on the
finest legal points and focus on protecting rights. I am
not going to name people, but I do note that sometimes
it is very hard to replace people —
Mr Dalla-Riva — Andrew.
Mr DAVIS — Andrew indeed. Sometimes it is very
hard to replace people with others who have the same
depth and knowledge. I am not seeking to diminish the
work of others, but I do want to point out the fine
contribution that was made by Andrew Homer and
others for a very significant period.
The Game Management Authority Act 2014 is another
act amended by this bill. It makes a couple of changes.
The first one deals with the proposed new principles
that the authority must have regard to when exercising
its powers. There was an issue that was explored
deeply, my colleague in the lower house said, when the
previous Liberal-Nationals government was in power.
There was an economic study done. Again, I pay tribute
to the work of Peter Walsh in recognising the economic
significance of the hunting industry. The report that he
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did in 2013 looked closely at what the hunting industry
meant for Victoria and found it had value of
$417 million for the Victorian economy. That is a very
important contribution, with 40 per cent from
metropolitan local government areas and 60 per cent
from regional districts. There are thousands of full-time
jobs directly related to the hunting industry and it has
significance in a number of important rural shires like
Mansfield, Murrindindi and so forth. I think it is
important to put on the record the significance of the
hunting industry to Victoria.
We should not think of hunters, as some do, as a group
on the fringe but as a large group of people who
contribute to the economy. They also do good pest
management in many cases, but obviously they have to
be appropriately regulated. They should not be thought
of in a negative way. My colleague made the point at
length about their education backgrounds being very
different from what people might imagine. The breadth
of community representation in this group of hunters is
also significantly different from what people might
think. It is a much broader perspective of the
community.
Then there is the issue with the Game Management
Authority. I know the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party have their recommendations. They sought to
bring a bill forward at an earlier point. We certainly
support the objectives of it. We see there should be
similar regulation. I hope I am not presaging what will
be said by the Shooters and Fishers too much, but there
should be similar regulation of hunting and on-land
game management as perhaps operates in the Fisheries
Act 1995 now.
The Fisheries Act is another act that is amended by this
bill. It allows the early surrender of the eight remaining
netting entitlements that are held in Port Phillip Bay for
commercial fishers and transfers the powers and
functions of the fisheries Licensing Appeals Tribunal to
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal. Again,
the opposition has no particular negative view about
those changes.
As I said, the bill also amends the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 and makes
amendments that relate to the definition of ‘serious
offence’ in relation to people qualifying for the ability
to work in the hemp industry. The opposition will not
oppose any of those changes.
The Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 is another act
that is amended by this bill. This change allows the
spending of capital rather than only the interest earned
on capital from the Cattle Compensation Fund and the
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Sheep and Goat Compensation Fund on projects and
programs benefiting these specific industries. I join
Peter Walsh in putting on record a number of concerns.
This has all the feel of Treasury wanting to scoop back
some money and Treasury wanting to fund
departmental activities. I know how it works; I have
seen it in operation, and I am always cautious about it.
To the extent that this change of itself is not
objectionable — we are not seeking to oppose it — I
think we will keep a close watching brief to make sure
that the money is not misused, that the funds are not run
down and that there is no diversion of those resources
into departmental funding.
The bill also amends the Melbourne Market Authority
Act 1977, and again, there are no particular objections
to those points. The Plant Biosecurity Act 2010 is an
important piece of legislation, and there are changes
made around the control of grape phylloxera and potato
cyst nematode, which are significant diseases that affect
their relevant industries — the wine and grape
industries and the potato industry in Victoria. Again,
any sensible measures in this area are things that should
be supported.
The Veterinary Practice Act 1997 changes are a series
of penalty increases for serious professional
misconduct, and the board’s powers are strengthened in
conducting wildlife hearings.
The Wildlife Act 1975 is also amended to include the
offence of hunting, taking and destroying game during
an open season. Previously it was an offence to take
game in a closed season, and there is now an offence in
the open season. The now defunct Broiler Chicken
Industry Act 1978 is repealed, and that is a perfectly
sensible process.
What I would say is that in terms of the coalition’s
position on this bill our agricultural industries are very
significant for our state. Our fisheries are significant for
our state, our food processing and fresh food market
and hunting industries are also important, as is our meat
processing industry. I should say about the changes
with respect to butchering and changes that can occur
with respect to the requirements for the nature of
butchering that will occur with mobile arrangements
that are brought in by this bill that we will seek some
clarification from the minister in committee as to how
the amendments to the Meat Industry Act 1993 will
operate.
I understand the government has given commitments
that the rules that apply for mobile butchering and
processing will be the same as for fixed ones, and that
is as it should be. I do not think there should be any
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diminution of the protections, but I suspect the minister
will be happy to give that particular assurance to the
chamber. I think that is a fair request that the chamber
makes of the minister. So yes, mobile abattoirs are
supported in principle but they require high levels of
regulation, certainty in terms of biosecurity, certainty in
terms of local planning requirements and certainty in
regard to traceability issues and the requirements for the
traceability of particular pieces of meat. These are
questions that we can pursue with the minister.
In the Game Management Authority Act 2014 there are
changes that include principles that must be had regard
to when exercising its powers, including triple bottom
line analysis, equity amongst stakeholders and an
evidence-based approach to decision-making. I do not
want to be unkind here, but I can imagine who designed
some of these principles —
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — No, I support all of SARC and I
support its strategic and important role. But anyway,
whilst no-one would have any particular objection to
any of the principles that are outlined, it does read as a
political correctness checklist, don’t you think? Am I
being unkind, Mr O’Sullivan? If you were to say, ‘I’m
going to do a political correctness checklist’, this would
be a good start.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr DAVIS — It brings in what is effectively in the
fishing arrangements, the guiding principles from
division 2 of the Victorian Fisheries Authority Act
2016. Let me just read these. As I say, all of them are
perfectly reasonable in and of themselves but it does
read like a political correctness checklist. In relation to
the principle of integrated decision-making the
Victorian Fisheries Authority Act states:
The principle of integrated decision-making means seeking to
achieve government policy objectives through coordination
between all levels of government and government agencies.

It is very hard to speak from the opposite position, in
favour of discoordination and ignoring other agencies
et cetera.
In relation to the principle of the triple bottom line
assessment the act says this:
means an assessment of all the economic, social and
environmental costs and benefits, taking into account
externalities.

They could be positive or negative externalities on this
definition, but who will object to that in itself?
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On the principle of equity, it says:
The principle of equity means:
(a) equity between persons irrespective of their—
(i)

personal attributes, including age, physical
ability …

et cetera, et cetera, and:
(ii) location, including whether in a growth, urban,
regional, rural or remote area.
(b) equity between generations by not compromising the
ability of future generations to meet their needs …

The principle of an evidence-based approach means
considering the best available information when
making decisions. It is very hard to mount the opposite
argument that it should only take into account inferior
evidence and secondary quality evidence when making
a decision. Everyone agrees with the point, but really it
does feel like a political correctness checklist.
The principle of stakeholder engagement and
community participation means:
(a) applying, to the extent that is practical, the consultation
principles …
(b) taking into account the interests of stakeholders and
members of the local community …

These are all the things that of course community
would expect, but goodness.
On the principle of transparency, the Victorian
Fisheries Authority Act says:
The principle of transparency means members of the public
should have access to reliable and relevant information in
appropriate forms to facilitate a good understanding of
fisheries issues and the process by which decisions in relation
to fisheries management are made.

Well, there we are. We have had our little homily for
today and we all feel good about that. I am sure the
principles are important but it does have a feel about it,
doesn’t it?
Let me say a bit about the compensation fund issues
around the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994. This
bill will amend the Cattle Compensation Fund and the
Sheep and Goat Compensation Fund to remove
restrictions on the expenditure of interest. As I have
said, we do not have an objection to this change but it
needs to be watched very, very closely. The fund
advisory committees and the Victorian Farmers
Federation are supportive of the changes. The minister
must have regard to the recommendations of the
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respective advisory committee before making any
decision to expend funds. We do have the opportunity
to caution the government today against any politicising
of those compensation funds and to seek an assurance
from the government that they will behave in an
appropriate manner.
I have already made comment about the Shooters and
Fishers Party’s private members bill, the Game
Management Authority Amendment Bill 2017. They
will seek to introduce many of the aspects of that into
this bill by widening the scope of the bill and allowing
a vote to be taken in the committee stage. We will
certainly support them in widening the scope of the bill
to enable their proposed changes to be tested in the
chamber. We think that as a general principle that is the
right thing to do, and we support the direction that they
are heading in.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) (10:36) —
I rise to speak to the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. While this bill contains
primarily housekeeping matters, it also fixes up
technicalities and repeals some sections of acts and it
contains some very important new initiatives for the
primary industries sector. There have been changes to
the meat processing industry over the past decade.
Large export-oriented abattoirs are now
well-established, while some smaller operators have
consolidated or closed. At the same time the number of
small and specialist livestock farmers has increased.
Industry has been looking at new ways of managing
stock and mobile abattoirs have been proposed. They
are used in the United States.
This bill amends the Meat Industry Act 1993 to allow
the slaughter of animals and processing of meat to
occur in vehicles — that is, mobile abattoirs. The
change in the definitions of ‘abattoir’, ‘general meat
processing facility’ and ‘pet food processing facility’ in
the Meat Industry Act will permit mobile abattoirs,
mobile butchers and mobile pet food facilities to be
licensed and regulated by PrimeSafe. It is important to
note that mobile facilities will be required to meet the
same food safety, biosecurity and animal welfare
standards that apply to fixed premises.
In 2014 a risk assessment was commissioned by
PrimeSafe to provide options for compliance with
Australian standards by new and emerging meat supply
chains like mobile abattoirs. In Victoria state
biosecurity, animal welfare and food safety standards
apply to all abattoirs, and meat processors must meet
the same high standards for food safety and animal
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welfare. All licensed meat processors, including
abattoirs, must demonstrate to PrimeSafe that they
comply with relevant standards to be approved to
operate. Mobile abattoirs would need to demonstrate to
PrimeSafe that they comply with Australian standards
for food safety and animal welfare. The models
currently being considered by potential mobile
operators have evolved significantly from those
considered by the 2014 meat risk assessment.
The bill repeals the Broiler Chicken Industry Act 1978,
which is now obsolete as the act was originally
designed to counter the imbalance in market power
between individual broiler farmers and large vertically
integrated processing companies.
The industry has operated for many years under
collective bargaining arrangements authorised by the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission.
Every other jurisdiction in Australia has removed
state-based legislation, permitting collective contract
arrangements between poultry growers and processers.
There has been widespread consultation in the
development of this bill. The Victorian Farmers
Federation, Seafood Industries Victoria and many other
stakeholders have been consulted. It is a rational and
sensible bill, and I commend it to the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay)
(10:41) — Just before I call the next speaker, I would
like to acknowledge a past member of this chamber,
Ron Best. Welcome, Ron. Ron was a member for
North Western Province from 1988 to 2002, so Google
tells me, and also a goal-kicking machine. Welcome,
Ron, to the Legislative Council again.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (10:41) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Primary Industries
Legislation Amendment Bill 2017 and note that this is
an omnibus bill that makes a number of amendments to
acts regulating the agricultural, fisheries, meat
processing, fresh food market and hunting industries.
The Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2017 proposes amendments to the following primary
industries legislation: the Catchment and Land
Protection Act 1994 to enable costs to be recovered
during the sentencing phase of criminal proceedings for
offences for non-compliance; and the Dairy Act 2000 to
bring the regulation of camel milk production under
Dairy Food Safety Victoria.
It also amends part IVA of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 that concerns
participation in the industrial hemp industry for
commercial or research purposes. I note that this is
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something that a constituent in Western Victoria
Region will be very pleased with. Mr Tony Clarke of
Ballan has long advocated for industrial hemp and the
capacity for it to be further utilised in a variety of
forms. I have certainly had many conversations about
the fact that Mr Clarke feels that hemp has been caught
up with cannabis in some way and that as a result of
that association it has not had the advancement or the
opportunities that may have been available to it. I note
that many of our joint constituents, Acting President
Ramsay, have a strong interest in it. The amendments
also further broaden the definition of ‘serious offence’
that precludes individuals from industry participation
with regard to that industrial hemp.
The Fisheries Act 1995 also is amended, allowing early
surrender of up to eight netting entitlements held by
Port Phillip Bay commercial fishers and transferring the
powers and functions of the fisheries licence appeals
tribunal to VCAT.
A further provision of the bill amends the Game
Management Authority Act 2014 to clarify the
operation of the Game Management Authority (GMA)
board, introduce changes requiring GMA to act
consistently with any agreed governance framework
and amend the definition of ‘authorised officer’ in the
Conservation, Forests and Lands Act 1987, the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 and the Firearms Act 1996,
as well as the definition of ‘litter enforcement officers’
in the Environment Protection Act 1970 to resolve legal
uncertainty as to what enforcement agency officers
authorised under the Game Management Authority Act
2014 can undertake.
Further provisions of the bill amend the Game
Management Authority Act 2014 to allow new
principles that the authority must have regard to when
exercising its powers — that is, the principle of equity
amongst stakeholders. Another provision goes on to
amend the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 to
allow spending of the capital rather than only of the
interest on the capital from the Cattle Compensation
Fund and the Sheep and Goat Compensation Fund on
projects and programs benefiting the respective
industries.
I note that a little precipitation fell last night, and I think
that is a welcome relief for many farmers who have not
had the early rains that would have been hoped for. Let
us hope that there is plenty more to come to ensure that
our farmers can have a better year than would otherwise
be the case if that rain did not fall.
This bill also, in amending the Livestock Disease
Control Act 1994, extends the powers of inspectors to
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issue infringement notices for the offence of failing to
provide specified information when sending samples to
laboratories for disease testing and offences relating to
vendor declarations. It also gives inspectors increased
discretion as to the measures imposed on the owners of
diseased livestock.
Another amendment, which is made to the Melbourne
Market Authority Act 1977, reflects the new Epping
location of the market as well as raising the threshold
for ministerial approval on expenditure from $500 000
to $750 000.
A further amendment, an amendment to the Meat
Industry Act 1993, allows mobile butchers and
processors to operate across Victoria and removes
barriers to the processing of game for non-commercial
purposes. This is probably the element of this bill that I,
and I am assuming other members of this chamber,
probably received the most correspondence on and had
issues raised about. I think this is a growing area, with
more and more mobile butchers looking to operate and
ensure that more niche markets and paddock-to-plate
type experiences can occur. That is certainly, as we
well know, a growth industry across regional Victoria
and something that should be well supported. I note I
was recently at the Tuki Trout Farm in Smeaton, which
is a wonderful operation and a great family business,
where they certainly do deliver a lot of
paddock-to-plate — or pond-to-plate I suppose it might
be — with the trout farm there. They certainly do
achieve an experience where a lot of the meat and a lot
of the produce and the like is sourced from very close
to the restaurant and provides a unique experience for
those choosing to visit that lovely venue.
The bill further goes on to amend the Plant Biosecurity
Act 2010 to control a number of —
Mr O’Sullivan interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Thanks, Mr O’Sullivan. You
might have slightly caught me out with the
pronunciation of some of these, but indeed it will
control a number of insect pests. Mr O’Sullivan, I
might leave it to you to go through the pronunciation of
some of these. It goes on to amend the Veterinary
Practice Act 1997 to increase penalties for professional
misconduct and strengthen board powers in conducting
hearings. Of course we always want the highest of
standards amongst our vets and the work that they do.
A further amendment in this particular bill goes to
amend the Wildlife Act 1975 to include the offence of
hunting, taking or destroying game during an open
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season and the further repeal of the Broiler Chicken
Industry Act 1978.
I note that there has been wide consultation by the
opposition on this particular bill, and some areas of
concern have been raised with regard to some of the
issues that are here. Victoria was the first state to
legalise mobile abattoirs, and the changes to the Meat
Industry Act 1993 did allow for mobile abattoirs to be
licensed meat processing facilities. Indeed some
stakeholders had concerns with regard to these mobile
abattoirs being subject to a regulatory regime that is
currently applied to abattoirs that are in a fixed location.
I understand that the government has said that this
regulatory framework that applies to fixed abattoirs
would indeed apply to those that are mobile abattoirs.
Let us certainly hope that that is indeed the case, and
hopefully that will allay some of the concerns of those
who have raised these issues.
More broadly with regard to regional Victoria and the
importance of agriculture to regional Victoria we know
that agriculture is certainly a growth industry and is
something that needs to be invested in. We need to
ensure that whether it be in western, northern or eastern
Victoria the government is providing the appropriate
support. We know that one of the most crucial pieces of
infrastructure for the promotion of agriculture is the
accessibility to markets and the like. Through this
government not investing in regional roads, allowing
regional roads to fall into disrepair, they have certainly
negatively impacted the opportunities for the growth of
agriculture and the opportunities to ensure that what can
be a boom industry can really take off.
A further issue that is certainly raised on a regular basis
is accessibility to affordable and reliable power.
Particularly in the south-west of Victoria the lack of
access to reliable and affordable power is a huge
inhibitor to both investment and growth. Particularly in
the dairy industry, amongst others, the lack of access to
three-phase power is a huge issue for many dairy
farmers and is actually holding back what could be a
massive growth industry for western Victoria. The
appropriate investments need to be made to facilitate
access to three-phase power in western Victoria. I know
that both Ms Britnell, the Assembly member for
South-West Coast, and Mr Riordan, the Assembly
member for Polwarth, have been very strong
advocates — as have you, Acting President Ramsay —
for investment into three-phase power to ensure that
dairy farmers do have access to the power that they
need.
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This would address the access to power, but the
affordability of power is a greater concern. We all
know that by tripling the tax on coal the Andrews
government forced the closure of the Hazelwood power
station without an alternative source of energy into our
market that would be both reliable and affordable. It
was a shocking and terrible decision by this
government when they broke their promise not to raise
or introduce any new taxes. They tripled the tax on coal
and forced the closure of Hazelwood, negatively
impacting not just on every household trying to pay
their bills but also on growth in areas such as
agriculture through that move.
I certainly raise concerns about what the government
has done to inhibit investment and growth in agriculture
across the state. I note that there may be an amendment
introduced to this bill during the committee of the
whole. I look forward to perusing that amendment.
Mr Dalidakis interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Perusing — I used it just for you,
Mr Dalidakis. I look forward to indeed perusing that
amendment. I look forward to hearing the contribution
of other members, maybe Mr Dalidakis.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (10:55) — I
rise to speak on the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. It is a bill that makes numerous
changes to a number of pieces of legislation. I want to
focus on two areas of the bill — amendments relating
to the Meat Industry Act 1993 and the Fisheries Act
1995.
In particular I want to indicate the Greens’ support for
the amendments providing for mobile abattoirs. While I
and a number of my colleagues have chosen a
meat-free diet for animal welfare and environmental
reasons, we recognise that while meat consumption
continues there are compelling arguments for shifting
away from centralised, large-scale abattoirs to a more
mobile system. The steady decline in the number of
licensed abattoirs in Victoria has meant that farmers
need to transport livestock longer distances for
processing. In some areas animals may be spending up
to 5 hours in transport to abattoirs in Melbourne or on
the South Australian or New South Wales borders. This
places animals under extreme stress due to stressful
loading, transportation, mixing, crowding and handling
by unfamiliar humans.
It is more humane to process livestock as close to the
farm as possible. Providing for mobile abattoirs means
that animals can be handled by familiar people in
familiar environments without being separated from
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their herd or flock. It will mean farmers no longer have
to send their animals to all corners of the state for
slaughter, paying for costly transport, when they could
process livestock on the farm or in their local area.
At the 2014 state election the Greens candidate for
Ripon, the late Rod May, who was himself an organic
farmer and livestock producer, promised to review the
regulations that relate to abattoir establishment and
operation and see that provision for small, compliant
facilities were put in place to permit the growth of the
local meat market. The Greens are proud to continue
Mr May’s work in supporting these reforms. We are
pleased that this legislation promotes a more humane
meat industry in Victoria and supports rural and
regional Victoria by servicing the specialty meat sector
as well as the small producers who want to preserve the
identity of their products in a more humane and ethical
way. Reforms such as this one can reinvigorate rural
communities, supply fresh and ethical food and satisfy
the growing demand by those in the new and discerning
food sector, who want to know about the origins, the
identity and the welfare background of the food they
eat.
Secondly, I wish to comment on the amendments to the
Fisheries Act. After speaking to fisheries stakeholders,
in particular Seafood Industry Victoria, we are
concerned that inadequate consultation has been
undertaken by the government in relation to proposed
amendments to the Fisheries Act. The Port Phillip Bay
fishing industry has been undergoing significant
disruption due to the ban on net fishing previously
legislated. The number of operators has been reduced
from 43 to 10 and is soon to be eight. This bill makes
another series of amendments affecting the Port Phillip
Bay fishing industry with little or no consultation with
affected parties.
The Labor government is continuing to prioritise
recreational fishers over and above the local seafood
industry. The available scientific evidence suggests the
Port Phillip Bay fishery is a sustainable fishery. And in
the current circumstances it is not commercial fishing
that will place pressure on fish stocks but the
recreational fishing policies of this government through
its Target One Million.
Relevant stakeholders have raised a series of concerns
with us that we believe the government should take
seriously. The most significant is the ability for the
operators continuing in the industry to receive
compensation for giving up their nets early but not
having the consequential revised quota being brought
forward. The scheme previously legislated will see
fishing operators giving up their nets by 2022, receiving
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compensation accordingly and having a revised fishing
quota of 11 tonnes of snapper put in place. The bill
before us allows operators to give up their nets earlier
and to also receive compensation for that, but it does
not allow access to the revised quota until 2022. This is
unfair. Ongoing businesses will not be viable without
the revised quota. The ability to give up their nets
earlier is not really an option for operators without the
quotas also being brought forward. We urge the
government to bring forward the quota to give
operators genuine choice to give up their nets earlier.
These are local businesses who have undergone an
industry restructure on a significant scale. When the
restructure of this industry was being debated in this
chamber my colleague Greg Barber noted, ‘The impact
will be quite dramatic’, and it has been. These are local
businesses that provide local seafood to local
restaurants and shops. It has always baffled the Greens
why Labor is so intent on disrupting these businesses.
The bill also abolishes the Licensing Appeals Tribunal,
with all matters now being referred to VCAT. This is
concerning to the fishing operators as they do not trust
that VCAT will have the relevant experience to deal
with their matters. The tribunal was established to
ensure that someone with knowledge of the industry is
included in making decisions regarding the issuance or
cancellation of a licence. Referring a matter to VCAT
will also result in costs now being associated with
people seeking to retain fishing rights, which has
previously not been required. We understand the
industry does not support this change.
The industry is also concerned with the removal of
first-offence provisions in relation to certain offences
under the act. While judicial discretion remains to
determine lower end penalties for first offences or
minor infringements, the removal of first-offence
provisions is concerning to many.
We encourage the government to talk to Seafood
Industry Victoria and affected businesses about their
concerns with this legislation and its impacts.
Economic change is hard, and when industries are
being restructured the people affected should be given
the opportunity to be heard and their concerns
considered. As Mr Barber said in an earlier debate on
this issue:
We should all be willing to share and justly compensate those
who are impacted by the changes that this Parliament makes,
because not only is it in and of itself a moral value, but in fact
it is important for cohesion of society in times of great change
that we all look after each other and share both the benefits
and the burdens together.
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The changes in this bill that affect Port Phillip Bay
fishing operators are unfair. I urge the government to
talk to the people affected and to mitigate the impacts
of these further changes.
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (11:02) — I
am pleased to rise this morning to speak on the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017. This bill
is pretty much centred around some broader aspects of
agriculture. That is certainly an area that I have a lot of
interest in. Having grown up on a farm myself, many of
these amendments that are being made to a series of
acts in the agricultural space relate to things that I have
had some experience with in the past, and I might
actually raise some of those as part of my contribution
to this bill that we are talking about today.
My colleagues who have spoken on this matter in this
chamber have covered off the detail of it fairly well, so
I will not go into the same areas that they have covered,
but what I might do for Mr Morris’s sake is pronounce
some of those diseases that he did not actually have a
go at trying to put on the record. The issues that
Mr Davis also put on the record in relation to these
matters were covered off in a fair bit of detail. This is
obviously off the back of the work that was done by my
leader, Peter Walsh in the other place. He is someone
who has extensive background in all of these areas
through many years of experience, having been the
Minister for Agriculture for a period of time as well. By
and large this side of the house is fairly comfortable
with the amendments. A lot of them are very
straightforward, although there are some things I would
have done slightly differently if I had been putting it
together, but by and large they are all pretty reasonable.
Some of the changes to the Catchment and Land
Protection Act 1994 make sense in relation to the
recovery of costs by the department in relation to pests,
weeds and animals. One of the very frustrating things
for a landholder in trying to mitigate problems, whether
it be with rabbits, foxes or weeds — weeds in particular
are always a problem — is that if most of the
landholders are doing the right thing in trying to
eradicate or minimise the impacts of those and one or
two farmers are not, then by those couple of farmers not
acting on their pests, weeds, foxes, rabbits or whatever
it may be, what will tend to happen is that, for example,
the seeds from those weeds will blow with the wind and
go back onto the other farmers’ land who have been
doing the right thing and trying to eradicate them.
Rabbits can also be very vexing within a community. If
there is a significant effort to bring down the rabbit
numbers and one or two farmers are not doing anything
at all, those rabbits will breed up very quickly and then
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go back onto the land of farmers who have actually
been trying to minimise the damage from those
infestations. Under the changes here the department
would be able to recoup some of their costs if they were
to take legal proceedings against a recalcitrant
landowner who is not doing the right thing. Previously
the department would often look at a situation and say it
is not worth their time, money and effort in trying to get
a prosecution, because the amount of money they
would have to spend in trying to do that would
outweigh the benefit that they would get from trying to
achieve that prosecution in the first place. So that is
certainly something we support.
If I remember, when I was a teenager quite often we
would have to go out with a shovel or a pitchfork and
cut Bathurst burrs, which were probably the most
annoying ones to try and cut. Once they grow and
spread they are very difficult to keep under control.
Particularly if you have got a neighbour who is not
doing the work in that space, that can become very
frustrating. Having done that for many, many hours and
days, I particularly support this amendment.
Changes to the Dairy Act 2000 in relation to camel
milk make complete sense. Previously it was regulated
by local councils. Local councils are not the group that
should be undertaking the regulation of camel milk, so
to put it under the Dairy Act makes sense. Camel milk
is something that is an emerging industry, particularly
within northern Victoria. There are a few places that are
actually undertaking the milking of camels for
commercial purposes. In some parts of the world camel
milk is very much a preferred milk to cows milk. I was
fortunate enough to have gone on a trade mission with
Peter Walsh, the then Minister for Agriculture, where
we got to see some of these firsthand. As part of those
trade missions we went to Kuala Lumpur, but more
importantly it was in the Middle East where we saw the
camel milk farms, and they were pretty significant. I
recall there was one farm that had 1000 camels that
were being milked. Over in the Middle East camels are
very precious.
In terms of the camels, I have got a bit of an
appreciation for them myself. Up on the farm that I
have with my brother, sister and cousins we have got a
few camels there ourselves. While we have never
milked them, they have certainly been ridden in the
past. When I was about 17 I participated in the
Bordertown camel cup, which was essentially the
equivalent of the Melbourne Cup for camel racing at
that time, and came fourth. My uncle loved his camels.
He went and caught some up in the Simpson Desert
back in the mid-1980s and broke them in, and then we
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started to race them, so I have got a strong affiliation
with camels up there at Patchewollock.
In terms of some of the other changes that I would like
to talk about, the changes to the Fisheries Act 1995 are
in relation to bringing forward the eight remaining
netting entitlements in Port Phillip Bay. This is an
approach that is supported by both sides of the
chamber. It certainly does create a bit of an issue in
terms of the capturing of bait because quite often nets
are used to catch bait which are then used by other
fishermen to go out and catch fish. With the complete
banning of netting in Port Phillip Bay and also in Corio
Bay there will not be as much bait available or it will
have to be sourced from interstate or overseas so the
fishermen can go ahead into the bays and so forth to
catch those fish that they do want to catch.
As for the Target One Million program, which the
government has been promoting very heavily, I do
wonder about the aspiration of trying to get to 1 million
fishermen in this state. I am not sure how the
government would measure that. They keep promoting
it as a goal. I am not sure when they will get to
1 million fishermen, but I certainly look forward to the
day when the minister can show us how that number of
fishermen, or fisherpersons, can be achieved in this
state.
The Game Management Authority also has some
changes to its legislation. I understand the Shooters,
Fishers and Farmers Party will be bringing in some
amendments during the committee stage. We look
forward to having a look at those. I think we will be
supporting those as well. There is no doubt that a good
Game Management Authority is very important for this
state. Hunting is a significant industry. There is some
$400 million generated every year from hunting in this
state. I am certainly one of those people who
contributes to that number. Even just in the last week I
bought myself a new spotlight, which arrived in my
electorate office this morning, so I am looking forward
to picking that up on the weekend and trying it out on
Saturday night up at the farm.
One of the things that the Game Management Authority
will be covering is deer hunting. That is something that
I have never done much of. Where I grew up in
north-western Victoria there were not any deer.
Obviously deer are found by and large in the High
Country, although they are spreading quite quickly. I
went deer hunting for the first time last year. We saw
quite a few deer, but they would not stop long enough
for us to be able to have a shot at them, so I still have
not shot myself a deer. It is something that I might try
and do this winter. It is also interesting in relation to
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deer hunting that some people prefer to use dogs when
they go after the deer. Some people use labradors, and
some people use a whole range of different dogs. That
is something that I will be interested to have a look at as
well because I have never seen that happen.
One thing that I want to touch on before I finish my
contribution is in relation to the changes to the Meat
Industry Act 1993 which will allow for mobile
butchers. This is a sensible outcome and one that has
been pushed for a while, particularly in relation to game
meat. We see quite regularly deer being shot. The
hunters certainly like to harvest what they can, but I
think if we have regulations in relation to the use of
those game animals, that will be a way of being able to
use more of that type of product in the market.
Having grown up on a farm, I am very used to that. We
used to kill our own sheep. Lamb was probably a staple
of our diet when I was growing up. My father would
kill a merino wether once a week, and that is what we
would eat for the whole week. Back in those days we
would think, ‘Oh, we’re not having roast lamb again,
are we?’, but looking back now, we were very
privileged at that time to have several lamb roasts each
week and plenty of chops and so forth. That is
something that I would love to do now. I was even able
to butcher a sheep myself when I was younger. I have
not done it for a fair while; I am not sure if I would be
able to do it now. My father did a lot of that. Also we
used to kill our own bullocks, and we would cut those
up and we would have a lot of beef that we were able to
eat, particularly during the winter months, with the
Herefords that we had up on the farm.
That is something that I think is very important. A lot of
people out in the country like to kill their own meat
rather than buying it commercially, and if you have
mobile abattoirs that can come in and do that work, I
think that will be very beneficial. Quite often people
who have a few acres might get a couple of sheep,
some pigs or some goats or whatever it might be, and
then they fatten them up and would like to be able to
slaughter them, abattoir them and then obviously eat
them. Sometimes it can be a bit of a logistical issue in
terms of getting them to a proper abattoir, so if you can
have an arrangement where someone can come to your
place and cut up those one, two or three, or whatever
the number is of livestock that you want to have
processed at your place, and then put it straight into
your fridge or deep freezer, I think that is a great
outcome.
In terms of the planned biosecurity changes, there are
some issues in relation to the control of some of those
problems, particularly around grape phylloxera and
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potato cyst nematode — for Mr Morris’s benefit, in
terms of the pronunciation of those particular diseases.
There are a few things that will be done under the Plant
Biosecurity Act 2010.
By and large this is a bill that covers off a whole range
of minor amendments, and I think most of them are
fairly reasonable. Members on this side of the house
will certainly not be opposing this piece of proposed
legislation.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (11:15) — I also
would like to make a small contribution to the debate
on the Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
2017, and in doing so I do note that much of what my
contribution was to be has been covered by other
colleagues. But I do want to make a number of points
about this omnibus bill, which makes a number of
amendments to acts relating to agriculture, fisheries,
meat processing, fresh fish markets and hunting
industries.
I am glad to see Ms Pulford, the Minister for
Agriculture, is actually in the chamber, because in the
committee stage I wish to raise a couple of issues that
have been a concern of mine for some time, and given
that this bill has taken about five months to get to the
Council from the Assembly there has been a little water
under the bridge, if I can use that expression, in relation
to some of the issues that are documented in the bill.
The changes to the Catchment and Land Protection Act
1994 will enable costs to be recovered during the
sentencing phase. I certainly support that for criminal
proceedings for offences of non-compliance. The Dairy
Act 2000 is amended to bring the regulation of camel
milk production under Dairy Food Safety Victoria. As
Mr O’Sullivan said, we certainly support that. The
United Dairyfarmers of Victoria and the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF) are very supportive. I note
through consultation with stakeholders, including the
Victorian Farmers Federation, the Australian
Veterinary Association, the Australian Meat Industry
Council, Wine Victoria, the Australian Deer
Association, Seafood Industry Australia and
Field & Game Australia, that they all are reasonably
comfortable with the amendments in the bill.
The amendment to part IVA of the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 concerns participation
in the industrial hemp industry for commercial research
purposes. The amendments broaden the definition of
‘serious offence’ and preclude individuals from
industry participation.
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I must congratulate Assembly member Peter Walsh,
when he was the Minister for Agriculture, for
introducing the trials for Indian hemp. That was a long
and arduous journey. I also congratulate the current
minister for her support in allowing production of
Indian hemp, because it is an important opportunity for
farmers to be able to broaden out their opportunities for
production on primary land. Indian hemp does provide
that opportunity, as do other pharmaceutical or potential
pharmaceutical products, and Indian hemp is used for
other purposes as well. But there are other opportunities
we should continue to look at that are slowly being
developed for both trial and commercial production that
farmers could access to increase their armoury of seed
production.
I do want to speak a little bit on the Fisheries Act 1995.
People would be aware of my position on that. I was
very reluctant to support the ban on commercial netting
in Port Phillip Bay because I knew it would have
significant consequences for many of our seafood
retailers, particularly on the Bellarine Peninsula. I
worked very closely with commercial fishermen to see
if there could be a coexistence approach, which at the
time Fisheries Victoria supported, with quotas put in
place for commercial netting in Port Phillip Bay and
Corio Bay — bays in which I engage a lot with
constituents from the industry. Nevertheless a decision
was made, and as has been noted, out of the
43 licences, many of them sleepers, there are currently
only eight now that are licensed to net commercially,
while others have a licence to longline. I assume that
some of those eight will continue to fish by longline
once they have reached the phase-out date and taken
their package.
The point I am making is that a lot of the fish that is
being sold on the Bellarine now is actually being
bought at the Melbourne market or the Sydney market,
and so they are not as fresh because of the loss of that
opportunity of commercial fishing in Port Phillip
Bay — which was a disappointment for those who
invested heavily in the fishing industry, like
commercial fishermen who invested in boats and staff
and had taken out significant loans no doubt. It is not
unlike the taxidrivers, I must say. They too have seen
the value of their licences reduced financially, and
many are now facing considerable hardship.
My hope is that this amendment bill will allow a swift
pathway for compensation to be given to those that are
seeking it. It has been brought forward, as I understand
it, to be in this amendment bill to be able to provide
access to that compensation, so at least that will reduce
some of the hardship that they have been facing with
the ban on commercial netting.
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I note Dr Ratnam’s remarks, which I agree with, in
relation to the revision of quotas. It is something that I
would like to bring up in the committee stage — I
actually thought the Greens were going to put up an
amendment to that effect, but I see they are not — to
have an understanding from Ms Pulford about how it is
going to be fair and equitable when compensation is
going to be provided based on quotas that have not
actually been revised, because the value of that quotas
have changed over time. In terms of bringing forward
the compensation payments based on quotas at a point
in time, I need to have some confidence that it is fair
and equitable to those fishermen, so we can tease that
out in committee.
The bill amends the Game Management Authority Act
2014 to clarify the operation of the Game Management
Authority (GMA). It is certainly with sympathy — after
the inquiry that looked into the activities of the
GMA — that, as Mr O’Sullivan said, we support these
amendments on our side.
In relation to the Livestock Disease Control Act 1994
the bill allows the spending of capital rather than only
the interest earned on capital from the Cattle
Compensation Fund and the Sheep and Goat
Compensation Fund on projects and programs
benefiting the respective industries. Again, a note of
caution, Ms Pulford — and I do appreciate that there
are representatives of the Victorian Farmers Federation
and others on those committees — that the money
raised and the substantial amount money being held
both in the Cattle Compensation Fund and in the Sheep
and Goat Compensation Fund is to be used for a
specific purpose. It is not to be used for government
projects that have no relation to the aims of these funds,
which is basically about disease control, disease control
management and other matters, as distinct from the
ovine Johne’s disease stamp duty that we had many
years ago.
I always worry when capital is suddenly freed from an
industry fund that financially has operated successfully
over many years that the government may try to get
their sticky fingers on the capital and start moving it
around into areas that are not fit for purpose. Again, I
will ask questions in the committee stage about whether
there will be some fiscal control and management of the
way that capital is dispersed, given it is supposed to be
for livestock biosecurity activity.
The bill amends the Melbourne Market Authority Act
1977 to reflect the new Epping location of the market,
as well as raising the threshold for ministerial approval
and expenditure by $500 000 to $750 000.
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The bill amends the Meat Industry Act 1993 to allow
mobile butchers and processors to operate across
Victoria and removes barriers for the processing of
game for non-commercial purposes. In fact this was a
finding and recommendation from the committee that I
am deputy chair of, the Environment, Natural
Resources and Regional Development Committee, and
it makes good sense. We know particularly in relation
to deer that there is quite difficult terrain to pull deer out
of for a controlled cull for processing, and also
obviously there are opportunities for other game and
meat animals where we can appropriately use mobile
butchers to be able to access and process these animals
on site.
Mr O’Sullivan gave us a little bit of his memories of the
times and places when he used to self-butcher meat,
and I used to do the same. I remember it was a job that I
did not actually like, but unfortunately it was a job I had
to do. I provided sheep for our farm and staff and also
for the shearers and others during the shearing season.
We would often have five or six sheep hung up under a
tree — not meeting the regulations now, I suspect.
Certainly I used to have the job of killing sheep maybe
four or five times a week, and we would have anything
up to a dozen strung up under a heap of pine trees at
home. I am not sure if that is what Ms Pulford had in
mind in terms of a mobile butchering arrangement.
Ours was not terribly mobile as the sheep were stuck
under a tree. Nevertheless, I think this is a good
amendment to allow greater flexibility when butchering
meat.
I will leave the Plant Biosecurity Act 2010, which was
covered by Mr O’Sullivan. The amendments to the
Veterinary Practice Act 1997 increase penalties for
serious professional misconduct and strengthen the
board’s powers when conducting hearings. There are
changes to the Wildlife Act 1975 to include the offence
of hunting, taking or destroying game during an open
season, which I am sure the Greens will be thrilled
about. The bill will also repeal the now defunct Broiler
Chicken Industry Act 1978. I do not know how many
acts the broiler chicken industry has — I know it had
thousands of codes of practice — but I am not familiar
as to why we are repealing that act, which seemed to be
defunct anyway. Perhaps Ms Pulford might like to
expand on what may take its place.
At the end of the day these amendments to the primary
industries acts seem to me to be quite simple and
important. The bill is well supported, it would seem, by
the VFF and others that I have identified. It will be
interesting to see how these legal mobile abattoirs are
policed — something we may well flesh out a bit more
in the committee stage. Perhaps they will sit under the
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Meat Industry Act 1993 and PrimeSafe will have some
oversight — I am sure they will — but whether they
will be subjected to the same sort of regulatory regime
as other fixed abattoirs, again, Ms Pulford may wish to
expand on that. Other than that, our position is not to
oppose this bill. I understand there are no amendments
to the bill being brought to the house. Can I get clarity
on that?
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — There is one set, and that will be
circulated shortly.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (11:27) — I also
rise to speak on the Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017, a bill that is a collection of a
number of small changes to a variety of acts, amending
lots of different things for different reasons. Just to
quickly touch on what Mr Ramsay raised with his
question at the end of his contribution, there will be
amendments put forward to this bill by the Shooters,
Fishers and Farmers Party. They are in the way of an
issue that we have raised quite extensively in the past.
The amendments that we will put up today reflect
attempts that we have made in the past to have those
same amendments made to the Game Management
Authority Act 2014 via a private members bill. My
apologies if anyone does not have those amendments or
is not aware of them; they have been circulated
informally. I can indicate that I am happy to have them
circulated now in order to give everyone ample
opportunity to refresh their memories on the changes
that the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party tried to
make to the Game Management Authority (GMA) in
respect of the functions and objectives of the authority,
an authority that has been a point of contention over the
last little while, and expectedly so given that it is the
regulatory body for hunting.
Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party amendments
circulated by Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria)
pursuant to standing orders.
Mr YOUNG — The role of the authority is always
a contentious issue amongst the community, with
varying opinions and varying views on the topic, but
ones that are able to be worked through for the most
part when you have an authority that is a dedicated
body responsible for administering lots of things around
hunting, such as licensing. They have input into game
management and practical applications of government
initiatives to improve game management. Also with
policing illegal activity in the hunting and poaching
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scenes, the Game Management Authority as an
independent statutory body has a vital role in that.
For the past little while what has probably been the
main issue with the Game Management Authority has
been their ability to perform those controls and whether
they have not only the legislative capability to do that
but also the resourcing and manpower to have an actual
effect. I will talk a little bit more about that later on. I
just want to flag it early so that anyone, like
Mr Ramsay, who has not been made aware that those
amendments are coming up to this bill can get their
head around them and possibly even go and read my
second-reading speech for my bill when I put it to the
house last time.
I am not going to talk on every section of this primary
industries piece of legislation. There are probably only
three points that I am going to have a bit to say about.
Other members have made their points on the other
changes, which are relatively minor and not contentious
and probably not in need of too much debate. I want to
just briefly comment on the changes that are being
made in this bill in relation to the Fisheries Act 1995. I
make the point about the sheer numbers of changes to
the Fisheries Act in this bill. With this opportunity to
present and make all of those small changes that are
required, it is obvious to see the importance the
government gives to fisheries. They really get behind
the fisheries sector, and over the last three years they
have done incredible work in the sector — annoyingly
so for the Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party. I do not
get to stand up and beat my chest and bang a drum
about fisheries issues a lot, because the government
actually does a good job of making sure the fisheries
sector is strong, thriving and able to grow in order to
get as many people as we can out enjoying the sport.
I make that point in the context of this bill. We have
several amendments to the Fisheries Act that allow the
fisheries authority to perform well and to the expected
level that the government, as well as the public, expects
them to. They allow them to be a serious player in
compliance and to have an impact on illegal activity
that may be affecting the fisheries industry — an illegal
activity that in turn reflects poorly on people who
partake recreationally in fishing.
The authority that oversees fishing will be able to do its
job properly by way of many of the changes in the bill.
The bill provides for appropriately tough penalties for
non-compliance — penalties that are tough enough to
really have an impact in terms of deterring people from
doing the wrong thing. It is great to see those sorts of
things in the bill, as well as changes that will allow the
Victorian Fisheries Authority to be a lot better in their
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management of fisheries as far as numbers, bag limits
and catch sizes go and to have more of an influence on
how our fisheries are managed to ensure that they are
sustainable — that they are there for generations to
come so that the 1 million people that the government
is targeting to get into fishing have somewhere to fish
and it is not something that is hard to do but something
that anyone of any ability, any age and any gender can
go out and partake in. When the fisheries authority —
the knowledgeable body with the experts on the
issue — have that real, direct contact with the way in
which our fisheries are managed, it makes it easy to
plan for the future and make sure that our fisheries
thrive and are a great place.
Having said that, the contrast is enormous when we get
to the next part of the bill, which deals with the Game
Management Authority. This is one of the reasons why
I am moving amendments to this bill — to change parts
of the Game Management Authority Act 2014 to better
reflect what is happening in fisheries. Obviously the
government have identified a number of areas where
they can improve fisheries. They can improve
compliance in fisheries, the management of fisheries
and another very important aspect of fisheries over the
last few years, which was the buyout of the netting in
the bay. They have improved that substantially in this
bill by allowing the remaining netters to get out early if
they so choose. They are all really big improvements
that are going to have a direct impact on our fisheries.
The government have identified a whole range of issues
to fix that they have managed to get into this bill. What
they have not done is identify all of the issues that are in
many ways very, very similar to those of fishing in
on-land game hunting. That is very evident from the
fact that this bill dances around the high-level
management of the Game Management Authority,
inserting some guiding principles which I note are a
reflection of the guiding principles in the Victorian
Fisheries Authority Act 2016. It dances around
improvements to the Game Management Authority, but
it does not actually do anything.
The government have not identified a number of issues
in game management, such as the way the GMA has
the ability to enforce compliance and the GMA’s
inability to be actively involved in game management
and delivering initiatives of the government to improve
game management, improve hunting opportunities and
make sure of compliance and that people are doing the
right thing for the safety of the public and also for the
future of the sport. Those issues have most definitely
been at the forefront of the government’s attention for
quite some time, but when we get to a bill like this,
where the government has the opportunity to make
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some changes to the Game Management Authority to
bring it into line with the really, really good work that
the fisheries authority is doing, they have not taken that
opportunity.
That is why I am going to take that opportunity today,
through the amendments I will be moving to the bill, to
ensure that the Game Management Authority Act
provides that the GMA has the same functions and
objectives — as well as the same guiding principles,
which the government have inserted in this bill — as
the fisheries authority, because they are the same. They
are both authorities that oversee, regulate and manage
activities that are very, very similar in nature — the
harvest of wild animals. It makes sense that we have a
consistent approach with our authorities, a consistent
approach in fishing and in game hunting, to ensure that
everyone knows what is going on and that when issues
arise the body is best placed to fix those issues and
when improvements are needed that expert body is best
placed to consult with government, consult with
stakeholders and deliver the 20 or so changes that can
be thrown into a bill like this to improve fisheries and in
the same way improve game hunting.
I think the number of people who partake in game
hunting is underestimated a lot of the time. People talk
a lot about how many people fish, and I am not going to
stand here and say that those numbers are comparable
in any way. The number of people who fish is quite
high. It is absolutely fantastic how many people get out
and enjoy fishing. It is great to see. I do not do it a lot
myself. I wish I had time to do more. For the most part,
while you have really serious fishermen, fishing is a
very easy activity for someone who is an amateur to get
involved in, so there are a lot of people who fish very
occasionally — maybe once every 10 years. Maybe
they go out with a fisherman who does it a lot, just for a
ride along. It is easy to get involved. I think the number
of people who fish is in those terms somewhat inflated
compared to the number of people who hunt.
I do not say that as a reflection on people who fish but
to make the point that people who hunt are a lot more
dedicated to it. In my experience people who hunt do so
more often. They are not occasional hunters. They get
out a lot more often and they really spend a lot of time
doing it. Again I wish I could do more of it, but
unfortunately with work and family commitments you
only have so much spare time, and sometimes that
impacts on what you can do recreationally. I know
people who are out hunting every single weekend; I
know lots of people who are like that. Hunters are very,
very dedicated.
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That group of hunters, which is smaller than that of
fishers, have been really frustrated over the last few
years about the way in which the government have
managed hunting opportunities and the way in which
the body that oversees licensing and performs
compliance functions in conjunction with other
authorities like police, which should be actively
delivering on initiatives from the government, has not
been performing to an optimal level. I mentioned before
that these changes will allow the fisheries authority to
perform to the government’s expectations, to the
public’s expectations and to my expectations as a
crossbencher.
These changes are fantastic for fisheries. They will
ensure that the Victorian Fisheries Authority is the best
organisation it can be. We are severely lacking that in
the Game Management Authority. Hunters have been
frustrated over a number of years by that, and enough is
enough. The Game Management Authority needs to be
brought into line with the Victorian Fisheries Authority
by way of legislation and in the way in which it
participates in the management of hunting areas, like
the Victorian Fisheries Authority does in fisheries and
the way in which it interacts with stakeholders. And I
do not just mean hunters; I mean people who are living
in regional towns where hunting takes place. They
really need to be doing all the same things that the
Victorian Fisheries Authority is doing, because the
Victorian Fisheries Authority is a wonderful body. It
really is. It is good for fisheries to have the Victorian
Fisheries Authority the way it is, which is supported by
government.
When you take the point that game hunting is really the
same thing as fishing, then this government should be
supporting those thousands and thousands of hunters
out there in the same way that they support fishermen.
They should be supporting the Game Management
Authority in the way they support the Victorian
Fisheries Authority. They should be accepting the
amendments that I am proposing today that would do
that. Perhaps if my bill had been passed the first time I
presented it, the Game Management Authority would
not have as many issues as are being talked about
today.
I have to also say that I think there has been of late a bit
of a witch-hunt against the organisation. I think the
Game Management Authority issues have been
severely overinflated, and that comes down to a lot of
media attention on the issues. It is in the government’s
best interest to make sure that the authority has the
ability to tackle those issues in the same way they do at
the Victorian Fisheries Authority.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
1798

COUNCIL

That is my last plea on the amendments that we are
proposing. I hope there are not too many questions
from other members that need to be answered given
that my second-reading speech for my bill is widely
available and these amendments have been flagged for
quite some time. The Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill came to this place a few months ago
and has been sitting here for a long time. I have been
really keen to see it come up so that I can move my
amendments and start making some headway on
improving the Game Management Authority. I hope
that everyone is well enough informed to support my
amendments.
The last part of this bill that I want to speak about is in
terms of the amendments to the Meat Industry Act
1993. The amendments are interesting. The debate
around whether processing of meat is right at the
moment is one that I have very closely observed lately.
I have been quite involved in that debate, and the wider
public has also been getting involved in that debate in
many different ways. There are a number of different
ways in which this issue is viewed. I say that in terms
of people who are in the kangaroo meat industry. The
other area of debate around this is people who hunt
game and the way in which that interacts with the meat
industry. There are also people who are running small
operations and farms in a more boutique sense.
I recently read that Victoria is home to the biggest
number of microbreweries in Australia, which is
great — I love microbreweries — but I have noticed
more and more that we are starting to go that way in a
lot of other areas. We are not just relying on Carlton
United Breweries to pump out our stock of beer in the
same way as we are not relying on the same big meat
processors to supply us with meat. We are becoming
more boutique and smaller in nature, which is fantastic
for local businesses in regional areas. Someone who
wants to start on a small scale and supply a unique
product should have all the support from government
they need to do that. These changes are absolutely a
very good start down the path of allowing that. Giving a
farmer who wants to slaughter and sell produce the
ability do that on a small scale on site by way of a
mobile abattoir is absolutely fantastic. It means it is a
lot more streamlined on site for those people who want
to operate those small businesses and maybe tap into a
niche market.
The way in which this could be used in other areas —
processing for knackeries and the use of kangaroos or,
hopefully in the future, venison — is very interesting. I
do not have all the answers on how it could work
exactly, but we are looking forward to discussing those
issues with the government and finding ways in which
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it could happen. It would be really fantastic if those
industries, which are at the moment starting to flourish
with the trial of kangaroo harvesting in regional
Victoria, which was recently extended by the
government for one year — there are a lot of businesses
that have started off the back of that — were able to
expand. This could be a very important step in them
doing so.
I did just mention venison in the context of knackeries.
This is a very interesting debate for me as someone
who has been involved in hunting and who really
values deer in Victoria as quite an important resource.
Using venison — which I consider one of the best
meats to eat and one of the best game meats we have on
offer — simply for dog food is somewhat annoying in
many ways. We have a deer population in Victoria that
is large enough to sustain a harvest so venison can be
used for dog food. That is great, but I do not think there
should be any barriers to that same harvest being used
for human consumption. I know it is a very tricky topic
and, like I said, it will spark a lot of debate around how
it will apply to the way in which we manage meat
processing for human consumption and the controls we
have over it and having them apply to game that is wild
harvested. It is a very touchy area, one that does range
over many issues.
I am glad the government is taking steps like this in the
right direction that may one day allow it. If we can get
the rest of the regulation right, it would be fantastic for
hunters who are out there hunting and harvesting large
numbers of deer, possibly more than they can consume
themselves by virtue of the fact that the deer population
of Victoria is so high, if we could see some of that
entering the commercial market and being more widely
available for people who do not actually hunt
themselves, in much the same way as commercial
fishing takes place in our bay. Not everyone has the
ability to go out into our bay in a boat to catch some
locally harvested fish, so we rely on commercial fishers
to do that. The methods obviously have been widely
discussed and clamped down on in the last couple of
years, but there are many people who still rely on that
commercial harvest. They go to a fish market and buy
fish that has been wild harvested from a good local
source.
I see it as the same thing when we have got people
harvesting deer, because we have an overabundance of
them in certain areas, such as national parks. That
harvest could go towards people who may want to start
consuming the product but who do not have the means,
experience or even the desire to go and harvest it
themselves. Given the nature of how that would take
place, the changes around mobile processing of meat
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may not apply straightaway, but I think it is moving in
the right direction to start those conversations and allow
it to happen in the future.
In summary, those are the three areas of this bill that I
found most interesting and most certainly worthy of
discussion. The rest of the changes I think are pretty
straightforward. Other members in this place have
talked about them, and I believe they are
straightforward. The Shooters, Fishers and Farmers
Party will not be opposing this bill for that reason —
that the changes are straightforward. We do believe that
the changes are for the most part very good changes,
but we also believe that the amendments that I will be
moving shortly do fit within this bill. They actually
touch on the GMA’s high-level governance, and we
believe that my amendments should have been placed
in the bill. If the government put as much emphasis on
game hunting and the GMA as it does on fisheries, it
would have identified that it needs the improvements
that I present today, so I urge all members in the
Parliament to support those amendments. I commend
the bill to the house.
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (11:49) — I
would just like to rise to speak for a few moments on
this omnibus Primary Industries Legislation
Amendment Bill 2017. I specifically want to speak
about the amendments to the Drugs, Poisons and
Controlled Substances Act 1981 in part 4 of the bill.
This is in regard to the regulation of industrial hemp. I
am pleased with the amendments because they make it
a little bit easier for hemp farmers to operate in
Victoria. The hemp industry is growing significantly in
Victoria. There are around 30 licences now. We saw
almost a doubling in licences after the announcement
that Australia would finally allow the sale of hemp seed
as food. I think we were the last country in the world to
allow hemp seed as food. So we will see an expansion
of this industry in a great way.
I want to use this moment to encourage the government
to really assist this fast-growing industry. I think the
regulations for this industry are still somewhat onerous.
I understand that the regulations are being reviewed at
the moment and that they will sunset in August this
year, so I encourage the government when going
through that review of the further regulations for
industrial hemp to look at trying to streamline them and
making it as easy as possible for this industry to
flourish in Victoria. We have a great climate for it.
The technology that is emerging from this quite
extraordinary plant is really exciting. I was fortunate to
be at MardiGrass on the weekend, which looked at the
low-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) products of hemp. I
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saw some really interesting nanofibre technology up
there — basically chopping up hemp, mixing it with
water and making an extraordinarily strong and flexible
product. It is a product that now Mercedes and BMW
are using as a composite to start building their cars. It is
something that can work in 3D printing. It can be an
alternative to the very expensive graphene.
There has also been amazing work looking at using
some of the hemp fibres and some of this technology in
rechargeable batteries. So everything from a food to a
medicine to a battery can be made from this
extraordinary plant, and I think Victoria is very well
placed to hopefully assist this industry to grow and also
assist in the advanced manufacturing that could occur
from this industry. I really encourage the government to
work with that industry closely in expanding it.
Just on one final point, last year when we allowed hemp
seed to be used in food that was one step, but we do not
allow the stalks or the leaves to be used as food. This is
a product that has no THC; it has high cannabidiol
(CBD). So to make a CBD oil you need the leaves and
the stalks. The CBD, the cannabidiol, that is such a
great medicine is not found in the seed of the hemp
plant; it is found in the stalks and the leaves. But we
prohibit the stalks and the leaves of the hemp plant
from being used even though it is not psychoactive at
all. So I encourage the government in reviewing those
regulations to reconsider the use of the whole of the
plant as a food. As we have seen in many other
countries, the whole of the plant is used as a food for
animals and other livestock. Again, this is an
opportunity for this crop, which is also a great
rotational crop, but because of the licensing
requirements it makes it a little bit more difficult for
farmers to use that rotation method.
Just finally I encourage the government to consider this
industry. I think it is a very exciting time, and I believe
that we could use this industry to kickstart a lot of
manufacturing industries in this country and
particularly in Victoria. I commend this bill. I am sorry
that I cannot talk about broiler chickens more, but
maybe next time.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(11:55) — I thank all members for their contributions to
this debate. They have been as wideranging as the
clauses in this bill.
When Ms Patten was talking I was reminded of
meeting the people in our emerging hemp industry at
their conference in Geelong not all that long ago and
having walked away from that event with a little
takeaway bowl of hemp-flavoured ice cream. I was
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struck by the excitement there is in this industry —
Mr Ramsay mentioned this as well — and the potential
that exists there. So I can certainly assure Ms Patten and
indeed Mr Ramsay that we are very attuned to the
opportunities in the hemp industry. We have had some
good and constructive discussions with interstate
colleagues around getting the regulations in order so
this industry can blossom, particularly with the former
agriculture minister in Tasmania, Jeremy Rockliff, who
is no longer in the role but who was certainly somebody
with whom we worked on making sure that we can
hasten the growth of this industry rather than hold it up
with unnecessary red tape and regulation.
Mr Ramsay raised a couple of issues that I will just
quickly take the opportunity to respond to before we get
to question time. Mr Ramsay was asking about the part
of the bill that relates to the broiler committee. I just
indicate to Mr Ramsay, because he was interested to
know what would replace it and what that gap might
create, that that committee has not met since 2001 and
the function of the Broiler Chicken Industry Act 1978
has for quite some time been replaced by collective
bargaining arrangements that exist under the
authorisation of the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission (ACCC). The current
arrangements are in place and will continue to be in
place for a number of years. The ACCC have
authorised collective bargaining for chicken meat
growers until June 2026. The act has not served any
purpose for a long time. This is a pretty minor
amendment in the scheme of things, but it will save
some administrative work that currently administers an
act that serves no purpose. I hope that answers that
question.
Mr Ramsay was also seeking from us some assurance,
or at least an expression of our view, about the role of
compensation funds. The expenditure of the capital
absolutely is for biosecurity emergencies. These are
funds that exist to support our producers in difficult
circumstances. They are funds for a rainy day, and they
should be preserved for the industry’s use. It is certainly
my view that they are the industry’s funds. The way
that this works in a practical sense is that there is an
industry committee that makes recommendations about
the expenditure of the funds. My role is to administer
that rather than to influence or shape what it is that
industry wants to do. Certainly it is my view that that is
very much a matter for industry.
Dr Ratnam raised some questions about commercial
fishers in Port Phillip Bay, partly in relation to the
reforms to remove netting from the bay and the
amendment in the legislation before us today which
will enable fishers who elected to stay in a longline
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fishery to bring forward the transition in their own
businesses earlier than they had previously elected. This
is a request that has come to us through individual
licence-holders and Seafood Industry Victoria (SIV).
Again, I note Mr Ramsay has also undertaken some
advocacy on this issue.
I think the Greens expressed some concern around the
level of consultation underway. The industry has been
consulted, and each licence-holder was consulted on the
development of the bill. In relation to the issue that is
currently a matter of discussion among these people
around whether or not limits need to be set, I can
certainly assure Dr Ratnam that we will continue to
consult with SIV. I met with them two or three weeks
ago and my office met with a couple of the affected
licence-holders as recently as yesterday. Again, I would
like to take the opportunity to provide some assurance
that that consultation is ongoing and we will very, very
carefully consider the impacts on affected
licence-holders before making and finalising any
decision on that question.
Mr Young spoke to his amendments, and I am
conscious that the clock says it is pretty much question
time so I will continue my summing up and respond to
Mr Young’s comments after question time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Prison officer remuneration
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:01) —
My question is to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, is it correct that certain senior prison officers
receive bonus payments to their salaries if particular
service delivery outcomes are met?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:01) —
I will not go into the details of bonus payments. They
are commercial-in-confidence matters —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I am not in a
position to tell you how to answer a question, but the
question did not talk about individuals. The question
was about a system — whether or not a system was in
place — and I would not have thought that you could
rely on a confidentiality matter in respect of a system or
a human resources policy. Minister, I would ask that
you reconsider the direction of your answer at this time.
Ms TIERNEY — I am taken a bit aback, President,
given that I had only just got to my feet. The reference
that I was making — or was about to make — was in
relation to the private prison part of the correctional
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system. That comes within contracts that are between
the Department of Justice and Regulation and indeed
the private providers, and I am not in a position to make
comment in respect to that. In terms of the enterprise
bargaining agreement that is struck between the
Community and Public Sector Union and the
government in relation to prison officers, that is a
matter between the parties that negotiate that contract at
the time, and I do not have that detail before me.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:03) —
Minister, as you are in effect taking the question on
notice, I ask by way of supplementary: how much in
bonus payments for meeting the service delivery
outcomes was paid to senior corrections officers at the
Beechworth prison in the calendar years 2015, 2016
and 2017?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:03) —
I thank the member for his question. Obviously I do not
have that level of detail in front of me, and I will see,
under advisement, whether that can be provided.

Beechworth Correctional Centre
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:03) —
My question is again to the Minister for Corrections.
Minister, has an investigation been undertaken and a
report provided to the Secretary of the Department of
Justice and Regulation into allegations of improper
conduct at the Beechworth prison?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:04) —
This was a matter raised by the member yesterday, and
yesterday I confirmed —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY — Beechworth? I am not aware of
the incident or the report that you are referring to.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:04) —
Minister, does the government have confidence in the
way the Beechworth prison is currently managed and
operated?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Corrections) (12:04) —
There have not been matters raised with me in terms of
any major difficulties at that facility, Mr O’Donohue.
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Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:05) —
My question is to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, the Magistrates Court has detailed
that young offenders should not be sent to Victoria’s
youth justice centres because, and I quote, it is ‘just
becoming a very, very scary place to be in. People have
a right to feel safe in there’. Have you received advice
that, like the Magistrates Court, the Youth Parole Board
also considers youth justice to be a very scary place to
be in and is taking into account the violent assaults,
regular riots and serious incidents in our youth justice
centres as a reason for releasing young offenders back
into the community?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:05) — The tradition of basing questions
entirely on Herald Sun reports just continues. What I
can inform the member is that she is basing her
question entirely on arguments made by defence
counsel. Of course lawyers will try it on and try to
argue that their client should get bail, but if you actually
look at the facts, which the member seeks to blissfully
ignore, then you will see that the facts are very different
to what the member is asserting.
If you look at the most recent quarterly incident data
that has been published only in recent weeks, the
number of serious incidents has actually declined by
57 per cent on the previous quarter. I also would
encourage the member to have a look at the budget
papers, because she would see that there are in fact an
increased number of young people in custody during
the 2017–18 financial year compared to the year before,
both remanded and sentenced, as a result of the changes
that we are making. In fact the budget papers highlight
that the target is being revised up, and the footnote to
the budget papers clearly spells out that the Department
of Justice and Regulation is projecting a further
increase of young people in custody as a result of our
government’s bail and sentencing reforms.
So we as a government have put in place the toughest
bail and sentencing reforms for young offenders —
something that those opposite tried to scuttle. Let us not
forget that Ms Crozier came in here and tried to kill off
these tough reforms to bail and sentencing laws, so
what I would say to the member is that she should not
base her questions on Herald Sun reporting. She should
have a look at the budget papers. She should have a
look at the facts, and they show that our reforms are in
fact resulting in more young people being put into
custody.
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So the member opposite needs to be clear here. Does
she support those reforms or not? What we have
actually seen from the member opposite is an attempt to
scuttle those legislative changes. We as a government
are making the reforms that those opposite failed to do
in overhauling our youth justice system, with more than
$1 billion provided to the youth justice system, building
a brand-new, state-of-the-art, high-security facility and
going and fixing up Ms Wooldridge’s gingerbread
house at Malmsbury. We basically had to almost
double the investment that she put into Malmsbury to
fix it up. New double fencing has been funded in the
budget this year at Malmsbury and new beds have been
funded at Malmsbury and Parkville.
Ms Crozier — On a point of order, President, I
would ask you to draw the minister back to the
question. She has not answered this at all. She is just
debating, and I would ask you to call her back to the
question that I asked.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I hear the point of
order, and I tend to agree that the minister is debating.
My concern is to some extent that the question was one
that sought an opinion by the minister rather than
actually going to necessarily what was an
administrative position. Essentially the question was in
a context that was provided in the preamble: is the
reason why more offenders are not being kept in secure
circumstances and are being released into the
community that there is a concern about whether or not
the detention centre or youth justice centre is adequate
in its facilities to provide not just the detention of those
young offenders but a situation where they are also safe
and their safety and security are also protected? That, as
I understand, is the nub of the question.
Ms Crozier — Has she received advice?
The PRESIDENT — Can I have a copy of the
question? The minister certainly was debating. I felt
that there was a bit of leeway in it, but I do note that the
question did indicate that it sought to understand
whether or not the minister had received advice on the
ramifications, if you like, of the circumstances in which
young people were being detained and whether or not
that was leading to other actions. So I do accept that the
question is about whether or not the minister has had
advice.
Ms MIKAKOS — The member needs to just have
a look at the budget papers. The advice that I have had
from my department is reflected in the budget papers.
There are more young people in custody now than has
been the case in the past. In fact since we have been in
government there has been a 46 per cent increase in the
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number of young offenders remanded in custody, so do
not base your information on the Herald Sun; base it on
the budget papers. The budget papers clearly show that
more young people are being put into custody and more
young people are being remanded, and in fact as a
government we are making the investments in more
staff, in improved intelligence functions in our youth
justice system and in ensuring that we have got
improved facilities and infrastructure in our youth
justice system. We have put in place a complete
overhaul of the youth justice system, and all
Ms Wooldridge did was change the reporting system so
that the numbers of incidents could be hidden.
The PRESIDENT — Minister, your time has
expired and you are again debating.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:12) —
I note the minister refused to answer that question, so
my supplementary is and I ask the minister: further on
the Youth Parole Board and considerations for release
of young offenders, you instructed your department to
review the Youth Parole Board following certain
decisions to release young offenders back into the
community. Is that review complete, and what
recommendations have you implemented from the
investigation?
Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President, I do
not think that that supplementary question is apposite to
the substantive question, because the first question
related to bail matters and remand, based on a media
report, and now the member is asking a question about
parole matters. I cannot see that they are related in any
way.
The PRESIDENT — I think maybe I should have
got the member to restate her question at the point
where she raised a point of order, in so much as I do
believe that the supplementary question is directly
relevant to the original question that was proposed. It
was the original question that was proposed and that I
concur was not answered, perhaps because the minister
had not heard the question. I was actually stumbling in
my previous ruling from the same point of view,
because I actually did not understand the nub of the
question and I had missed some of the terminology. I
think the minister might have been in the same boat as
me. Certainly the first question did go to the parole
board. That was in the first question, so from my point
of view the supplementary question is in order.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:14) — I can advise the member, as I have
previously advised the house, that I have asked my
department to do a review of the youth parole system in
Victoria, and I have specifically asked them to consider
whether any elements identified through the Callinan
review of the Adult Parole Board of Victoria are
appropriate or worthy of consideration for the youth
parole system. The department has considered a range
of issues as part of that process. That work is still
underway, and I will have more to say about that matter
soon.
What I can say to the member is that our government
has already put in place reforms to the parole system
through the legislation that the member and those
opposite tried to scuttle last year. That related to
ensuring that the Youth Parole Board has an obligation
to impose certain special conditions on youth offenders
for more serious offences: those known as a category A
offence, or a category B offence if there is a prior
conviction for an A or B offence. Depending on the
circumstances, those conditions can include that a
person not visit a particular place or area and other such
conditions.

Youth justice system
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:15) —
My question is again to the Minister for Families and
Children. Minister, on 30 September last year at
11.00 p.m. a Parkville young offender cut her own
wrist, requiring six stitches. The following day a youth
offender reopened a previous laceration on her wrist
and she required stitches for that wound also. On
8 October last year at 8.30 p.m. a young offender in
Parkville self-harmed to her left forearm. She required
hospital treatment and also stitches. At 6.00 p.m. the
next day the same young offender at Parkville
self-harmed to her left forearm and seven stitches were
required. Minister, why have you failed in your duty of
care to protect offenders from multiple self-harm
attempts, including ones occurring within hours of their
return from hospital?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:16) — I have to say I am pretty
astounded by that because finally the member opposite
has acknowledged the complexity of the young people
who are in our youth justice system — something I
have been at pains to talk about for the entire time that I
have been the relevant minister. That is, yes, we do
have some very troubled young people in our youth
justice system, whether they are on community-based
orders or in custody, that also present with mental
health issues. These matters, as I have highlighted on
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many previous occasions, are all detailed in the Youth
Parole Board annual report in terms of the
preponderance of these young people being in the
system.
What I can advise the member is that we have had to
overhaul the incident reporting system. Your own
parliamentary inquiry, that you had control of,
highlighted how Mary Wooldridge changed it so that
incidents were in fact hidden. We have overhauled it so
that it now also includes self-harm incidents. So if you
have seen numbers go up, that is because self-harm
incidents are now reported to the independent
Commission for Children and Young People. They are
now disclosed, to improve transparency, through the
incident reporting numbers. Most importantly, as a
government we have funded improvements to mental
health supports for young people in custody.
I talked about this about a year ago. We have brought in
more psychologists and mental health clinicians to
support young people in custody, and most importantly
in this year’s budget as part of a $145 million
investment in the youth justice system we are making a
very significant improvement to the general health and
mental health supports that young people receive in
custody. That matter is currently undergoing a
procurement process so I cannot go into more detail,
but what I can say to the house is that there will be
significant improvements to the health and mental
health supports offered to young people in custody.
What happened under those opposite is that a lot of
specialist positions, those running day programs and
other activities, were slashed. We had the member
opposite slash 20 youth justice workers from the system
as part of more than 600 staff that were slashed out of
the then Department of Human Services. Now what we
have heard from Mr Michael O’Brien in the Assembly,
just on Friday, as part of his budget —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, you would
be well aware that you are debating, that you are
commenting on the opposition and past governments
and so forth. I have allowed you to make some of those
statements, but I do regard it as debating, and as you
know, that is not really what we expect in our responses
to questions. The minister to continue, without
debating.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. The point
I am making is that we are investing in the staff of the
youth justice system. We have funded more staff,
custodial staff, and have ensured there are more mental
health clinicians. What we have seen from those
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opposite and Mr O’Brien highlighting this is that the
razor gang would be back if the Liberals were elected,
because we know that slashing the public service and
slashing services is just in the Liberal DNA. It is just
cut, cut, cut.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, I thought I
said something.
Mr Gepp — She was being provoked.
The PRESIDENT — You are not being provoked
but you are certainly provoking me, because I
suggested that debating was not what I expected in your
response to this question and you got up and said
exactly the same thing again. Minister, please.
Ms MIKAKOS — Those opposite may not like the
answers that I give in this house because they do not
like facts. What I can inform those opposite is that we
are making the investment that is necessary to overhaul
our youth justice system and to make sure that
vulnerable young people get the supports that they
need. We have introduced a new classification and risk
placement system, funded in response to
recommendations from the Armytage-Ogloff report, the
first independent review in 17 years of the youth justice
system, and we have been getting on with the job of
fixing those things that those opposite failed to do for
four whole years.
Supplementary question
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) (12:21) —
Minister, youth justice workers claim a death in custody
is at a higher possible risk point than ever before, and
the examples I have given are from within just a 10-day
period.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Ms CROZIER — Do you want me to repeat the
question?
An honourable member — Yes.
Ms CROZIER — Youth justice workers claim a
death in custody is at a higher possible risk point than
ever before, and the examples I have given are from
within just a 10-day period. What urgent action has the
Andrews government taken to ensure that these
all-too-often-occurring life-and-death situations do not
eventuate in a fatality?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:22) — I can advise the member that there
has been no death in custody in the youth justice
system. I think it is interesting that those opposite
would make these kinds of assertions when in fact they
did not even report on self-harm incidents in the critical
incident response system. You had incidents hidden
away because you just abolished a whole category of
incidents. Ms Wooldridge, you just abolished a whole
category of incidents. You had them put on case file
notes. We are investing in the health and mental health
supports necessary, including as part of a $145 million
investment in this year’s budget to make sure that
vulnerable young people in custody can get more
support. When the procurement process is finished I
will have more to say about this matter.
The PRESIDENT (12:23) — Members, it is with
great pleasure that I welcome to the public gallery
today the Honourable John Ajaka, who is the President
of the Legislative Council of New South Wales; David
Blunt, the Clerk in the New South Wales Parliament;
and Ms Daniels. We certainly welcome you here on a
visit to understand how we do things in the world’s
most livable city, which is indeed the holder of the
National Soccer League trophy thanks to an event last
weekend in your state. Welcome!

Small Business Ministerial Council
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:24) — My question is to the Minister for Small
Business. Minister, the Small Business Ministerial
Council was appointed in February 2016 for two years
with a specific remit to voice issues that concern small
business to you as minister. Minister, what specific
concerns has the board raised with you in the last two
years?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:24) — Well, it is nice to see the member in this
chamber, because he scurried out of the other chamber,
that is for sure. He did not seek a pair from this place to
go and sit in the gallery in the Legislative Assembly,
but he and Mr Finn sure did get a welcome that will
probably not see them go back any time soon.
President, let me tell you that the ministerial councils
are very effective —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Ms Lovell, thank you.
Mr Dalidakis, without assistance, but perhaps with
greater relevance.
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Mr DALIDAKIS — Thank you, President. The
ministerial councils are of welcome use to us on this
side of the chamber to hear what people think and what
people need and what people want. We have
representation from all areas right across Victoria —
north, south, east and west. We have people represented
from all different ethnicities on our councils. Again,
this is something that is inconvenient for those
opposite, but we are making sure that small business is
covered in this state, and no more so I can tell you,
President, than the work that the Treasurer did in the
recent budget, where he provided payroll tax relief to
those in rural and regional Victoria — something that
has been brought up by the council before; payroll tax.
It is probably good, President, that you welcomed our
parliamentary colleagues from New South Wales,
because I can inform them that we have the lowest
payroll tax in the country — 2.425 per cent. If you are a
business in rural and regional Victoria and 85 per cent
of your payroll goes to regional employees — it does
not matter whether they work in the business where it is
located or anywhere else across regional Victoria —
you pay half the rate of payroll tax that is paid
everywhere else.
But of course that was not the only thing that we have
responded to from the council before. The Treasurer
has previously pushed out the payroll tax threshold —
the first time since 2002. So, there are a myriad of
things that the council likes to obviously talk about,
including programs that we offer, that include of course
programs in terms of farm debt mediation programs.
No doubt some people in rural and regional Victoria
would like that, but mediation programs have been
re-funded to support our farmers when they need our
help the most.
Of course we also have other funding for programs,
including our small business buses. We also have a new
program in relation to digital economy literacy and how
we can help our small businesses in rural and regional
Victoria — something that the Minister for Regional
Development has often spoken with me in private about
as to what more we can do to help those businesses. So
we have payroll tax cuts — the lowest payroll tax rate
in the country — and we have thresholds being pushed
out for the first time since 2002, which is something
that those opposite did not do for four years when they
were in government. They talk about small business
and they try and pretend they support small business,
but do you know what? At the end of the day they did
nothing for small business. No business in Victoria,
whether they are in metropolitan Melbourne, whether
they are in outer suburban areas or whether they are in
rural and regional Victoria, has had it better.
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And there is one other thing that we have done for
small businesses right across this state: unemployment
is at 5.2 per cent. When we came into government it
was 6.7 per cent. There is nothing we can do for small
business more than ensure there are more people
working that have more money in their pockets to
spend in their local communities at small businesses.
Supplementary question
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:28) — Minister, thank you for outlining what the
Treasurer and the Minister for Rural and Regional
Development have done for small business in Victoria,
not you. Given as small business minister you have
failed to take responsibility for the rise of energy costs
for small business, small businesses closing down
because of level crossing removal work, the mental
health of small business owners due to the Frankston
station redevelopment, bus operators having their assets
seized, taxi operators being screwed over by Labor and
small business school cleaners being pushed aside for
union mates, I ask: when the Small Business
Ministerial Council comes to you with similar concerns
for small business, do you tell them to go away,
because as small business minister you have taken no
responsibility for any of these issues in the small
business sector?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(12:29) — Let me tell you, President, there is nothing
hidden that will not be revealed and there is nothing
secret that will not become known and come to light.
That is Luke, chapter 8, verse 17, and that is completely
apposite to your question.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President,
the response to the supplementary question was not
relevant to the question that was asked. Albeit as much
as I appreciate the minister quoting the New Testament
in this place, I ask you to consider getting him to
respond to this in writing, because I am more than
willing —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Thank you. Mr Ondarchie, I
already have that in mind. I do not actually need a
debating response back to the minister. I did regard that
answer as unsatisfactory. I think for those people who
do have faith — including the minister himself, as I
know his genuine faith — to be quoting a book such as
the Bible in that context and in the way it has been used
actually diminishes the value of that faith. I have
commented on that on a previous occasion, and I do ask
that you consider that going forward. To use a phrase
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from the Bible or a quote from the Bible in the context
that you have used it I do not think is very good.

Public housing
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:31) —
My question is to the minister representing the Minister
for Housing, Disability and Ageing. Budgets are a
statement of priority. They tell us what a government
thinks is important. From this year’s budget it is clear
that roads are important to Labor, prisons are important
to Labor and housing, it seems, is not so much. The
investment in public housing by this Labor government
amounts to just 0.4 per cent of its spending on
infrastructure over the next four years — only
$185 million on public housing — despite billions of
dollars being found for toll roads. At the same time the
government is using the urgent need for renewal and
renovation of public housing to sell off our public
housing estates. In the midst of a housing affordability
crisis with a public housing waiting list of nearly
40 000 applications, why has the Labor government left
an investment in public housing to languish in this
budget? Or if I can put it another way, what is the
justification for only $185 million for public housing?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:32) — I find it interesting that the Greens
party would ask questions about this matter given their
track record in relation to these matters, and that is that
when it came to the crunch the Greens party actually
tried to scuttle public housing projects in our state. Our
government has a proud record when it comes to social
housing. We have committed over $1 billion in this
term of government in additional housing and
homelessness support, building on $2.1 billion in
financial backing to deliver thousands of new social
housing units; 86 672 social housing units are set to be
built by June this year — a new record. I commend
Minister Foley for that work. Plenty more is coming
despite the attempts by those opposite, in cahoots with
the Greens party, to prevent these projects from being
built. Our $1 billion Social Housing Growth Fund will
add 2200 more homes in four years, and the $1 billion
loan guarantee, $1 million loan facility and
4000 management transfers will help build even more
homes.
Ms Crozier interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Ms Crozier, if I were you I
would pipe down because all we see from the Liberal
Party is nimby arguments. From those opposite all we
see is nimby arguments, scaring community members
about social housing projects across Victoria and
keeping people on waiting lists. All you are interested
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in is scaring people about social housing tenants and
stigmatising vulnerable members of the community. As
a government we have also invested $152 million in
our family violence housing blitz —
Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Mr Finn! That is far too much
today.
Ms MIKAKOS — addressing the fastest growing
category of homelessness, women escaping family
violence. I am proud that in my own portfolio we have
almost $50 million of investment for family violence
victims, both women and children, including continued
flexible packages for women and children escaping
family violence so they can either upgrade their home
and the security measures in their home or have the
supports that they need if they need to relocate.
So despite what we have seen from those opposite, as
well as the Greens party, we are rebuilding rundown
estates in communities like Ashburton, Preston,
Flemington, Prahran, Ascot Vale, North Melbourne,
Brunswick, Northcote, Clifton Hill, Heidelberg West,
Hawthorn and Brighton. We are building 50 modular
units on underutilised land, despite the Liberal
candidate for Brighton’s opposition to poor people
living near the golden mile. We are transforming
rooming houses as well, such as at Elenara and Layfield
Street and in Ascot Vale, Flemington, Carlton and
Ballarat.
What we have seen from Minister Foley is significant
action in this space in responding to the needs of those
who are on the housing waiting list as well as those
who are experiencing homelessness. That is despite the
fact that we are seeing cuts from the Turnbull
government when it comes to national partnerships and
when it comes to support for people experiencing
homelessness. They have got absolutely no interest in
supporting the vulnerable. So our housing strategy,
Homes for Victorians, underlines the strength of our
government’s commitment, working across
government to tackle the growing issue of housing
affordability. It is in contrast to those opposite, who
absolutely hate social housing, and those commentators
who make a virtue of joining them in opposing homes
for those in need.
Supplementary question
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:36) —
Thank you, Minister. I think you failed to grasp the
intent of my question, which was about the woeful,
inadequate spend on public housing at a time of
absolute crisis. In the midst of this crisis the
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government is proud of its surpluses, which essentially
is money that is not being spent for the benefit of the
community. In light of these budget surpluses, can the
minister confirm how many homes could be built for
Victorians who need a roof over their head if the
government spent only half of the projected surplus in
the next four years building new public housing?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:36) — I refer the member to the answer I
gave to her substantive question, where I referred to
$1 billion of investment in this term of government. We
are getting on with addressing the housing waiting list.
We are getting on with putting in more support for
homelessness, building on $2.1 billion in financial
backing to deliver thousands of new social housing
units. So we are making the investment that is
necessary. What we have seen from the Greens party is
just sheer hypocrisy when it comes to this issue,
because they have voted, together with the Liberal
Party, to in fact stop these important projects from
actually taking place. On at least two occasions we
have had the Greens party voting with the coalition to
continue to stop these projects from being built in
different communities across Victoria.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Minister, again, I
think you are debating. It was a very specific question. I
can accept that if I were in your place I would not be in
a position to answer it at this time either, but that does
not allow you to simply go on and debate other matters
and particularly to reflect on the Greens, or the
opposition for that matter, as you know.
Ms MIKAKOS — Thank you, President. It is just
that if the member asked the question, given her party’s
track record, then she is leading with her chin. I am just
pointing out the sheer hypocrisy of the Greens party.

Parental healthcare rights
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:38) — My question is for the minister representing
the Minister for Health. In February 2018 the Alder
Hey Children’s Hospital in England took action in the
High Court to procure an order against the expressed
wishes of parents Tom and Kate James, requiring that
ventilation be withdrawn from their son, Alfie.
Victorian parents have expressed their outrage and are
very concerned that the ‘better off dead than disabled’
mindset evident in this case could infiltrate our public
hospitals, and they have flooded my office with these
concerns. Can the Minister for Health assure these
parents that neither the Royal Children’s Hospital nor
any other state-funded hospital would take such a
course of action if faced with a similar case?
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Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:39) — I am in a bit of a difficult position
because there is a hypothetical being asked in the
member’s question referring to a tragic case that
occurred in the United Kingdom. I have seen some
media reports about that particular case. I must confess
that I am not across all the details of exactly what
happened there, but I am aware that there was a very
tragic case of a young child being very seriously ill, and
I acknowledge the anguish of the family involved in
that particular matter. What I can advise the member is
that, in relation to the legislation that the Special
Minister of State had carriage of, those matters did not
relate to children.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — Yes. The member would be
aware that the voluntary assisted dying (VAD) scheme
did not apply to children and also that disability alone
would not form the basis for accessing the scheme for
adults either. But in relation to the specific matter,
given the complexity and the sensitivity of this
particular issue, I will be very happy to seek some
further advice from the Minister for Health in providing
the member with a response in relation to this particular
issue.
Supplementary question
Dr CARLING-JENKINS (Western Metropolitan)
(12:41) — I thank the minister for her very
compassionate response, and I do understand that VAD
does not apply to children. That is not actually where I
was trying to direct that question, to be quite honest,
and I do look forward to a more full response from the
Minister for Health. I am also happy to supply the
Minister for Health’s office with more information on
this specific case to assist in that. As I said in my
substantive question, parents are very concerned about
what might happen here, so can the Minister for Health
make a clear statement of support for the right of
parents to make healthcare decisions for their child,
including a clear statement of any exceptions to this
right?
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (12:41) — I will seek to provide a written
response to the member’s supplementary question in
addition to her substantive question in relation to these
particular issues, acknowledging that these are
incredibly complex and sensitive matters. Of course our
government is absolutely committed to ensuring that
children, including children with disability, are always
supported through our health system.
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The PRESIDENT — I might say that I actually was
a little bit concerned about the substantive question too
because, as the minister picked up, there was a
hypothetical aspect to that question, but it is a
significant issue.
Can I also, with pleasure, welcome to the gallery today
another former member of this house, Rosemary Varty.
Welcome back.

Gambling regulation
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:42) —
My question is for the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Gaming and Liquor Regulation, who is represented by
Mr Dalidakis. On 24 April the minister announced a
major new study into gambling and health to help
prevent and reduce gambling harm in the future.
Specifically the minister announced that the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation will provide
$1 million to Central Queensland University to
undertake research into emerging gambling products,
consumer behaviours and gambling harm. We are
advised that the university study of 11 000 Victorians
will gather data on the prevalence of low, moderate and
problem gambling in Victoria, which will be used to
develop stronger, more targeted responses to gambling
harm. Some of my constituents contacted me about this
and they welcomed it, but the question they ask is: why
was this study not commissioned before the
government committed to new 20-year gaming
machine licences, despite there being no rush to extend
those licences, which are not due to expire until 2022?
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (12:43) — I thank the member for the
question. It is a serious question, and I will have it
passed on to the minister in the other place.

Firearm permits
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:44) — I was
going to launch into a set policy speech at the moment,
but I will leave that to the Greens. I just want
information today, so my question is just for the
Minister for Police, represented by Minister Tierney in
this place.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have got no idea
what Mr Bourman is saying.
Mr BOURMAN — Some people have no sense of
humour. Anyway, my substantive question is —
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The PRESIDENT — Can I understand,
Mr Bourman, who it is directed to, because I did not
hear it.
Mr BOURMAN — It is to the Minister for Police,
represented by Minister Tierney in this place. Minister,
just how many illegal suppressors, silencers or similar
devices have been seized by Victoria Police over the
last five years per year?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:44) — I thank the member for his question, which
is to the Minister for Police, in relation to firearms. I
will refer that matter to that minister, and I am sure that
she will respond within the guidelines.
Supplementary question
Mr BOURMAN (Eastern Victoria) (12:45) — I
thank the minister. My supplementary question is: how
many permits for legal suppressors or silencers have
Victoria Police issued per year for the last five years?
Ms TIERNEY (Minister for Training and Skills)
(12:45) — Again, I will refer the supplementary
question to the minister concerned, the Minister for
Police, and I am sure that she will respond within the
time frames.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State)
(12:45) — There are 10 written responses to questions
on notice: 11 480, 11 502, 11 525, 11 547, 11 569,
12 549, 12 550–2, 12 555.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Written responses
The PRESIDENT (12:45) — In respect of today’s
questions I would seek to have written responses to
Mr O’Donohue’s first question to Ms Tierney, both the
substantive and supplementary questions, and that is
one day; Mr O’Donohue’s second question to
Ms Tierney, just the substantive question, and that is
one day; Ms Crozier’s question to Ms Mikakos, the
substantive question, one day; Mr Ondarchie’s question
to Mr Dalidakis, the substantive and supplementary
questions, one day; and Dr Ratnam’s question to
Ms Mikakos, the supplementary question, one day.
Actually that might be two days because that might
well involve the Minister for Housing, Disability and
Ageing in another place, so that is two days. Regarding
Dr Carling-Jenkins’s question to Ms Mikakos, the
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substantive and supplementary questions, the minister
has indicated that she is happy to refer that to her
colleague in another place, so that is two days.
Ms Patten’s question to Mr Dalidakis, the substantive
question, is two days. Regarding Mr Bourman’s
question to Ms Tierney, again Ms Tierney has indicated
that she is happy to refer that matter for a written
response to the minister in another place, her
colleague — both the substantive and supplementary
questions — so that is two days.

CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms WOOLDRIDGE (Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:47) — My constituency question is to the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and I ask: how much of
taxpayers money is being spent by VicRoads to pay for
providing free coffee and cupcakes to Eltham residents
on Saturday while at the same time this government
refuses to compensate traders? VicRoads is advertising
to ‘Give Mum a treat on Bolton Street’, saying the
cakes and coffee are being paid for by VicRoads to
celebrate Mother’s Day. ‘It’s also a way of saying
thanks for your patience while we upgraded Bolton
Street’, the advertisements say.
VicRoads has previously paid for hampers for traders to
give away to customers, but this government has failed
to compensate shopkeepers who suffered losses of up to
40 per cent for months while the upgrade of Bolton
Street dragged on and on. Instead of actively helping
compensate the traders, the minister directed them to
the Law Institute of Victoria referral service website for
legal advice. These are hardworking traders who
deserve much better than that. This appears to be a
matter, just as is attributed to Marie Antoinette, of
saying ‘Let them eat cake’.

Northern Metropolitan Region
Ms PATTEN (Northern Metropolitan) (12:48) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for
Emergency Services. I had a constituent come and see
me the other week, and he has been diagnosed with
Parkinson’s disease. He is a professional firefighter of
32 years. In speaking to me he showed me some
research studies that show the prevalence of
Parkinson’s disease amongst firefighters is 30 cases per
1000, whereas it is only three to four per 1000 in the
general population. As a consequence of these findings
the USA jurisdictions of Indiana and Massachusetts
have introduced presumptive legislation for firefighters
with Parkinson’s disease. Sadly, due to what happened
in this house on Good Friday, we do not currently have
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a firefighters presumptive rights scheme in Victoria.
However, my constituent asks whether the minister will
consider including Parkinson’s disease in any future
iteration of Victorian presumptive rights legislation.

Eastern Victoria Region
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (12:49) —
My constituency question is for the Minister for Police.
In recent times there have been a number of very
disturbing attacks in and around the Lakeside shopping
centre, the Cardinia Road railway station and the
adjoining shopping precinct and residential precinct.
Some of these attacks have taken place in broad
daylight and have involved families and children. There
is enormous concern in that part of Pakenham, and in
Pakenham more generally, about some of the attacks
that have taken place to steal handbags, mobile phones,
wallets and other valuables — they have often involved
unnecessary violence and aggression. The question I
have is: will the Minister for Police work with the Chief
Commissioner of Police to see a strong, visible police
presence in this precinct in the coming weeks to
provide a strong deterrent and community reassurance?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (12:50) —
My question is to the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events. On 20 March I asked the minister representing
the Minister for Tourism and Major Events about
reviewing the operation, management and board of
Federation Square given the serious concerns about its
disregard of its civic and cultural charter and the
proposed Apple megastore that will corporatise this
public space. I received a very inadequate response
from Minister Dalidakis to my last question on this
matter, and in the meantime we have seen the visitor
centre at Fed Square closed and reports that the new
digital screen project has stalled because the builder has
gone into liquidation.
Victorians are continuing to protest the Apple store at
Fed Square with posters across the city and on social
media — citizens to whom the minister has been
sarcastic and dismissive, as has been demonstrated in
recent social media comments. The contempt towards
the community and the willingness to sell our public
square to the highest bidder has been reported as a
model of poor urban governance. What oversight is the
state government providing Federation Square
management to ensure that our public asset is being
managed in the best interests of the public?
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Eastern Victoria Region
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (12:51) — My
constituency question is directed to the Treasurer, the
Honourable Tim Pallas. On 8 May the member for
Melbourne in the Assembly, in a post-budget speech
media release, stated:
As part of our budget negotiations, the Greens have been able
to secure some great wins.

Targeted in the member for Melbourne’s budget
response was the complete shutting down of the coal
industry; the scrapping of the recently announced
hydrogen project, which will be located in the Latrobe
Valley; and the creation of the great forest national
park, which would effectively kill Gippsland’s
sustainable timber industry. My constituents are rightly
scared and afraid of this coalition. These proposals
could have diabolical consequences for the whole of the
Gippsland region, and I ask: what deals have the
Andrews Labor government struck as part of these
secret Labor-Greens coalition negotiations?

Western Victoria Region
Mr PURCELL (Western Victoria) (12:53) — My
constituency question is also to the Treasurer. An
inspired project to be built in Warrnambool is an
interactive war memorial, which was unveiled in
August last year and was met with great enthusiasm.
This is a unique memorial in regional Australia. It will
list 12 000 local servicemen and servicewomen and can
be updated to recognise current and future war heroes
from our region. The expected cost is $330 000 and it
was initially backed by a combination of funding from
the RSL, the federal government, the state government,
the Moyne shire and the Warrnambool City Council.
The organising committee has had a major setback,
with Warrnambool City Council now withdrawing their
contribution of $25 000, citing rate capping as limiting
the funds available for such one-off projects. My
question is: will the Treasurer come to the rescue of this
hardworking RSL branch to allow this project to be
completed?

Northern Victoria Region
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (12:54) — My
constituency question is for the Treasurer, and it is in
regard to the 2018–19 budget and the overall spending
for Mildura in my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region. The member for Mildura in the other place has
been stirring up controversy in the local news about the
Andrews government’s record on spending in Mildura
yet he continually talks down this thriving regional city.
In fact he went so far as to say that the budget was
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nothing but crumbs for Mildura. There were numerous
statewide initiatives, including the delivery of free
TAFE and support for regional jobs by slashing the
payroll tax rate for regional businesses from 3.65 per
cent to 2.425 per cent, making it the lowest in Australia.
Both of these initiatives will help local businesses,
students and families in Mildura every day. Can the
Treasurer outline some of the investments that the
Andrews Labor government has made in Mildura and
regional Victoria over the course of this government
and compare that with the record of the previous
government?

South Eastern Metropolitan Region
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(12:55) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Families and Children. The Queen Elizabeth Centre
(QEC) in Noble Park has been providing health and
social support to parents and young children for over a
century. QEC is funded by the Department of Health
and Human Services. It comprises a registered public
hospital with 42 inpatient beds at six community sites
across Victoria. While demand for QEC services
continues to grow, including an increase in the number
of child protection notifications, funding limitations are
resulting in waiting lists of up to three months for
urgent care. An additional investment of $750 000
would fund services to an additional 36 families per
year, decreasing waiting lists and providing vital care to
families in need. Will the minister make provisions to
address this funding shortfall to ensure that families
have access to the support and care they need from
QEC?

Northern Metropolitan Region
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(12:56) — My constituency question is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety, and it concerns the area of
Greenvale in my electorate of Northern Metropolitan
Region. I do acknowledge that after the great
campaigning by local advocate and campaigner Jim
Overend the government has come kicking and
screaming to duplicate Craigieburn Road. I congratulate
Jim on the work that he has done. Despite a northern
roads package being promised over three years ago the
government have just finally indicated to Mr Overend
and others that they may duplicate Craigieburn Road —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr ONDARCHIE — And he was well
acknowledged in the Hume Leader this week for the
great work he has done in advocating for that area. My
question to the Minister for Roads and Road Safety is
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around Somerton Road and Mickleham Road in
Greenvale. Can he advise me when they will be
duplicated?

Southern Metropolitan Region
Mr DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) (12:56) — My
constituency question today is for the Minister for
Water in the other place. Riley Reserve in
Murrumbeena is a very important area of parkland, and
it is another area of parkland and vegetation that is
under threat from this government. Tree removal is
being undertaken in that parkland this week as part of
Melbourne Water’s Murrumbeena to Malvern flood
mitigation project. I quote:
This tree is required to be removed because it is located
within the work zone.

A whole strand of trees are in this work zone — there
will be nothing left in Riley Reserve. There have
already been hundreds and hundreds of trees cut out of
that corridor — the Greens were no help there — as
part of the sky rail process, including large established
trees. The suburb is being outrageously denuded by this
government. What I ask is: can the minister, in light of
the sky rail activities, make sure that the flood
mitigation process, which appears to be linked with the
sky rail too, does not occur in such a way that every tree
in Riley Reserve is cut down?
Sitting suspended 12.58 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Debate resumed.
Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(14:03) — The final set of comments from the
second-reading debate that I will take the opportunity to
respond to at this juncture are the remarks made by
Mr Young. Mr Young has flagged that he will move
some amendments. There is a motion on the notice
paper about expanding the scope of the bill that the
government will not be opposing so that we can get into
this in more detail in the committee stage. Mr Young’s
amendments, as indicated during this second-reading
debate, seek to provide that the Game Management
Authority (GMA) has similar functions and powers to
the Victorian Fisheries Authority. This is something
that Mr Young has sought to do in this place on a
previous occasion. I would just like to provide some
response to those comments.
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The government did not support Mr Young’s last
attempt to do this, not because we have some major
philosophical problem or point of difference with
Mr Young on this question but because we just do not
know the consequences of this for the regulator, and by
consequences I mean the operational and budgetary
consequences of what Mr Young is proposing. So that
was the reason we did not support it at the time. Now a
bit of water has flowed under the bridge since that
period.
For context, the Game Management Authority was
established in 2014. It was something the former
government established. The authority had I think a
reasonably quiet first couple of years, largely
influenced by seasonal conditions, and a new
organisation always needs a little settling in time. In
2017 the GMA had oversight of the opening weekend
of duck season, which is one of their bigger events for
the year in terms of managing crowds and managing
hunting and where there is a high level of public
scrutiny over the activity and indeed the efforts of the
regulator. Now, I think that most people would agree
that the GMA did not pass their first significant test
well.
Following that and following some unacceptable
conduct by what I believe was a small minority of
hunters, I sought a full review and evaluation of the
GMA so that we could properly explore why there had
been such failures. That report has been provided to the
GMA board. It was provided at some point earlier in
the year to the 7.30 report, so everyone knows what is
in it. The report now sits on the GMA website. It is an
important context for Mr Young’s amendments. If I
could read just a few of the unpleasant findings from
the Pegasus report:
The GMA has not been able to effectively deliver its
compliance and enforcement responsibilities.
…
The GMA is regarded is perceived by its external
stakeholders and its own staff as unable to positively
influence hunter behaviour or effectively sanction illegal or
irresponsible behaviours.

It goes on to say:
The GMA’s inability to ensure compliance with the hunting
laws has seriously undermined its credibility as an
independent and effective regulator …
…
The GMA’s role as a regulator should be clarified and the
independence of its licensing, compliance and enforcement
functions protected.

PRIMARY INDUSTRIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2017
1812

COUNCIL

The report says:
The separation of the GMA’s regulatory functions from other
advisory and promotional activities, and their location in a
larger, related regulator, would protect the independence of
the GMA’s licensing, compliance and enforcement functions
and provide access to additional regulatory capabilities and
support.

The report goes on and on for many pages, and it is
very unpleasant reading indeed. It states that if the
current arrangement is not addressed it:
… will contribute to continued non-compliance with the
game hunting laws and the erosion of the hunting
community’s social licence.

The report says that:
Reform will require concerted action by government and
non-government stakeholders.

It talks about how the GMA needs to be a ‘key player
in these efforts’, but that ‘the scope of the changes
required are beyond the direct authority and capability
of the GMA to deliver without the assistance,
cooperation and leadership of departments and
agencies’.
It is a scathing report. So we put in place some
arrangements to assist the GMA to get through the
2018 opening of the duck hunting season. The board,
which is overwhelmingly a new board — the chair is
reasonably new and indeed was the person who
commissioned this report — has accepted all of the
recommendations in that report, apart from one. That
report really goes to the very essence of whether or not
the GMA is actually a good vehicle through which to
regulate hunting.
I believe that we have a responsibility to ensure that
hunting is regulated. The government has been
absolutely clear about supporting safe and sustainable
hunting in Victoria. We have funded the Sustainable
Hunting Action Plan, and work is underway on all of
those actions — I think the signs should be going up in
the state game reserves very soon, if they are not
already — and many other actions. There are reforms
that have been given effect through regulations and
further reforms that will be given effect through this bill
that we are debating today that I think demonstrate our
commitment to ensuring that hunters in Victoria can
undertake their activity of choice in a way that is safe
and lawful. We respect that, and we want that to be
regulated well. I know that the hunting groups want it
to be regulated well, and I think Mr Young wants it to
be regulated well.
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My point is that right now it is not a good time to give
the GMA a whole lot of extra things to do, because we
have a report that states fairly clearly that they are not
coping very well with the things that they are already
required to do. I know that people will probably say,
‘What about resources?’. The report makes it clear that
there is much more to this problem than resources.
There is the question of the culture that exists within the
organisation. The reforms that are required are
significant and they are underway, but these are very
early days in that journey.
As I said, I think back in February when this report first
became public, there is a very serious question for
government to consider, and that we are considering,
about whether the GMA will survive in its current
form. I have not yet come to a conclusion on that
question, but right now I think piling a whole lot of
additional responsibility on the GMA is a really bad
idea and can probably only serve to hasten the demise
of the Game Management Authority. It is my
preference to get it back on its feet and have it operating
properly so that hunters and the people in the
community who do not like hunting can all equally
have confidence that this activity is being properly
regulated. I think that is important.
I get the impression that Mr Young’s amendments will
probably be successful in the house today, but I implore
members to think about the consequences of them.
There are other amendments in this bill that are very
good for our hunting community, particularly the ones
that support the regulations around the harvesting of
wild deer and their being able to be processed in a
PrimeSafe licensed facility. The legislative changes that
are in the bill will enable deer to be processed in a
mobile facility and permit deer to be processed for
personal consumption by a private service provider —
that is, not a PrimeSafe licensed butcher. We can get
into all of that in much more detail. I know that this is
something very, very important to our hunting
community, something that they have sought for a long
time.
I note Mr Young’s comments about the work that the
government has done in terms of fisheries and the way
that other parts of this legislation relate to that. I note
also Mr Ramsay’s advocacy and that of Seafood
Industry Victoria for fishing licence holders in Port
Phillip Bay who very much need this bill to pass. I
would encourage all members who are concerned about
these issues — any of them; it does not matter which
one really; the whole suite of them — to think about the
consequences of an amendment that is unworkable and
that will delay the passage of all the other aspects of
this bill.
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Mr Davis — Is that a threat, is it?
Ms PULFORD — No, it is not; it is just a fact. If
the bill is made unworkable after today, then I will need
to consult with stakeholders and reflect on what we do
next about that. But I can absolutely tell you that the
Game Management Authority, as it stands today, is not
equipped to take on a whole lot of new tasks. We are
flat out supporting the Game Management Authority to
undertake the tasks that it was given by the former
government when they set up the Game Management
Authority.
Mr Rich-Phillips — Are we going to talk about
resourcing of it in committee?
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Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr DAVIS — It might be an opportunity to, just on
this first clause, ask about some broader parameters.
The minister gave a long homily or diatribe before. She
laid out some concerns she has with Mr Young’s
proposed amendments, and the chamber has obviously
voted to allow the amendments to be considered in
committee. The minister made reference in her
second-reading contribution to a number of reviews.
She talked about the Pegasus review, which she says
indicates that the Game Management Authority is not
particularly functional. She also made reference to
another review and this was about its regulatory duties.
Is that a separate review? Is that the same review or was
there another one? There is only one review, is that
correct?

Ms PULFORD — Yes, sure, we can talk about
resourcing of it in committee. The resourcing is as we
inherited, but the Pegasus report makes it absolutely
clear that the problems at the GMA are far greater than
questions simply of resourcing. I urge people, including
Mr Young, to reflect on that. The government will be
opposing those amendments today, but we do look
forward to a discussion on all the other aspects of a bill
that amends many acts of Parliament and makes many
important changes on all manner of different parts of
our primary industries.

Ms PULFORD — Yes, that is correct. The review
was undertaken by Pegasus Economics. The Game
Management Authority engaged them in July 2017, not
very long after the failures at the opening weekend of
the 2017 duck season had occurred. That is the review.

Motion agreed to.

Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 40 agreed to.

Read second time.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
invite Mr Young to move his amendment 1, which is a
test for his amendments 4 and 5.

Instruction to committee
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
have considered the amendments circulated by
Mr Young, and in my view amendments 1, 4 and 5 are
not within the scope of the bill. Therefore an instruction
motion pursuant to standing order 15.07 is required. I
remind the house that an instruction to committee is a
procedural debate.
Mr YOUNG (Northern Victoria) (14:15) — I move:
That it be an instruction to the committee that they have the
power to consider new clauses to amend the objectives and
functions of the Game Management Authority under the
Game Management Authority Act 2014.

In doing so, I would just like to clarify for members that
this instruction motion is not on the amendments that
we are seeking to move but simply a mechanism of the
house to enable them to be moved at a later point, so a
possible division on these would not be a reflection on
the merit of those amendments. It is simply so we can
move forward.
Motion agreed to.

New clauses
Mr YOUNG — I move:
1.

Insert the following new clauses to follow clause 40—
‘A Objectives of the Authority
For section 5(b) of the Game Management Act
2014 substitute—
“(b) to optimise the social, cultural and economic
benefits of game hunting; and
(c) to support the development of recreational
game hunting; and
(d) to support the development of commercial
game hunting; and
(e) to work cooperatively with game hunting
bodies in other States, in Territories and the
Commonwealth; and
(f)

to perform its functions and exercise its
powers in any manner it considers best
achieves its objectives.
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Functions
In section 6 of the Game Management Act
2014—
(a) for paragraph (a) substitute—
“(a) to inform and educate game hunters and
the public about rights and obligations in
relation to game hunting; and”;
(b) for paragraph (c) substitute—
“(c) to monitor, investigate, enforce and
promote compliance with this Act and
other Acts and the regulations made
under them in so far as they relate to
game hunting; and”;
(c) in paragraph (g), after “responsibility in”
insert “relation to recreational and
commercial”;
(d) in paragraph (i)(iv), for “habitat.” substitute
“habitat; and”;
(e) after paragraph (i) insert—
“(j) to provide advice to the Minister or
Secretary to assist in the development of
strategic policy or legislation in relation
to the development or management of
game hunting and game management in
Victoria; and
(k) to administer grants approved by the
Minister in relation to game and game
hunting.”.’.

These new clauses contain the bulk of the amendments
that I am putting forward today, with the rest of them
being mostly consequential. This amendment aims to
amend the objectives and functions of the Game
Management Authority. I just want to again make the
point that the wording in these amendments and the
way in which they have been structured is to
specifically reflect the Victorian Fisheries Authority
Act 2016. They are done in such a way as to
standardise the two organisations, to bring them into
sync with each other, and to enable both of the
organisations to operate in the same way. It is
recognised, I suppose, that the Victorian Fisheries
Authority is actually working and working well, and
they are provided with the funding to do so. I am
proposing these amendments to amend the Game
Management Authority Act 2015 in the hope that some
of the issues that the minister has raised in the context
of what has been reflected in the Pegasus report may in
fact be addressed.
Mr DAVIS — The opposition will support
Mr Young on his amendment. At the time that he
proposed his bill we supported it. We see merit in a
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number of the points that he is trying to achieve. The
minister put a case in her second-reading contribution
against some of the matters that Mr Young advances
here. She pointed to the review. I am not sure that a
review of this nature actually deals with many of the
issues that Mr Young is trying to raise. I think that we
can take an overly bureaucratic view and forget that
there are other important objectives here. I think
Mr Young’s approach certainly sharpens those
functions and objectives of the Game Management
Authority.
Dr RATNAM — The Greens will not be supporting
Mr Young’s amendment. I think it is worth noting that
my colleague Ms Pennicuik has raised several serious
concerns over time about the functioning of the Game
Management Authority (GMA). In fact we have called
for the GMA to be abolished and for its functions to be
returned to the departments. Now is not the time, given
the serious concerns that have been raised about the
Game Management Authority, for its powers and
functions to be expanded, when so much scrutiny is
being placed on its functions and operations.
The Pegasus report found several serious concerns over
how the GMA was operating. It has failed to fulfil its
compliance and enforcement responsibilities and the
institutional framework is fragmented. It is not just a
matter of resourcing and making its operations function
better and then these expanded functions will somehow
be realised — there is a fundamental problem with the
framework that guides the GMA, which is why so
many issues have arisen around its functions. There
have been questions around its independence and its
impartiality, with many suggestions that it is indeed not
an independent body, and it poses many risks in terms
of its current operations.
The report findings, as I said, were damning about the
GMA’s operation, its effectiveness, its governance
framework, its regulation and its operating model. So
we reiterate that as there have been so many serious
concerns raised about how the GMA works, now is not
the time to be expanding its functions. For those
reasons we will not be supporting the amendment.
Ms PULFORD — I do not have a great deal to add
to what I said in the summing up of the second-reading
debate, but the government will oppose this amendment
because we believe that in the current context it is
unworkable. I think Mr Davis has sought to make light
of the findings in the Pegasus report. I also think
Mr Davis is understating somewhat the consequences
of Mr Young’s amendments.
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I understand Mr Young’s objectives here. We took a
different approach to the previous government in
establishing the Victorian Fisheries Authority. I think
Mr Young prefers the approach that we took. What the
amendment that Mr Davis is supporting seeks to do is
shift the GMA’s role to make it much more like the
Victorian Fisheries Authority, but it is quite a
fundamental shift in terms of what the organisation and
staff would do every day when they get there and the
structure of the organisation. The former government
chose a model in establishing the Game Management
Authority that is very much that of a pure regulator. In
fact part of the GMA’s challenge, I think, is that in the
time since they were established they have not been a
regulator that has sought to engage with the people they
are regulating in a way that perhaps some of our other
regulators do, and in my portfolio there are a number of
others that I can think of that take a different approach.
This is such a fundamental shift in the approach and the
structure of the organisation.
As I have indicated previously, we do not really
know — and I invite Mr Young to respond to this —
what the financial consequences of this would be and
what the organisational consequences of this would be.
I do not know how much thought of the consequences
Mr Young has given this, but I certainly cannot with
any confidence say that the GMA has the resources to
undertake these tasks.
But aside from the question of resources, even if we
were all of a view that they ought to have a role in the
development of hunting and the promotion of hunting,
the GMA is just not in a position to do it at the moment.
The board is working through this really very critical
report, based on a deep analysis of the problems that are
bedevilling the Game Management Authority, and I am
just very concerned that if this becomes part of its
legislative requirement, the whole thing will become
impossibly difficult. It is already very, very difficult.
We need a functioning hunting regulator in this state,
and hunters need an effective regulator in the state.
So we will be opposing this, and if this amendment is
successful and this bill goes amended to the lower
house, then the government will take some time to
reflect on what that will mean and whether or not we
have the confidence to pass this bill with these
amendments in the lower house. Right now I have a
very, very low level of confidence that the GMA could
manage this in the context of all of the things it is
currently managing.
Mr YOUNG — It is somewhat difficult for me in
many ways to respond to some of the questions, being
an upper house member for a minor party. We do not
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have the resourcing behind us that a government or a
minister would have to look into the intricate details of
the funding that would be required for the operation of
the GMA. But I will be very frank that it is very
obvious that it would need an increase in funding. It is
very obvious that it would need an increase in staffing,
and there are also other things that we have been
advocating for a long time. Those are the things that we
believe this amendment would provide a mechanism
for to start fixing them. Then we would not be saying
that the system is broken at the same time as saying that
we do not want another system.
That is where I suppose I get a bit caught up with the
reasons why the government is opposing my
amendments, on the one hand saying that the system is
broken and needs review and then on the other hand not
going with a system that the government designed and
has admitted is working very well in fisheries. It is the
same system. We have actually used your approach, so
it is a bit of a contradiction in those terms.
I will reiterate that extra funding and resourcing and a
greater ability for the GMA to be able to perform those
roles are needed. We wanted it under the current
framework and we wanted it under this framework, and
I absolutely recognise that more is needed. I am sorry,
but I do not have a department that can work those
things out. I would imagine that in the time that has
elapsed from my bill on this issue until now,
particularly given the primary industries bill has come
up and we have had several months between the
flagging of these amendments and when they have hit
the table now, some work may have been able to be
done on that issue of whether the government could
provide me with some of those answers. But it is
simply beyond me to be able to do that in any certain
terms.
I have just one more point. The minister has used the
Pegasus report quite a bit in her response to the
second-reading debate and again at the start of the
committee stage. The Pegasus report has some very
damning things in it. I ask the minister if she could
provide any clarity around the independence of that
report, given the history of the organisation that was
used in the commissioning of that Pegasus report and
its previous work on other things such as for Animals
Australia and the RSPCA — in the work that has been
done on issues like the other live export industry. That
report has some really serious questions hanging over
it. The Greens most certainly are wrapped with that
report; they have pretty much said so. I bet they would
have been doing backflips of joy when it came out.
They think it is an excuse, a reason — ‘It is all we need
now to shut down the GMA’. That is what they want,
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and the government is starting to move down that path.
I seriously have questions as to the independence of the
body in commissioning that report.
Mr DAVIS — I want to make some further
commentary on this. The truth of the matter, as the
minister in a sense has let the cat out of the bag, is that
the GMA was created by the former government. This
government is not committed to it. It would prefer it
went — was disbanded and dealt with differently —
Ms Pulford — We’re trying to fix it.
Mr DAVIS — No, the truth of the matter is that the
government would like to take a very different
approach. I am not persuaded by the feeble points that
have been made. The fact is that whatever deficiencies
are there can be managed and dealt with and can be
improved, and these changes that have been proposed
by Mr Young are a step in that direction. Let us be quite
clear —
Ms Pulford — You’re embarrassing yourself.
Mr DAVIS — No, I am calling you out for the fact
that you actually want to pull the GMA down. That is
the truth of the matter. This is a very clear example —
Ms Pennicuik — I do.
Mr DAVIS — I know you do, but this is the Greens
and Labor working in unison to attack the GMA, a
body neither of them ever liked. That is actually truly
what is going on here. Let us be very clear about what
is occurring.
Ms PULFORD — If I could just quickly respond, it
is clear that Mr Davis is unfamiliar with the matter he is
talking about. The GMA was established by the former
government. It seemed to all appearances to be
undertaking its task adequately until it had its first
difficult test —
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Ms Pennicuik would disagree
with that. The government has no agenda about the
GMA. The government’s view is that hunting ought to
be properly regulated, and the government now has a
report before it that says that we have got real problems
with the regulator. The regulator that we set up, as
Mr Young indicated, is the one that is travelling pretty
well, I think, although we had the benefit of learning
from the former government’s mistakes. These are
issues that have only really come to light in relatively
recent times, certainly the extent of them —
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Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Ms PULFORD — I can hear Ms Pennicuik over
my shoulder, who probably has a different view to the
government on this.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, Ms Pennicuik. Our
priority and our focus is on ensuring that hunting is
properly regulated. It is absolutely imperative that it is
properly regulated, and at the moment there are some
real deficiencies. So we have this review. I heard the
aspersions that Mr Young was casting about Pegasus
Economics. It is a consultancy that was commissioned
by the Game Management Authority. It was not
commissioned by the government, it was
commissioned by the Game Management Authority
and, as I understand, it has considerable expertise in the
review of regulators. So if Mr Young has a problem
with Pegasus, a company with whom I have had no
dealings ever, I would encourage him perhaps to take it
up with the company however he may choose. But the
report does present us with a serious problem, which
we are taking seriously. The findings in that report do
certainly ring true, and I think they need to be taken
seriously and not dismissed, so that is what we are
doing.
Mr YOUNG — At the risk of causing confusion, I
would like to respond to two points made by the
minister just now. The first is in relation to the assertion
by the minister that they have created a body with a
framework that is working well.
Ms Pulford — It is.
Mr YOUNG — Again she is standing by that. You
have created a body with a framework that is working
well. At the same time you are saying that the previous
government created a body with a framework that did
not work, as well as indicating that you are going to
oppose an amendment that would change the body that
you just said did not work into the same framework as
the body you are claiming does.
That is the point that I have been making the entire
time. You are recognising that it works and opposing
the changes at the same time, and it does not make
sense.
On the second point, in relation to the GMA
commissioning Pegasus Economics, I just want to ask a
question of the minister as to where the
recommendation for that group came from — whether
that recommendation came from the department or
from somewhere in the government.
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Ms PULFORD — If I can just respond to the first
part and then I will take some advice on the second,
Mr Young is suggesting that changing the functions of
the authority would fix all of the problems. It is
analogous to putting a second storey on a house that has
weak foundations.
Mr Young interjected.
Ms PULFORD — My point — and we probably
should wrap this up because it is all getting very
repetitious for us all — is that the GMA is not in a fit
state to be taking on a whole new task at the moment. If
we were setting the GMA up from scratch, maybe we
would set it up the way we set up the Victorian
Fisheries Authority, but you missed the point that at the
moment the GMA is not able to adequately perform the
tasks it already has, let alone a whole lot of new tasks.
So on this I think we just have to agree to disagree. On
the question of the consultant’s appointment, I will be
back in a second.
I am advised that the GMA, when embarking on the
review that they undertook, sought a list of
organisations that would be skilled in this kind of
review and that was provided.
Committee divided on new clauses:
Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr (Teller)

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 19
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr (Teller)

New clauses agreed to.

Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr (Teller)
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms
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Clause 41
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
invite Mr Young to move his amendments 2 and 3.
Mr YOUNG — I move:
2.

Clause 41, after line 10 insert—
‘(1) For section 8(2) of the Game Management Act
2014 substitute—
“(2) If the Authority is given a written direction
under subsection (1), the Authority must
publish the direction—
(a) in the Government Gazette within
14 days of receiving the direction; and
(b) in its annual report; and
(c) on its Internet site.”.’.

3.

Clause 41, line 11, before “After” insert “(2)”.

Mr DAVIS — We will support these amendments.
Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 19
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms

Amendments agreed to.
Amended clause agreed to; clauses 42 to 73 agreed
to.
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Clause 74
Mr YOUNG — I move:
4.

Clause 74, line 11, omit “77” and insert “79”.

5.

Clause 74, line 19, omit “77” and insert “79”.

Committee divided on amendments:
Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Lovell, Ms
Morris, Mr

O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 19
Dalidakis, Mr
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mulino, Mr

Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Ratnam, Dr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Springle, Ms
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Truong, Ms

Amendments agreed to.
Amended clause agreed to; clauses 75 to 104 agreed
to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND
GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE
AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 December 2017; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Special Minister of State).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(15:03) — I have pleasure in making a few remarks on
the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage
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Amendment Bill 2017 on behalf of the Liberal and
National parties and indicate at the outset that we will
not be opposing the bill. The purpose of the bill is to
amend the Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas
Storage Act 2010 to provide protections for the holders
of petroleum titles affected by changes to the boundary
between the offshore area and the
commonwealth-defined offshore area.
The amendments in this bill are to ensure that the
titleholders who are affected by such a boundary
change receive equivalent entitlements to those that
they would have otherwise had were it not for the
boundary change. This will maintain the integrity of the
title area as a whole so that any existing offshore
activities in the area and related investment by a
titleholder are not undermined by a shift in the
boundary. The amendments, I understand, broadly
mirror the boundary change provisions in the
commonwealth Offshore Petroleum and Greenhouse
Gas Storage Act 2006.
The bill amends existing provisions in the Victorian act
to ensure that the effect of the boundary change is
delayed with respect to a commonwealth petroleum or
greenhouse gas title whilst that title remains in force —
that is, until it falls due for renewal or it expires. It also
automatically grants or extends the coverage of
commonwealth petroleum titles where part of a title
moves from the commonwealth to Victorian coastal
waters as a result of a boundary change. It also provides
arrangements for the valid granting of renewals of
Victorian petroleum and greenhouse gas titles where
part of that title has moved into commonwealth waters
as a result of a boundary change.
Under the 1979 offshore constitutional settlement the
commonwealth, the states and the Northern Territory
maintain common rules for the regulation of offshore
activities. Consistent with that agreement, the bill
provides mirror arrangements for the protection of
commonwealth title rights in the event of a boundary
change, and the commonwealth act already provides
this protection to state and Northern Territory titles.
The extent and timing of any future boundary shift is
not yet confirmed, so it is not possible to state with
certainty to how many or to which particular titles the
amendments may apply. Nevertheless, the substantial
movement in the boundary could affect up to 17 current
commonwealth petroleum titles located along or near
the coastal waters boundary, 10 pipeline licences, three
exploration permits and one production licence and
three retention leases. The pipeline licences in
particular are, I understand, vulnerable because a
licence may extend from commonwealth waters across
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the coastal water boundary to carry raw products from
Bass Strait petroleum fields to onshore Victoria for
processing. Any titleholders affected by a maritime
boundary change would benefit from the amendments,
and the bill is unlikely to have wider impact on the
community.
I understand that the commonwealth Department of
Industry, Innovation and Science was consulted during
the drafting and raised no concerns with the bill.
Similarly the shadow minister for the Liberal and
National parties, David Southwick, consulted with a
number of the energy bodies and, in addition to that,
with the Minerals Council of Australia, the St Vincent
de Paul Society of Victoria, Jemena, the Clean Energy
Council, the Australian Energy Council, AGL and a
number of others. There were certainly no issues that
were unearthed. I also understand that departmental
consultations with stakeholders also resulted in no
opposition or concerns being raised by any affected
stakeholders.
The opposition have some questions that we would like
to explore in committee. It is a very important area of
policy, not so much the contents of the bill but the
entire area of gas exploration, in particular onshore gas,
especially in the context of a changing environment,
less energy security, astronomically rising energy prices
and the fact that indeed Victorian households are
paying something like $500 more for gas under Labor
than previously. There has been this sort of ideological
ban on onshore gas. With winter upon us, Victorians
are finding it increasingly more expensive to heat their
homes, to run their businesses and to put food on the
table. Also recently the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission chairman, Rod Sims, blasted
Labor’s ban on conventional onshore gas in Victoria,
saying that the ban has led Victorian households and
businesses to be exposed to higher and more volatile
domestic prices. This is indeed the case.
In addition to that, the consequences for business are
astronomical. I know that one of my businesses in the
Dandenong area was looking at a $1.5 million increase
in energy prices in one financial year. That is
$1.5 million off the bottom line. Obviously that would
mean reducing operations and reducing jobs. This is
just a cascading effect right throughout the economy.
With Victorian households paying $500 more for gas
since 2016, I think Labor’s very stubborn refusal to
overturn its onshore gas ban means there is no end to
the price pain in sight.
There were also some interesting shifts in the Northern
Territory that change the debate following a very
extensive independent report. I think there is a real need
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for Labor to start listening to industry, regulators and
consumers and to really work through its ideological
onshore gas ban to reduce cost-of-living pressures and
avoid gas shortages, especially during winter.
As I said, the amendments are aimed at bringing state
legislation closer to the relevant commonwealth
legislation. This will protect current and future offshore
petroleum and greenhouse gas titleholders. Offshore
petroleum is much harder to both process and
harness — to mine — rather than onshore gas. Western
Australia has enacted similar legislation as only
Western Australia and Victoria have viable offshore
petroleum reserves. The need for this legislation is only
relevant to those two states. The coalition does not
oppose the original legislation introduced in early 2010,
but we do consider that the government’s policy on
onshore exploration should be revisited promptly,
especially in the changing energy environment.
There are some questions that we would like to explore
in the committee stage, in particular to explore some of
the government’s own inconsistencies in this area of
policy. I look forward to having the opportunity of
doing so during the committee stage.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (15:11) — I
also rise to speak on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment Bill 2017. This
bill is technical in nature. It just deals with some
technical issues. There is nothing earth shattering about
this bill. Our waters are governed by state and federal
governments. From time to time the boundaries need to
be looked at and regulated. This bill gives effect to
some of these changes or the potential changes that
might occur. The state has jurisdiction over Victorian
coastal waters which apply from the territorial sea
baseline to 3 nautical miles seaward, and the
commonwealth has jurisdiction about 3 nautical miles
to the continental shelf. Under the Offshore
Constitutional Settlement Agreement 1979 the
commonwealth and the state agreed to maintain
common rules and principles to deal with that. It is my
understanding that the commonwealth has passed
legislation to deal with some of the issues that are now
going to be dealt with by this bill.
Geoscience Australia, an organisation which has the
ongoing responsibility of defining the limits of
Australia’s maritime jurisdiction, is currently
undertaking a review of the offshore coastal boundary
in Victoria. The boundary between Victorian coastal
waters and commonwealth waters could shift as a result
of Geoscience Australia’s remapping of the territorial
sea baseline. It is my understanding that an
announcement about this and any relevant changes may
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be made sometime next year. If the boundary were to
shift, part of whatever title was granted under the
commonwealth act adjacent to the coastal waters
boundary may cease to be within commonwealth
waters and become located in Victorian coastal waters,
so the commonwealth may no longer have jurisdiction
to deal with the title which has moved. So it is very
important to actually close some loopholes in the
current legislation so that in the event that some of
these boundaries change there is preservation for people
currently holding titles in these waters.
Offshore gas exploration in Victoria is quite significant.
It is a large part of the Victorian economy. This
legislation makes sure that any boundary changes will
not lead to disputes. The bill is meant to grant existing
titleholders rights and ensure that they do not end up
losing out, because we know there are a lot of
investments where there are pipelines and platforms.
Therefore the bill sort of addresses problems which
could result from the mapping currently taking place.
We appreciate that members will support this
legislation. I do acknowledge some of the points made
by Mrs Peulich in relation to some questions that might
be asked when this bill goes to the committee stage. I
was curious to hear that they might not be related to the
bill; they might be related to just the policies. We know
that the issue of gas supply in the state of Victoria, and
in fact on the entire east coast of Australia, has been a
hot issue in the last few years. The pressure on power
costs and gas prices has been going up in recent times.
Unfortunately instead of people sticking to the facts it
has become a political issue. That is unfortunate. We
know there are significant changes happening in the gas
market on the east coast following the rise in gas
exports.
However, let us be clear about this: this is not supply
issue, it is a demand issue. For example, Victoria
produces enough gas for 7.2 million households but
only uses 3.6 million households’ worth. That is about
206 petajoules that we use a year. The Australian
Energy Regulator has confirmed that we are producing
approximately 400 petajoules of gas each year in waters
off Victoria’s coast. Clearly too much of our gas has
been exported either interstate or overseas, so this is not
about supply or whether or not enough gas is being
produced in Victoria. We clearly do have more than
enough to meet our domestic and industry needs, but
unfortunately the question is how much of it is actually
exported interstate or overseas.
That debate is ongoing, and I understand the current
federal government and various states are in discussions
about it. Some measures are being put in place to try to
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address that problem, and I think it is an issue that
needs a bipartisan approach between various levels of
government in Australia to basically come up with the
right solution. But I just want to point out that this bill
does not deal with the issue of where gas is explored,
how much there is of it and where it should be
distributed; it is simply clarifying that if as a result of
the new mapping which is taking place as we speak any
potential issues arise or boundaries change, existing
titleholders will not be disadvantaged by the changes.
With these few comments, I endorse the bill and hope
the house will support the bill.
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (15:17) — I rise
to make my contribution to the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment Bill 2017. I note
that this bill amends the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2010 to provide
protections to the holders of the petroleum titles
affected by changes to the boundary between the
offshore area and the commonwealth-defined offshore
area.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed it does, Mr Finn.
Mr MORRIS — The amendments in this bill seek
to ensure that a titleholder who is affected by a
boundary change receives equivalent entitlements to
those they would have had were it not for the relevant
boundary change. The bill goes on to provide reciprocal
arrangements for the protection of commonwealth
petroleum title rights in the event of a boundary change,
a feature already provided for in the state petroleum
titles under relevant commonwealth legislation, whilst
also going on to amend delaying provisions to ensure
that the effect of a boundary change is delayed with
respect to a commonwealth title while that title remains
in force.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — Indeed, Mr Finn, such as has
happened federally — the redistribution of some federal
seats across Victoria, with some very interestingly
named electorates being proposed by the Australian
Electoral Commission. Let us see whether or not that
does get anywhere.
The bill further goes on to establish a framework to
automatically grant or extend the coverage of
commonwealth petroleum titles where part of the title
moves from commonwealth to Victorian coastal waters
as a result of a boundary change. It also provides
arrangements for the valid granting of renewals of
Victorian petroleum and greenhouse gas titles where
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part of that title has moved into commonwealth waters
as a result of a boundary change. There is also within
the bill the overarching impact to align state and
commonwealth legislation and increased protections for
relevant titleholders.

opposite, and maybe the Minister for Small Business, to
do — on the odd occasion, just in passing, maybe have
a conversation with a businessperson.

However, I do think that one of the important points,
and a point that is often made in this house, is that we
are unfortunately in somewhat of an energy crisis at this
point in time in our state. The reason for this energy
crisis is sitting opposite the members on this side of the
house. Unfortunately there are multiple reasons for this
energy crisis, but they can all be traced back to this
Labor government and their very actions.

Mr MORRIS — Indeed, Mr Dalidakis could well
do that. The impact that the rising cost of gas is having
on businesses is significant. I have spoken to businesses
that are talking about the doubling, tripling and even
quadrupling of their gas costs. This is not something
that in many of these industries and businesses can be
passed on or built into the price of the end product, so
the decision being made by some of these businesses is
to cut jobs. It is very unfortunate to see businesses
being placed in this position, particularly when there is
a supply of gas within Victoria which the government
refuses to explore. That is something that has been
widely condemned by industry groups and business
more broadly. But not only that, it should be
condemned by —

One of those actions of course has been the tripling of
the tax on coal, which forced the closure of the
Hazelwood power station, sending energy prices,
electricity prices, skyrocketing. What we have also seen
is that through this skyrocketing of our energy prices
through the closure of Hazelwood there has been a lack
of certainty of supply of energy across Victoria as well.
I note that it was not last summer but the summer
before that there was almost a scheduled or forced
blackout of Ballarat due to the energy crisis that we had
been facing. There was a period of peak demand over
the summer and decisions looked like they would have
to be made about where the energy supply was going to
be shut down, and Ballarat was at the top of the list.
I have spoken to many Ballarat businesses, which are
exceptionally concerned about the impact that such a
shutdown would have on their businesses. I have
spoken to residents who are very concerned about the
impact that a forced shutdown of the electricity supply
to a regional city such as Ballarat would have on the
more vulnerable in our community, either those who
are slightly more advanced in years or vulnerable
people at the other end of the age spectrum as well —
that is, those much younger in years — particularly
during a very warm period, and in particular an
elongated period of warm weather, which as Mr Finn
well knows we see in Ballarat on a regular basis.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — There is a bit of snow around
Ballarat today, Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr MORRIS — In Gordon, yes. There are not only
concerns about electricity cost and supply but also very
real concerns about gas supply. I am in regular contact
with businesses, as I know many on this side of the
house are. It is something that I would encourage those

Mr Finn — Especially Mr Dalidakis.

Mr Leane — Are you going to lift the ban on
fracking?
Mr MORRIS — We are not talking about fracking,
Mr Leane, and you well know that. It is conventional
gas.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MORRIS — This is not what we are talking
about. One of the issues is that you do not know,
Mr Leane, how much gas there is available because you
have banned exploration. This is one of the things. An
outright ban was placed on it. Why? Because the Labor
Party have been forced into this position because they
were part of a scare campaign that they themselves got
caught up in. The Labor Party thought, ‘We’ll jump on
board with this’, and since they jumped on board we
have seen the skyrocketing cost of gas.
The many, many people that I have had the good
fortune to chat to, both in my office and at their front
doors when I have been out and about talking to people,
cite two things — being scared about being attacked in
their own homes and the cost of their gas and electricity
bills — as the two biggest issues that they are facing.
They are two of the biggest issues they are facing that
are directly in the purview of this state government,
which is refusing to do anything about them, and they
are constant causes of concern for these people. It is the
pensioners who do not turn on the heaters because they
cannot afford their bills.
Mr Finn interjected.
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Mr MORRIS — That is right; rather than turning
on their heater they are in bed all day or they are
wandering around inside with jackets on because they
cannot afford to put their heating on, or indeed they are
heading to the shopping centres and hanging about
there because of the cost of heating, and in the summer
months cooling, their homes.
It is an indictment of Labor that they have failed to deal
with the energy crisis that grips our state at this time.
They have washed their hands of it. They have pointed
to wind turbines, saying, ‘This is going to be the
saviour of the world’. There is no doubt that there needs
to be a mix of renewables and the more baseline power
in our energy system. However, unfortunately Labor
have placed all their eggs in one basket, and when the
wind stops blowing then our state will turn into a basket
case. Once the wind stops blowing and those wind
turbines stop turning —
Mr Ramsay — Mr Gepp could actually blow a
wind farm all by himself.
Mr MORRIS — I think you’re right, Mr Ramsay.
There could be quite a few opposite who could keep
wind turbines going, but once they stopped to take a
breath the lights would go out. We saw what happened
in South Australia to the Labor government, which
could not keep the lights on. We saw skyrocketing
energy prices in South Australia, and the good people
of South Australia voted with their feet. They cast their
vote to send an incompetent Labor government out of
office and to elect a Liberal government. I do not
underestimate the task they have.
Mr Finn — Steven Marshall will do a good job.
Mr MORRIS — Yes, Steven Marshall will do a
wonderful job as Premier of South Australia.
Mr Finn — He’s a good Marshall.
Mr MORRIS — He is a good Marshall; he is a very
good Marshall.
Mr Finn — As distinct from the other Marshall.
Mr MORRIS — He has a big job on his hands
though, because what he has been left by Labor in
South Australia is going to have to be turned around. It
is a bit like turning the Titanic — it’s a big job, but you
have to start turning it around.
Mr Finn — Especially after it’s sunk!
Mr MORRIS — The promise of a big battery in
South Australia was what Labor pinned their hopes
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upon there. I note that Labor in Victoria have also
promised a big battery for Ballarat, just in Warrenheip.
Do you know when they promised it would come
online? This summer — this past summer. Guess what?
They still have not started. This is how far off they are.
Ms Shing — I think you need to go to emergency at
the base hospital.
Mr MORRIS — In Ballarat?
Ms Shing — Yes.
Mr MORRIS — The one that you’re not going to
build until 2022? Is that the one you’re talking about?
Ms Shing — No, no. The one that lots of people
need for the smallest of household accidents.
Mr MORRIS — I’m not sure that’s quite right. It is
a grave concern what is happening with the energy
market here in Victoria. What we do need to do is
ensure that there is a reliable energy market and system
in the state of Victoria. That is something that I am
quite sure will be achieved post November this year,
once the Guy government is elected. At this point I will
cease my contribution, and I look forward to hearing
other contributions.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (15:30) — It is
only a little over four years ago that Victoria had the
cheapest and most reliable energy supply in Australia.
Today Victoria faces a huge energy crisis, and
Victorians are entitled to ask what happened. Four
years ago we had all the cheap energy that we could
possibly want, so what happened between then and
now? The answer is very simple: Daniel Andrews
happened between then and now. It is the Andrews
government that is solely responsible for the destruction
of the energy reliability and energy competitiveness
that Victoria had enjoyed for many a long year. Never
has any government in the history of probably
Australia, with perhaps the exception of the former
South Australian government, gone in so hard to
destroy the basis of its own state. It is quite
extraordinary.
We are seeing some of the highest electricity and gas
prices in Australia as a result of the Andrews Socialist
Left government. That got Mr Jennings’s attention. The
eyebrow shot up then. Mention the Socialist Left, and
that will get anybody’s attention over there. They are
very keen on that.
Mr Jennings interjected.
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Mr FINN — Mr Jennings, let me assure you, I am
about to take you on the trip of a lifetime. The prices
that Victorians are now forced to pay for electricity and
gas are outrageous. They are criminal, particularly
when you consider the supply that we could use but that
the Andrews government will not let us use. Those
prices and the unreliability of supply hurt Victorian
families. Remember when the Labor Party used to talk
about working families? They do not care about
families anymore, whether they are working or not. As
long as they can push ahead with their green left agenda
of climate change — their kneeling at the altar of
climate change — they do not care about Victorian
families.
They do not care about the elderly people in this state
who stay in bed all day on a day like today, which is
pretty chilly outside. I do not know if anybody has been
outside in the last couple of hours, but it is very chilly
outside. There are huge numbers of elderly Victorians
who stay in bed all day just to keep warm because they
cannot afford to heat their own homes. They cannot
afford that and that is just appalling, but that is what
Labor has done to the elderly people of Victoria. Let
me tell you, those people who have contributed or have
paid their taxes deserve better than what this
government is dishing out to them now in their twilight
years.
Those prices that we speak of and the lack of reliability
also hurt workers. I remember when the Labor Party
used to talk about the workers non-stop. They said, ‘We
are the party of the workers’. No longer can the Labor
Party claim to be the party of the workers, because they
have done the workers in the eye, because the workers
are the ones that have to pay the bills. They have to pay
the electricity bills, they have to pay the gas bills and,
most importantly perhaps, they are the ones who lose
their jobs when their employer puts them off to pay the
electricity and gas bills that we now have to cope with
in Victoria.
So many small businesses in particular are struggling
under the huge burden of energy costs that is
unprecedented in the history of this state, and we know
that small business is the backbone of our state and
indeed our nation. You would not think so when you
listen to Mr Dalidakis, allegedly the small business
minister. He does not seem to know much about it, but
let me assure the house and Mr Dalidakis, if he happens
to be listening to this debate, that small business is
indeed the backbone of this nation and certainly the
engine room of our economy. For small business
people to be slugged in the way that they are by
exorbitant energy prices is a form of poisoning the
economy. Unfortunately it is not just small business
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people that suffer; it is the workers, their employees,
who are put off work because the employers cannot
afford to keep them on. That is not good for small
business and it is not good for workers. But as I said,
the Labor Party no longer cares about workers. It is far
more interested in green left ideology, and that is the
bottom line.
We have seen over the last decade I suppose, federally
and at the state level, the Labor Party sell out workers
and sell out families in pursuit of these ratbag green left
policies in support of trying to stop something that does
not actually exist — that is, global warming. Julia
Gillard used to tell us that the earth is warming. Well
the fact of the matter is the earth has not warmed for
over 20 years. This is what is known by climate
scientists as a pause — it is a fair pause, don’t you
think? — and we have to pay the bill. If we have got
this pause, this two-decade-long pause, why are we still
paying these exorbitant prices? To stop something that
is not happening. It is insane.
Is it any wonder that people are sick to death of hearing
about this nonsensical man-made climate change, this
nonsensical global warming? Is it any wonder that
people are sick of hearing the predictions of gloom and
doom from the likes of Sandbags Flannery, the likes of
Al Gore and whoever wants a handout? They pop up
and they say, ‘The end is nigh. Global warming is
going to kill us all. Now give me some money and I’ll
fix it’. It is one of the greatest rorts — speaking of rorts,
there they are over the other side — in the history of the
world. There are so many people going hell for leather
and collecting huge sums of money as a result of this
scam, this climate change, global warming scam that
we have seen the world over.
The people of Victoria are seeing through what is going
on in this state. They are seeing their government
making the people of this state suffer to satisfy a green
left agenda that is pure nonsense. I am very hopeful that
we will see an end to that green left agenda and those
stark acts of ratbaggery that we have seen from this
government. I am very hopeful that we will see an end
to all of that in November of this year. I know that only
a Liberal-Nationals government will restore the
reliability and the affordability of our energy resources
to the people of Victoria, because the people of Victoria
know that we have as a potential Premier, a man who
indeed will be Premier post November, somebody who
does actually care about the workers, who does actually
care about families, who does actually care about the
elderly. He will not put some ratbag left-wing ideology
ahead of the welfare of the people of Victoria, and that
man is Matthew Guy. I for one cannot wait for him to
take the Premier’s office, because the present
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incumbent leaves a fair bit to be desired, to say the very
least.
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr FINN — Peter Marshall is a good mate of his, I
understand. We were talking before about the new
Premier of South Australia, who rode to victory on the
fact that —
Mr Jennings — Name him.
Mr FINN — Steve Marshall, a good man. He is the
good Marshall.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr FINN — No, Mr Jennings, he is the good
Marshall, as distinct from Peter Marshall, who is the
bad Marshall. Steve Marshall came to power earlier this
year in South Australia on the back of a Labor
government that had put all its chips on a battery, and it
lost big time. That is what is going to happen with this
crowd come November because people are not stupid.
Victorians are not stupid, and they will not be treated as
being stupid by this crowd over here. They will not be
treated as idiots by this government. They are sick to
death of this crowd over here slugging them time and
time and time again to try and stop something that does
not actually exist.
Mr Morris — And they’re sick of being lied to.
Mr FINN — They are sick to death of being lied to
by this government, because this is an intrinsically
dishonest government. There may be some who
genuinely believe their rhetoric about global warming
and climate change and all that sort of nonsense; they
might actually believe that. But I know that the
overwhelming majority of members opposite know that
they are taking us for a ride. They know that it is a con,
they know that it is scam. They see people the world
over ripping off taxpayers left, right and centre.
This climate change industry is one of the great frauds
in the history of the world. There is a growing
acceptance among the populace that man-made climate
change — global warming — is a nonsense. We should
be under water according to so many of these so-called
climate change experts that happened to collect the
money and run. As I said, they tell us that the end is
nigh and then they say, ‘Give us the money and we’ll
fix it’. Well, they got the money and then they tell us it
has got worse. What is going on there? It is just
outrageous. It is time for common sense and it is time
for decency to be returned to this whole energy debate.
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The people of Victoria are running a distant last. They
are not on the radar as far as this government is
concerned; they are not on this government’s agenda at
all. The welfare of the people is something that the
government care for not one little bit. They look after
their mates; there are plenty of people who are making
lots of money out of this scam. They scare the naive
and they scare those who are easily sucked in,
particularly in the inner city, it has to be said. I have
always said that I wish I could afford to vote Green. I
would not, but I wish I could afford to. The coalition
partners of this Labor Party, as has been formalised it
seems, in this house anyway over recent months, are the
Greens. That is what is driving this whole thing. I am
very hopeful and very confident, I have to say, that all
of this is about to come to a screeching halt on
24 November this year. All I can say to the house is,
‘Bring it on’.
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) (15:45) — I must
say I do admire my colleague Mr Finn. Even I could
not rise to the occasion of speaking for 15 minutes and
not even get close to the bill. I would probably find
some tenuous link somewhere in my 15 minutes on the
bill, but Mr Finn has totally outdone himself. It is ironic
to be here on a Thursday afternoon speaking on a bill
that has got very small amendments aimed at trying to
protect the titles of titleholders, and Mr Finn gives a
15-minute presentation on climate change. The poor
advisers in the box must be thinking, ‘What am I doing
here?’. Anyway, I am going to do my best to actually
bring us back to what we are doing here.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, there is all sorts of gas in this
chamber, Mr Jennings. The bill amends the Offshore
Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2010 to
provide protections for the holders of petroleum titles
affected by changes to the boundary between the
Victorian offshore area and the commonwealth-defined
offshore area. As our lead speaker said, we are not
opposing this amendment bill; in fact we supported the
original legislation in 2010.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr RAMSAY — This is an amendment, Mr Finn,
to a piece of legislation we actually supported back in
2010, and there are some protective elements in it for
titleholders.
The bill brings the state legislation closer to relevant
commonwealth legislation and will protect current and
future offshore petroleum and greenhouse gas
titleholders. In fact Western Australia has very similar
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legislation. Given that Western Australia and Victoria
are the only two states that have viable offshore
petroleum, the need for this legislation is only relevant
to those two states. Assuming this passes, both states
will have similar amendments.
Mr Jennings invited me to talk about storage. There is
an issue around petroleum storage. What should be a
worry to this state and the country more generally is
that we have very limited reserves of fuel. In fact I
think there is a requirement under law to have — and I
cannot remember the exact —
Mr Morris interjected.
Mr RAMSAY — Yes, 60 to 90 days, and we are
well below that figure. Perhaps if the minders are sitting
there and thinking, ‘What on earth am I doing here?’,
they may well put their minds around how we can best
build up our reserves of fuel so we do not find
ourselves in a national crisis and a security crisis if we
run out of petroleum. I think that is perhaps much more
important than some of the discussion that we have had
this afternoon.
While I am on my feet I flag that the minister
responsible is Ms Pulford, and I hope she is listening,
because the bill we previously debated, the Primary
Industries Legislation Amendment Bill 2017, will be
going back to the Assembly with amendments, and a
delay in the Assembly either approving that bill or not
will have a significant impact on those commercial
fishermen on the Bellarine Peninsula who are awaiting
the passage of that bill so they can access compensation
for their licences. While we are talking about protection
of petroleum titles here, I encourage Ms Pulford to do
whatever she can to push forward with the amendments
to the Primary Industries Legislation Amendment Bill
so that it passes in the Assembly and compensation can
be accessed by those commercial fishermen who wish
to fast-track their exit and are seeking the compensation
they deserve.
In respect of this bill I also want to flag, as Mr Finn and
Mr Morris ably did, the importance of the Labor Party
supporting a position of allowing onshore conventional
gas exploration. We know that apart from our
petroleum and our rich reserves of coal, the gas reserves
we have, particularly those near where I live in the
Otway Basin and the South-West Coast, are ripe for
plucking through commercial conventional gas
exploration. It is the Labor Party that is actually
stopping that opportunity, so I do implore the
government to reconsider their position in relation to
being able to extract gas onshore.
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I also wish to flag with the government the importance
of providing three-phase power to the south-west. My
colleagues have mentioned this. It is important for
industry and for primary producers, particularly dairy
farmers, that they have a secure and reliable supply of
three-phase power in south-west Victoria, and I did not
see anything in the budget that would indicate to me
that the government is willing to invest in that grid in
the south-west to enable factories in particular,
processors and farmers to access three-phase power. I
do encourage the government to look at that.
Other issues that have been raised in other contributions
deal with the matter of alternate energy in relation to
wind and solar. Again I ask the government to
reconsider — and the advisers may well want to have
some discussion about this — how we appropriately
plan our wind farms, particularly across western
Victoria, which is soon to be host to most of the wind
farms in this state. There seems to be a lack of
willingness by the operators, the generators, to share
infrastructure. We have got poles and wires running all
over the place in regional Victoria, connecting these
turbines to the grid, but there does not seem to be any
sharing or any willingness by the generators to share
some of that infrastructure. They just duplicate it, so
now as well as having a mass of turbines we also have a
mass of posts and wires all over the place. They really
are changing the landscape, to the detriment of the
environment and those who choose to live in regional
Victoria for its livability and beautiful landscapes,
which are being totally compromised by this
investment in infrastructure to host the plethora of wind
farms that are being heavily subsidised by the taxpayer
and also encouraged by the state RET — renewable
energy target.
Can anyone explain to me why states would have their
own renewable energy targets? It just does not make
sense. You do not have air shutting off at the border; air
moves around. We produce less than 1.5 per cent of the
greenhouse gas emissions of the whole world, so we are
a very small player in greenhouse emissions, yet states
all have different renewable energy targets, which
obviously stimulate artificially many of our renewable
energy projects. We should get rid of the RET and start
using some of our natural resources — our gas
resources and our coal resources — and yes, use some
wind and solar and create some decent planning rules
around the use of solar farms.
As we have heard, a number of solar farms are now
actually having an impact on the areas in which they
are located, so we need to think carefully about how we
put appropriate planning rules around the establishment
of solar farms, just as we need to have a rethink of the
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current planning rules and permits around wind farm
establishment, because I believe we are overdoing it.
We are overcooking that market in western Victoria.

mapping that is being carried out. It allows for the
realignment of titles and boundaries where remapping
has occurred in tidal waters.

Ms Shing — ‘Overcooking’ — I see what you did
there. Very droll, Mr Ramsay.

The bill also provides reciprocal arrangements for the
protection of commonwealth petroleum title rights in
the event of a boundary change, a feature that is already
provided for state petroleum titles under
commonwealth legislation. This will flip it so that
commonwealth title rights are protected under the state
system. It amends the delaying provisions to ensure that
the effect of a boundary change is delayed with respect
to a commonwealth title while that title remains in
force. The overarching impact of this bill is to better
align the state and commonwealth legislation and
increase protection for those relevant permit-holders
and titleholders.

Mr RAMSAY — It is having a significant impact
on those who live and work in western Victoria,
Ms Shing.
It is good to see that the government has actually
consulted stakeholders in respect to this bill — quite a
number of them — and they all seem to not have an
issue with this bill. In fact some are even supportive of
it: AGL, the Australian Energy Council, the Clean
Energy Council and EnergyAustralia; St Vincent de
Paul in Victoria even gets a mention. The Minerals
Council of Australia seems to be reasonably
non-committal with no strong view either way, which is
a bit strange for that organisation. Normally the
minerals council has quite a strong view about
everything, but apparently in the case of this
amendment bill that is not so.
I see I have enthralled those on the benches opposite
with my contribution this afternoon. I know you want
me to finish now because you want to get home. In
closing, I would like to say that we are not opposing
this bill. It is not a large or complex bill, and we look
forward to its speedy passage.
Ms BATH (Eastern Victoria) (15:55) — I am
pleased to rise today to speak on the Offshore
Petroleum and Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment
Bill 2017. It is very important that we properly manage
our offshore resources in terms of petroleum and gas. It
is important to facilitate the mechanisms that allow
those companies, those permit-holders, to seek to
explore natural gas offshore under proper jurisdiction
and proper regulation and without impediment. It is for
those reasons that The Nationals will not be opposing
this bill this afternoon.
The bill amends the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Act 2010 to provide
protections for the holders of petroleum titles affected
by changes to the boundary between the offshore area
and the commonwealth-defined offshore area. The
amendments in this bill will ensure that a permit-holder
that is affected by a boundary change receives
equivalent entitlements to those that they would have
otherwise had were it not for the relevant boundary
changing in the first place. In effect this bill is designed
to protect those entities that have existing permits to
ensure that they are not disadvantaged by the new

The coastal water boundary is designated as a belt of
water or a zone of water that is 3 nautical miles seaward
from the designated point at which the shore finishes.
From doing some research I understand that there are
17 commonwealth petroleum titles that are next to or
align with these coastal waters boundaries. There are
three exploration permits, one production licence, three
retention licences and 10 pipeline licences, noting that
there is a Tasmanian pipeline that extends from
Victoria to Tasmania and there is transfer of gas
through that pipeline. It is very important to protect that
pipeline and its various owners to enable those vital
energy systems to continue to flow between states.
What is our current status in terms of gas in this state?
We have heard some commentary on that this
afternoon. All of those people on this side of the house
have acknowledged that we are in a state of crisis in
terms of our businesses coping with those increasing
gas prices. Eighty-three per cent of Victorian
households, or 1.83 million customers, have main gas
connections. My former leader Peter Ryan was very
much a force behind getting main gas connections into
many regional towns. In my area, way out in a lovely
corner of South Gippsland, we are still on bottled gas,
as are many rural and regional people. We also know
that the cost of our bottled gas has gone up
astronomically in the last few years. People are making
decisions as to whether to turn on their heating at night,
rug up or, as we have heard today, hop into bed and
shiver.
Certainly many businesses and households use gas in
terms of the domestic market. We are the largest
domestic user in the whole country, yet there is a
shortage. The Australian Energy Market Operator
(AEMO) in its March 2017 Gas Statement of
Opportunities warned that there would be a decline in
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gas production right across the southern states — South
Australia, New South Wales and Victoria — going into
2018 and 2019, and, I quote:

issues, including increasing energy prices, would have.
One of the recommendations that came out of that
report is:

Continued upward pressure on gas and electricity prices may
threaten the financial viability of some commercial and
industrial customers.

That further consideration is given to the blanket moratorium
on all onshore gas exploration in Victoria, and the adverse
impact experienced by energy intensive manufacturing
businesses like Australian Paper’s Maryvale mill, which is
now having difficulty sourcing a secure and affordable
long-term gas contract.

We have already seen many of our regional agricultural
processors really hitting the wall. Many of them, while
still in business, are having to lay off people, and I will
highlight some of them in a moment.
Six months after releasing that statement AEMO
identified that the gas shortfall would actually be much
worse due to — what a shock! — a greater demand on
gas-fired electricity due to the closure of the Hazelwood
power station. We know that that sudden, non-phased,
government-pushed closure has had wideranging and
painful ramifications for people in my electorate of
Eastern Victoria Region and right across the state.
AEMO also said that wholesale electricity prices have
trebled since 2015. This is not a shock because it is
transferring across into people’s homes and businesses.
I have raised this issue before, but it goes to the heart of
many small businesses in our electorates. Their energy
prices, whether it be gas or electricity, have
skyrocketed. My local baker, who makes a fantastic
quiche lorraine, has had a 58 per cent increase in his
energy costs. He is in a real dilemma as to how to
continue on.
Again, those high-end users of electricity and gas, such
as agricultural processes and refrigerators in abattoirs
and dairy companies, are really suffering. For example,
there is a fantastic tomato processor in northern
Victoria which has had their gas bill increase by
$1.4 million. It has gone up from $2 million to
$3.4 million in a season. They have signed up,
thankfully, for a two-year deal to try to slow that impact
of the huge cost burden on that company. This is a
smart company. It has been going for decades and
decades. They are not a fly-by-nighter. They have
encouraged and supported their community for many,
many decades and created jobs, so this is a stress on
them.
Alba Cheese, a dairy processing plant here in
Melbourne, has seen an increase of 150 per cent and
pressure on their bottom line. Indeed Burra Foods in
Korumburra have in recent years had an 80 per cent
increase in their gas prices. This was noted in the
Committee for Gippsland’s annual report. In relation to
that a very good document called Our Region Our
Future investigated small to medium-size businesses
right across Gippsland and the impact that various

Interestingly the recommendation before also talks
about Australian Paper and the need for state and
federal governments to procure locally made paper
from the Latrobe Valley’s Maryvale plant, and I agree
and concur with that sentiment as well.
This is an issue that is not going to go away under the
current government, but the Liberals and The Nationals
have certainly come out on the front foot in identifying
that, if we are elected on 24 November, we will open up
opportunities for exploration into onshore conventional
gas. We will continue to keep the ban on the fracking
industry. It is not required, not needed and not wanted
in this state. However, opening up the opportunity for
conventional gas on a case-by-case basis will provide
increased gas into the domestic market. What will
happen is that on a case-by-case basis a farmer or
landholder will be able to share the royalties from that
opportunity with the company, so landholders will have
rights and benefits. They will also have the right to say
no and they will have the right to veto and not have it
on their land, or they can take up that opportunity.
There will also be a domestic gas requirement — that it
will not go anywhere else, but be retained for homes
and businesses in our local areas of the state.
We need a broad range of coal, gas and renewables and
to increase opportunities where we can to incorporate
solar power — solar plants — in our state and on our
houses and businesses. That is very important. We also
need other renewables in the market.
In conclusion, the Australian Competition and
Consumer Commission (ACCC) report made some
comments around the cost of gas in Victoria. It says in
relation to gas in New South Wales and Victoria that
customers are paying $2 a gigajoule more for gas than
customers in Queensland due to the requirements of
transportation from the north down into the southern
states and that this southern demand is running at
464 petajoules a year at an extra cost of $929 million.
Rod Sims, who is head of the ACCC, told the
Australian that customers in New South Wales and
Victoria are paying way too much for their gas because
they do not have their own supply. This initiative by the
Liberals and The Nationals will certainly create
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opportunities for businesses to explore and, where
viable, produce our own domestic gas.
As a final comment, again and again the Andrews
Labor government has said that we are not experiencing
a shortage in gas, that we have enough and that it is all
somebody else’s fault. The Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, Minister
D’Ambrosio, issued a press release on 7 June last year
saying:
The Labor government is also exploring the development of a
LNG —

that is, liquefied natural gas —
import terminal in Victoria.

Why is the Minister for Energy, Environment and
Climate Change looking to explore a terminal to import
gas into this state if we are not experiencing a shortage
of gas? With those remarks The Nationals will not be
opposing this bill. We are very much interested to see a
kickstart to the domestic market. We need this omnibus
bill to tidy up and protect those titleholders and
permit-holders so they can maintain their assets and
continue at this point to maximise gas production in this
state. With those few words I shall conclude.
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (16:10) — I rise
today to speak on the Offshore Petroleum and
Greenhouse Gas Storage Amendment Bill 2017. While
this may be dismissed as one of those
machinery-of-government bills — it is mundane in its
content — the most concerning part of this bill is what
it signals, which is business as usual for the
hydrocarbon industry with no plan for a transition to
renewables. It is a bill to ease some of the regulatory
confusion for oil and gas companies without a hint of
concern for the ensuing release of millions of tonnes of
carbon dioxide and escaped methane that comes from
pumping hydrocarbons, accelerating climate change
when the science tell us that that will be far more costly
than a rapid transition to renewables.
My colleague the member for Melbourne in the other
place has spoken at length about the lack of action by
this government on climate change and the easy
relationship that both the government and the
opposition have with major hydrocarbon companies. I
note that this Parliament is passing this bill to give
regulatory security and security of tenure to these
massive oil companies, and yet at the same time these
very companies are shafting their workers and avoiding
paying tax.
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Australian Taxation Office data released in December
2017 revealed that ExxonMobil for the third year in a
row paid zero corporate income tax in Australia on a
total income of $24.8 billion. It was revealed during
Senate estimates in mid-March that ExxonMobil will
not be paying any tax until after 2021 — not a cent,
despite the fact that it expects to continue earning
billions of dollars in revenue. ExxonMobil is trying to
cut the wages of workers at the Longford gas plant in
Gippsland and is trying to force them from full-time
contracts to casual work. It is also attempting to slash
pay by 30 per cent and reduce annual leave and other
conditions. It is forcing workers to be contracted
through a labour hire company, allowing the
middleman to cream off money, much like the Carlton
United Brewery’s dispute in 2016.
Make no mistake about it, working in the oil and gas
industry is hard work. Workers spend weeks away from
their families. They are subject to increased risk of
exposure to dangerous chemicals, destructive
equipment failures and the risk of wells or tanks
exploding. These workers deserve their pay and they
deserve their leave and conditions. While a picket line
continues at Longford, with workers fighting
ExxonMobil’s greed, we see the Andrews Labor
government bringing this bill to the house at the behest
of ExxonMobil. Not a word has been spoken in this
place in support of the workers at Longford. The Labor,
Liberal and National parties have supported this bill, yet
they know workers in East Gippsland are being
undermined and they know that ExxonMobil is paying
no tax. This Parliament is doing the bidding of big
business while failing to stand up for workers and
failing to protect the environment and the climate. The
Greens will always oppose measures that make it easier
to burn fossil fuels while we see the climate emergency
unfold before our very eyes. The Greens will be
opposing this bill.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms (Teller)
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
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Otway Basin. Why does this government permit the
extraction of gas from an onshore location, given it
stubbornly maintains an onshore gas moratorium?

Noes, 5
Dunn, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Ratnam, Dr

Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Order! I will start by asking the minister to circulate her
amendments.
Ms PULFORD — These two amendments are just
to the commencement date, and we will come back to
them in clause 2, but I will provide a summary
assurance on what they are about. These were
circulated quite some time ago when this bill was
previously listed for debate. They simply change in two
clauses the word ‘January’ to ‘May’ to allow for a
commencement date that reflects the delay in passage
of the bill. It is a four-month postponement.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Clause 2 of the bill has a
commencement date of 1 January 2018, and this
proposes to change it to May.
Mrs PEULICH — I will allude to the amendments
that have just been brought in to the commencement
date to say what an oversight, and I think it reflects the
poor management of the government’s own business
program and the fact that they have had to bring in a
house amendment to delay the commencement date,
which has already passed, from 1 January 2018 to
1 May 2018. Obviously we will support that, but again
it does not reflect well on the government to have had
such a long delay — that this bill has been sitting on the
notice paper for so long that its own commencement
date had to be amended.
In relation to clause 1 I will explore some of the
inconsistencies of this government’s policy in relation
to this bill, and I have passed these questions on to
Ms Pulford to expedite any answers, although I do have
two or three additional ones at the end. One of the gas
sites that would be impacted by any boundary changes
under this legislation is the Halladale gas field in the

Ms PULFORD — I thank Mrs Peulich for her
question and for the courtesy of indicating to me an
hour ago or so the nature of some of her questions so
that I could seek some advice. I am advised that the
Halladale gas field is different from onshore
conventional gas. While the drilling rig and apparatus is
based onshore, it is accessing an offshore gas reserve.
This means that there are clear differences with regard
to groundwater and contamination risks, so it is
distinctly different from activity that might have a
consequence for our agricultural sector. We have
specifically welcomed development where offshore
reserves are accessed using reach drilling from onshore,
and the minister has made remarks to that effect at the
Australian Domestic Gas Outlook conference.
Mrs PEULICH — So it is onshore drilling
infrastructure that is tapping into an offshore reserve. Is
that the explanation you are giving me?
Ms PULFORD — Yes.
Mrs PEULICH — So again it is very much a blur
at this pointy end. I do not accept the technical
difference being grounds for banning conventional
onshore gas extraction, which the government has
banned notwithstanding the energy crisis, which I think
is self-inflicted in many ways. If there is little technical
difference between the two, especially in this example,
why is the government maintaining its ban on onshore
conventional gas extraction, especially given that the
Geological Society of Australia Victoria Division
supports the view that there are abundant resources of
gas onshore in Victoria?
Ms PULFORD — We certainly recognise a
distinction between onshore rigs that are accessing
offshore reserves, as Halladale is. The government’s
policy is to permanently ban unconventional extraction.
Mrs Peulich — Fracking? Sure, and we agree with
you there.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, that is right, and we
probably do not need to get into all of that, and the
government does not have in place a ban on
conventional extraction. We have in place a further
moratorium, and during the period of that moratorium
there are extensive studies being undertaken to further
demonstrate the size of reserves. I think the advice that
members of the opposition have referred to in the
second-reading debate and Mrs Peulich has just referred
to differs from the advice that the government has about
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whether there is a resource of significance for the state
for gas users to access. That is why it is important that
that work is undertaken over the next few years to help
us all to better understand that.
Mrs PEULICH — I am glad to hear that some of
the work is happening. In view of your remarks, if you
ban exploration, you do not know what reserves you
have. You may acknowledge the fact that there are
resources, but you will not be able to define the
reserves. In view of that has the department or has your
government received advice about the capital cost of
development of onshore conventional gas? My
information is that it is about one-tenth of the cost of
offshore production due to very high costs of offshore
and subsea infrastructure and the costs of gas
processing. Are you able to confirm the information
that I have received — that is, that the cost of
developing onshore conventional gas is one-tenth of the
cost of offshore production?
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, Mrs Peulich, for
your further question. It is not possible to draw that
comparison around the cost of offshore versus onshore
because it is highly variable depending on which
particular oilfield you are in. I am not able to confirm
for you what it is that you are specifically asking. The
answer is that there is no comparator that is 10 times
more or two times more or some other number times
the cost because of the unique nature of each particular
type of extraction activity.
The other point that I would make in relation to the cost
of onshore versus offshore is that at the moment the
advice to government is that there are only around
100 petajoules of onshore conventional gas in Victoria,
so that is less than six months supply for the state. That
is why the Victorian gas program — the piece of work
that is currently underway — is further evaluating that
and helping us to understand that to a greater degree.
Just for context, that is around one-hundredth of the
amount that is available in offshore reserves. The lack
of availability of onshore, based on what we know now,
and the comparative availability of offshore also makes
it nigh on impossible to compare the cost of one versus
the other, because what we know about the resource
onshore, and we are exploring it further, is that there is
not a great resource there.
Mrs PEULICH — So we disagree. I am
disappointed to hear that the work has not been done
which establishes quite clearly, not on a case-by-case
basis but overwhelmingly, that the cost of production
and processing of offshore gas is much higher than
onshore gas. We also disagree about the reserves or the
resources. The government’s Minister for Resources
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stated that Victorian onshore gas is not commercially
viable, yet Geoscience Australia has estimated that
Victoria’s total onshore gas potential is 29 500
petajoules, enough to supply the state for decades to
come. We disagree on the cost, or you have not
established that as yet. We disagree on the size of the
reserves.
The Premier, Daniel Andrews, has told Victorians there
is a sufficient supply of gas; however, in September
2017 an Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission (ACCC) report predicted gas shortages in
Victoria as soon as this coming winter. There is a whole
series of stages where the government has been
obstinate — head in the sand — on this conventional
gas exploration despite all of the evidence being to the
contrary. Why does the government continue to hide
behind this onshore gas moratorium while the industry
and everyone else is telling us that there is gas there that
can be brought to market? Indeed it can take the
pressure off the escalating cost of energy, especially
with Victorians now paying $500 more for gas due to
the government’s reckless, ideological and ill-informed
onshore gas ban.
Ms PULFORD — I think members would be well
aware of the federal government decision to open our
gas markets to exports and that that is the most
significant contributing factor to rising gas prices. This
is something that has been known for many years. The
impacts of it have been much more acutely felt in the
last year or two, but the decision to open the gas market
to the international market is the thing that has created
this pressure. That is certainly something that we are
urging the federal government to take some action on.
On the question of reserves, we are undertaking the
Victorian gas program to assess the risks and
opportunities of onshore conventional gas. The former
government had a moratorium on conventional gas
exploration in place and was not to the best of my
knowledge undertaking that detailed technical and
scientific work that is required to properly understand
the available resource. The government is not hiding
behind anything. We are continuing the moratorium for
onshore conventional gas. The best information we
have is that there is less than six months supply
available and therefore that is not commercially viable,
but we continue to undertake the work that is required.
There are three parts to that Victorian gas program: the
scientific and technical assessment of the resource, the
promotion of offshore gas exploration and a third part
of the project which includes underground gas storage.
At the time that the government announced our
permanent ban on unconventional exploration and the
continuation of the moratorium on conventional

OFFSHORE PETROLEUM AND GREENHOUSE GAS STORAGE AMENDMENT BILL 2017
Thursday, 10 May 2018

COUNCIL

exploration, we indicated that these studies were
required to enable us to move forward.
Mrs PEULICH — In view of the work that the
minister has said the government is undertaking, does
the government accept that gas is an ideal fuel for
dispatchable, flexible generation of electricity to back
up unreliable supplies of electricity from solar and wind
sources?
Ms PULFORD — Well, gas has been powering
Victorian industries and homes for a long time. We
absolutely accept that gas has a very important role to
play as part of our energy mix. I guess the inference in
Mrs Peulich’s question is that the government would
prefer a more unreliable form of energy to a reliable
form of energy. Let me say that the government very
much likes reliable energy — wants all the lights to be
on when people want them to be on everywhere in the
state — and is very committed to ensuring that
households and industry have their energy demands
able to be met. This is not an ideological exercise for
us. I know some people might assert that it is. We want
to increase the generation of energy from renewable
sources, but we absolutely recognise the need for other
types of energy generation to complement and to be
operational in parallel.
Mrs PEULICH — In view of the work that you
said was being undertaken, does the government accept
or concede that conventional gas does not interfere with
groundwater resources?
Ms PULFORD — That is not known.
Mrs Peulich — The work has not been done.
Ms PULFORD — It is not definitively determined
one way or the other. It is not as though there is a
completely clear line between the types of extraction
and extraction methods and the impact that they will
have on the environment. That is why with fracking
clearly there is a strong view in the community about
that, and the Parliament has made a decision to
permanently ban fracking in Victoria, because I think
certainly in the Victorian community there is a pretty
widespread acceptance that that poses risks that we do
not want to bear. In relation to conventional gas, it is
unclear. It is not possible to say that conventional gas
extraction is without its risks to, say, agricultural
production.
Mrs PEULICH — Minister, could I say that I think
farming activities and gas exploration and production
activities have coexisted without incident in many other
countries in the world, New Zealand being one which
has some very, very high regulatory rules around
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pristine environments and environmental assets, so I
beg to differ. I think the science is there in relation to
conventional gas not interfering with groundwater
resources, but the government clearly wants to keep its
head in the sand. On the notion of fracking coal seam
gas, it is highly unlikely that it can be produced from
our brown coal reserves, so that is completely
academic. But in view of the work that you mention as
being done, does the state government have any
information about the forecasts of income that the
Victorian government could earn from royalties
payable for production of gas from conventional
onshore resources? I am just trying to establish exactly
what work has been done and then understand why you
still retain the moratorium if this work has not been
done.
Ms PULFORD — The work is being done.
Mrs PEULICH — So the question is: is there an
estimate, is there some modelling and are there some
forecasts about the sort of income that the Victorian
government could earn from royalties payable for
production of gas from conventional onshore
resources?
Ms PULFORD — The Victorian gas program work
does not include assessment of royalties to government.
It is about identifying whether there are proven and
probable resources and resources available at a scale
that might be commercially viable. I am also advised
that that larger —
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, the larger that you are
referring to, the 29 500 petajoules that Geoscience
Australia has estimated, does include tight and shale
gas, which is the same as fracking, which we have
banned. So that bigger number that you have does not
include something that has been determined by this
Parliament to be ruled out in Victoria.
Mrs PEULICH — As I mentioned before, it is
highly unlikely that gas could be produced
commercially from low-rank brown coal, which is
really what Victoria has at the moment, so I reject that.
Ms PULFORD — I am sorry, I did not understand
what you said. Could you say it again?
Mrs PEULICH — Victorian coal today is brown
coal, and it is highly unlikely that we could actually
produce gas commercially from low-rank brown coal.
That is my advice.
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Ms PULFORD — Sorry, you might have
misunderstood or I may not have expressed myself very
well. The 29 000 petajoules that Geoscience Australia
are claiming to be Victoria’s total onshore gas potential
includes extraction by fracking.
Mrs PEULICH — It is not the advice that I have
just received, but I will certainly check that. Minister,
harnessing Victoria’s considerable onshore gas
resource, I think most people understand, would deliver
significant economic benefit for the state which the
state has not fully investigated — industry and
people — yet the process or the progress on dealing
with some of these key issues that supposedly underpin
your rationale for maintaining the moratorium remains
without the government having made any substantial
progress on those issues. Given that you are actually not
addressing some really important issues and denying
Victorian business, Victorian households and the
Victorian government enormous economic opportunity,
is the government then going to have to rely on yet
another $50 bribe as a way of trying to offset
skyrocketing gas prices, as you have with electricity
prices? Is that what we are looking at?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Before I go to the minister, can I give Mrs Peulich a bit
of advice. The line of questioning is not related to the
bill. I urge you for the next line of questioning to go
back to the bill, please.
Ms PULFORD — Thank you, Acting President.
That is not an irrelevant point that you just made.
Mrs Peulich in her question asserts that there is a
significant resource, and on that I think during this
committee stage we have already agreed to disagree.
The best advice available to the government is that
there is no proven or probable resource of any
significance and that 100 petajoules would last for
about six months.
In terms of the pressures that households and industry
are experiencing as a result of gas exports impacting
gas prices, there are a number of things that the
government is doing. We are certainly very keen for the
federal government to act and to create a reserve to
provide a measure of protection for Victorian
consumers and businesses from that export demand,
which is the thing that is above all other things placing
the greatest pressure on gas prices. But Mrs Peulich
refers to an initiative that the government recently
announced which is about prompting consumers to
avail themselves of cheaper deals from energy retailers.
The average saving for households who avail
themselves of this deal-switching information on the
website is in the order, if my memory serves me
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correctly, of about $350 a year. So the government has
decided to encourage people to go and access those
deals if they can.
Mrs PEULICH — Whilst I take heed of your
advice, indeed in the first example I used in relation to
the Halladale gas field, where the boundary was a little
blurred, I just wanted to understand the underpinnings
of the government’s rationale for maintaining the ban
on conventional gas exploration and gas production. I
note the minister is attempting to pass the ball to the
federal government, but Blind Freddie would know that
if you actually increase the quantum of gas supply
available to Victorians the prices will come down. The
government has got to accept that part of the energy
crisis here also emanates from their ban on
conventional gas production, so it is self-made,
threatening the economics of Victorian industry and
having adverse impacts on Victorian households and
Victorians.
I will leave my questioning there, but hopefully some
of those key questions will prompt the government into
action. They have now had almost four years to
undertake the work to decide whether indeed the
moratorium should go. We have taken the position that
it should. I am certainly not convinced that the
government has done any of that important work. Many
of their opinions are contradicted by the science, by the
experts, by the industry and certainly by the experience
of business and the community. With those few words,
whilst the opposition is not opposing the bill, it
obviously has a very different view in relation to
conventional gas production.
Ms PULFORD — Again, heeding your advice
about sticking to the contents of the bill, Acting
President, I will make my remarks short, but some of
the things that Mrs Peulich has asserted are just simply
not true. The moratorium is a moratorium that was in
place. It is not something that the government has put in
place. It is something that the former government put in
place. On the enormous resource that Mrs Peulich
speaks of, there is no evidence available to the
government that suggests it exists in any way that
Mrs Peulich is describing. The work is very much
underway. This is the work that the former government
did not do. And just on the question of the impact of
rising gas prices due to exports — and Mrs Peulich
might not like this answer — I think it is an objective
fact that the government is using that $50 bonus to
drive people to the Victorian Energy Compare website.
Mrs Peulich — To collect their names and
addresses.
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Ms PULFORD — Well, that is a little paranoid.
Mrs Peulich — Can you rule that out, Minister?
And can you give a commitment to this chamber that
anyone who is caught —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Mrs Peulich, the minister is on her feet.
Ms PULFORD — That will save a typical
household $330 on their energy bills in the first year
alone. That is the experience of people who do use the
Energy Compare website. Nobody is compelled or
required to do this, but in my experience there are some
people in the community who are very, very good at
driving a great bargain with the energy retailers and
who put a lot of time and effort into the detail.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Ms PULFORD — It was Mrs Peulich’s friends who
deregulated and privatised much of the energy market
historically. Previous governments have made the
decision that the private market has a role to play in
energy sales. There are people in the community who
drive a very hard bargain with the energy retailers, and
there are other people in the community who for a
whole lot of reasons pay the bill when it comes and take
the price that is offered to them, and some people for
any number of reasons —
Mrs Peulich — If you don’t, you’re copping it on
the chin.
Ms PULFORD — I think Mrs Peulich is being
ridiculous, so maybe it is time to go back to the bill. But
before we do I was just going to say —
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, what part of clause 1 is Ms Pulford referring
to?
Ms PULFORD — We have not been on the bill the
whole time.
Mr Ramsay — Well, why don’t you get onto the
bill and then we can go home?
Ms PULFORD — I would very much like to get
onto the bill if that is the opposition’s wish.
Clause agreed to.
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Clause 2
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — My
understanding is that Ms Pulford will move an
amendment to clause 2, but I ask her to circulate her
amended amendments first. Correct?
Ms PULFORD — Yes, I have amendments as
amended, and I now ask for them to be circulated. I
move:
1.

Clause 2, line 8, omit “January” and insert “October”.

The amendment to clause 2 seeks to omit the word
‘January’ and insert the word ‘October’, giving the bill
an operative date of 1 October.
Mrs Peulich — October? Hang on, we’ve got May.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, and I apologise. I am
advised there was some error in transmission from the
Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel to the
Parliament, and I apologise for that. Members,
particularly those who have wholeheartedly participated
in filibustering, would be well aware of the frustrations
that the government has experienced in the passage of
its legislation. That is why the date was proposed to be
moved from January to May, and that is the exact same
reason that it is moving from May to October. We
would very much like to be finalising the consideration
in the chamber of half a dozen bills in each sitting
week, as we declare to all members in the week
preceding each sitting week, and this week we have
made quite some progress, but that has been unusual in
recent weeks. So that is our explanation for why this
amendment is as it is.
Mrs PEULICH — Whilst obviously we will not be
opposing the amendment, I think it is extraordinary that
we have had one set of amendments circulated and —
obviously I am handling this here in the upper house,
and I have not had the opportunity of consulting with
the shadow minister in the lower house — before they
have even come off the printer there are other
amendments. What this shows is really policy on the
run. This bill is dated 2017, so the government, and
especially Minister D’Ambrosio, have had plenty of
time to work out the details and get them to this
chamber. This clearly shows that they are not on the
ball. If they cannot get a commencement date right,
then how can we get the answers to many of those
questions which I asked in the discussion on clause 1?
Unfortunately it quite clearly shows that the minister is
just not focused on the issues of her portfolio.
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Ms PULFORD — The minister is a he, not a she, if
we are going to fuss over detail, and detail is important
in this place. I would correct you that the minister is a
male. The minister is Mr Pallas. All members in this
house are aware of the outrageous filibustering that has
been going on. That is why the bill is being considered
today rather than on an earlier occasion.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to;
clauses 3 to 32 agreed to.
Clause 33
Ms PULFORD — I move:
2.
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Mr MULINO (Eastern Victoria) (17:09) — I move:
That the Council take note of the budget papers 2018–19.

It is a great pleasure and it is a great honour to speak to
the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018. This is a
transformational budget at a point in time when
Victoria is at a crossroads. There are a great many
opportunities for Victoria and a great many challenges
for Victoria, and this budget delivers. It is the fourth
budget of this term, building upon three very strong
budgets already delivered by this government and by
this Treasurer.

Clause 33, line 23, omit “January” and insert “October”.

This amendment is exactly the same as the other one.
Amendment agreed to; amended clause agreed to.
Reported to house with amendments.
Report adopted.
Third reading
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) — The
question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Bath, Ms
Bourman, Mr
Carling-Jenkins, Dr
Crozier, Ms
Dalidakis, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Fitzherbert, Ms
Gepp, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Melhem, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Morris, Mr
Mulino, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
O’Sullivan, Mr
Patten, Ms
Peulich, Mrs
Pulford, Ms
Purcell, Mr
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Shing, Ms
Somyurek, Mr
Symes, Ms
Tierney, Ms
Wooldridge, Ms
Young, Mr

Noes, 5
Dunn, Ms
Pennicuik, Ms
Ratnam, Dr (Teller)

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

Springle, Ms
Truong, Ms (Teller)

Just to set a very brief contextual picture of where
Victoria is at, everybody in this place knows we are
experiencing rapid population growth — the highest
population growth by some measure of any state in this
country, and might I say Australia is growing at a faster
rate than just about any other OECD country. We are
growing far faster than all of the other major states.
This is a reflection of how good things are in Victoria.
People are choosing to come here, international
migrants are choosing to come here and people are
choosing to come here from other states. What this
creates is a challenge to keep up with the infrastructure
demand and the service demands.
We are also in an environment where there are social
policy needs. There are policies which have been
highlighted by important policy developments that this
government has championed, such as the family
violence royal commission and the national disability
insurance scheme, which we worked very hard on. We
have to keep up with the investments in those areas of
social policy.
Finally, we live in a society and an economy which is
undergoing a dramatic transformation. We are seeing
sectoral change and we are seeing technological
change. It is change which is very exciting and it is
change which creates many opportunities, but it is
change which is very challenging for many people,
with many jobs under threat and many jobs
disappearing. We live within an economy and in a
society where we need to be providing people with
educational opportunities and training opportunities. So
before talking about some of the broader fiscal
parameters I want to start with one of the signature
achievements of this budget, which is our TAFE and
training package.
That package is going to provide the training
opportunities for our young people and for people who
are facing insecurity in work so that they can retool for
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the future. This training package, this TAFE package, is
the biggest single investment in this sector for decades.
That is in stark contrast to what the previous
government — achieved is not the right word — did to
this sector, which was to gut this sector. We have faced
TAFE precincts with padlocks on them. In my own
electorate the Lilydale TAFE had padlocks on it and
was going to be turned into apartments. It was going to
be redeveloped in the most inappropriate and
unimaginative way. Now, in sharp contrast to that, the
Lilydale TAFE is thriving. It is offering courses to a
community that needs them. The Lilydale TAFE now
has a tech school that is already open and offering
courses to prepare high school students in the entire
eastern area for the challenges of the future.
This budget builds upon all of that. It provides
$524 million in ongoing funding to continue this
government’s commitment to TAFE and the training
system. It provides $172 million to make TAFE free for
selected priority courses and preapprenticeships, so we
are removing barriers to those in most need, to those
that come from low socio-economic backgrounds and
to those for whom fees would be a barrier. Those
courses are going to be so critical for those in our
society that most need to achieve the training that can
provide them with opportunities in the future.
We are also providing $304 million to meet demand in
training subsidies, including for priority areas such as
family violence services, disability services and
infrastructure projects. We are providing people with
the training that they need to slot into the jobs that our
huge infrastructure program is creating. This is the
holistic approach we need for our economy and society.
This signature policy is one of the truly groundbreaking
policies in this budget, and it is such an honour to talk
about that policy with the minister responsible for it
here in the chamber. That policy stands out, but it is just
one of many strong policies in this budget.
Can I just say before I get onto specific investments and
specific policy areas that we are standing at a point
where our economy is the standout economy of this
nation. When we came to power that was not the case.
We were weak relative to other jurisdictions in so many
respects — in relation to jobs growth and in relation to
per capita gross state product (GSP) growth. Let us
look at where we stand now. Our real gross state
product growth was 3.3 per cent in 2016–17 — the
strongest of all the states, well above the national
average of 2 per cent. That is what is underpinning the
jobs growth and underpinning our fiscal strength. That
is a number which is a complete turnaround from where
we were at.
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There were 117 000 jobs added in 2016–17. This side
of the house understands the importance of work. We
understand the importance of opportunities in
employment for people and the dignity and economic
security that work provides for both those in
employment and their families. Those 117 000 new
jobs mean that 117 000 families in just 2016–17 are
that much better off. Of course if you look at what we
have done since we came to power, there are over
330 000 new jobs. These are huge numbers relative to
what the previous government achieved, and they are
significantly higher than we see in any other
jurisdiction.
Victoria’s economy has expanded by more than 13 per
cent in real terms, or $48 billion, since we came to
power. Importantly, even at a time when our population
growth is so high, we are achieving high growth in GSP
per capita, so we are not just achieving high absolute
growth rates and large numbers of absolute jobs
growth. Our GSP per capita grew by 0.9 per cent in
2016–17; the rest of Australia grew at 0.2 per cent. So it
is a very significant achievement — a very significant,
positive gap — that we have achieved in Victoria
relative to the rest of the country, and that is in the face
of such rapid and unprecedented population growth.
What about the regions? Victoria’s regional economy is
also experiencing rapid growth. Employment in
regional Victoria grew by 3.1 per cent in 2017, while
the regional unemployment rate declined by 0.03 per
cent. When we came to power we inherited 6.6 per cent
regional unemployment. It is far lower than that now. If
we just look at regional full-time jobs growth, regional
full-time jobs growth was negative 8200 jobs when
members on the other side were in power. We have
seen growth of 31 500 jobs. So when members opposite
say they are the party of regional Victoria, let us look at
the facts. Let us not look at the rhetoric.
Let us look at fiscal health. Let us look at how we are
achieving all of these outcomes — the TAFE outcomes,
the infrastructure outcomes, the outcomes in service
delivery — in a responsible manner, keeping our
government’s balance sheet in good health. In 2018–19
we have an operating surplus for the general
government sector of $1.4 billion, with operating
surpluses averaging $2.5 billion over the forward
estimates. We are also seeing expenses and revenue
growth in balance over the forward estimates. This is
responsible budgeting. As I said, we are experiencing
rapid population growth. We are experiencing
challenges. We are not shying away from the
expenditure — we need to keep up with that — but we
are doing it in a way that is balanced.
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Expenses are expected to grow by 3.9 per cent a year
on average, compared with revenue growth of 4 per
cent a year, and this is something that we have stuck to
throughout the four years. People in the community
will now have seen this budget after budget from this
government, and they will know when they go to the
ballot box in November 2018 what they can expect
from an Andrews government in the following term
should they give us the privilege of a second term. They
know what they can rely upon — that we will achieve
great things through our budgets, but in a responsible
way.
Government infrastructure investment is at an all-time
high, and that is what is needed with population growth
where it is at. Those opposite might say, ‘Wasting
money’. That is what their mantra is now. Is that their
way of justifying sitting on their hands for four years?
Is that their mantra now — ‘Do nothing. We sat on our
hands for four years, and that’s how we’re going to
justify doing it again’? We have over $10 billion a year
in infrastructure spending over the forward estimates.
That compares with an average of $4.9 billion a year in
the decade from 2005–06 to 2014. People around this
state are seeing level crossings removed. They are
seeing schools opened. In my electorate John Henry
Primary School was opened 18 months ago. That
school is now bustling; that school is a hive of activity.
That is the kind of investment our community wants.
They are seeing it delivered, and this budget delivers
more. It delivers more schools, more roads, more
hospitals and more public transport. That is what the
community demands. That is what it is getting.
What are the broader objectives of this government?
What are the objectives that we have set out for each of
our budgets? And this fourth one continues on in this
vein in achieving all of them. The four long-term
financial management objectives and fiscal measures
and targets are sound financial management, improving
services, building our infrastructure and using public
resources efficiently. What we see in this budget are
surpluses projected in every year, as I just outlined;
average expenditure growth of 3.9 per cent being lower
over the forward estimates than revenue growth; and
projected net debt to GSP of 4.6 per cent at June 2018,
which is lower than the level that we inherited. This is
exactly what the community needs in this time of high
population growth.
Let me just talk briefly about infrastructure.
Infrastructure is needed right across the gamut. We
have people moving into the outer suburbs at
unprecedented rates. So many of our outer suburbs rank
in the top local government areas for growth in our
country, including Cardinia, Casey in my electorate,
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Melton, areas in the north-west and the outer suburbs of
Geelong. These suburbs need schools, they need health
services and they need roads. We have $10.1 billion of
government infrastructure investment per year across
the forward estimates. This is an unprecedented
investment. I recommend to anyone reading Hansard
that they go to the budget papers to look at the graph in
budget paper 2 which compares the previous 10 years
to what this government has achieved over four years
and the forward estimates. It is a stark contrast. We are
seeing these projects delivered on time. We are seeing
these projects already producing benefits for our
community.
In this budget we are seeing more new schools. In our
second year how many new schools did we open?
None. That is the pipeline we inherited. I would love to
hear those opposite get up and defend the pipeline of
schools that they gave us. We are funding and
delivering new schools every year. I recommend that
people go to chart 4.1 on page 56 of budget paper 2.
There they will see not a one-year wonder; they will see
what this government has done over the full term and
what will continue to be invested over the following
four years. As I said, this is absolutely necessary
investment for our community, given the needs in
regional Victoria, given the needs in our rapidly
growing suburbs and given the needs in established
suburbs.
What are some of the key projects? There are many, but
I will just point to $940 million for regional roads,
which is so needed. I know that there are many in this
place who have talked to this issue. Mr Purcell is in the
chamber; he has talked to these issues often. This is a
huge investment in regional Victoria and will produce
significant benefits in terms of travel times and in terms
of safety. There is $2.2 billion to upgrade the arterial
road network in the north and south-east of
Melbourne’s outer suburbs. Again what we see is
communities in my electorate which need this
investment. Consider Koo Wee Rup Road, which needs
a huge amount of investment. That road has
20 000 cars —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MULINO — Those opposite make noise. I
cannot wait to hear them explain their pitiful
performance over four years in government on any
objective measure. The amount they invested in roads
was pitiful compared to this government. They are all
rhetoric and no delivery, and I think the Victorian
people will understand hot air versus actual
achievement when it comes to them passing judgement
later this year. So there is $2.2 billion for outer urban
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areas which are growing at unprecedented rates. Koo
Wee Rup Road has 20 000 cars and 5000 trucks a day.
This investment has been welcomed by people right
across that area. I have received so many positive
messages in relation to that particular investment. There
are so many investments of course right across the
north and right across the south-east.
We are seeing huge investments in public transport.
The level crossing removal program continues —
19 level crossings have been removed and 11 train
stations have been upgraded to date. This project is
ahead of schedule. This program is something that the
community time and time again says they support.
They want to see this program completed over the eight
years that we promised to complete it within. If
anything, I fully expect that those in the community, if
they were asked about this program, would like to see it
expanded. As with many of our infrastructure projects,
it is being completed ahead of schedule. As with so
much of our infrastructure program, so many of these
projects have already been completed and are
producing massive benefits for our transport system.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MULINO — Again I would love those opposite
to get up and run through the numbers of how many
level crossings were removed under their four years
versus how many have been removed during our four
years. I would love to see —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr MULINO — Mr Ondarchie is yelling. He will
not stand up and talk about how much he delivered in
his four years; he will not say a word about that. He
will promise everything. He has got zero credibility.
When I say he has got zero credibility, you do not need
me to expand on that. I will not expand on that beyond
the budget. I will simply say he has got zero credibility
when it comes to level crossings, and other matters too.
I will not go on much longer. We also see significant
investment in schools, over $1.2 billion. As I said
earlier —
Ms Bath — What about Koo Wee Rup?
Mr MULINO — I love the audacity of those
opposite — they are throwing education projects out
there. We built no new schools in our second year? The
audacity is unbelievable. That $1.2 billion is the biggest
education investment in this state’s history, and those
opposite do not like it at all. Again, we are seeing new
schools. I have had the privilege of opening a new
primary school near my electorate in Pakenham every
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single year of this government. They did not have any
opportunities like that under the previous government.
Let us look at service delivery across health and
education, and let us not forget that we are still seeing
the rollout of this state’s largest expenditure ever on
family violence services that are so needed. When you
look back at the four years of this government, the
Royal Commission into Family Violence was
undertaken and completed. It produced very solid
policy which is now being funded. Last year’s budget
was the first budget in which we saw major expenditure
on it and this year’s budget continues on with that.
When we talk about that 4 per cent growth in revenue
and 3.9 per cent growth in services those opposite may
get up and say they would love to slash those numbers,
and I believe them — they would love to slash
spending on services — but then we would come back
and ask where that expenditure would be slashed, and it
would be slashed in areas like family violence
expenditure and the national disability insurance
scheme.
I want to finish off by saying that this budget is the
fourth budget in a term where we have seen so much
achieved. We have crafted this budget in an
environment where there are many challenges for this
state but also many opportunities. I am somebody who
looks at population growth through a glass-half-full
prism, and I believe we are in a very exciting phase for
Victoria. However, we do have to invest in this state in
this environment of high population growth if we are
going to keep up with the service requirements and the
infrastructure requirements of the people who live here
and who are moving here.
This budget delivers on the massive infrastructure
requirements of our state. It also delivers on signature
policy reform. TAFE stands out. In an economy where
transition is occurring for so many we need to provide
affordable and accessible opportunities for people to
retrain for the jobs that are emerging — the jobs of the
future — and this budget delivers on that. This budget
also delivers on the investment that we need in
education services, in health services and in family
violence, disability and other core services.
This budget is a very strong budget. I recommend it to
the house. I feel very privileged to have been part of a
government that has delivered four strong budgets, and
I feel that this one is the cherry on the top after a very
strong term of delivery. This one is the best yet.
Dr RATNAM (Northern Metropolitan) (17:29) — I
rise to speak on the 2018–19 budget papers. I, like so
many Victorians, awaited the release of the state budget
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for 2018–19. We wanted to see what the priorities of
this government are. In an election year we keenly
awaited some indication of what this government’s
vision for Victoria is. The role of a government is to put
in place the conditions that enable the people it governs
to live good lives now and into the future. It must tackle
the big issues on the horizon and look to the future as
well as manage the present. It should put the public
interest above that of its corporate mates. It should care
for all its people, from the elderly to the young and all
those experiencing hard times. Budgets are a key means
by which governments demonstrate where their
priorities lie and what their vision for Victorians is. This
is where the Labor government has fallen down. This
election-year budget from Labor is sorely lacking in
vision. It is a budget built around roads and
privatisation while ignoring growing inequality, our
housing affordability crisis and climate change.
Victoria is a great place to live, but our communities are
under increasing pressure. Poor planning is putting the
things we love about our communities under strain,
with an undue influence from vested interests. We want
our government to invest in things that make our
communities livable — trains, trams and buses that get
us where we need to go when we need to get there,
good public healthcare and education, having a roof
over our heads and a clean and healthy environment.
But instead of moving us towards 100 per cent
renewable energy and fixing our public transport
system, this Labor government is giving billions to big
corporations which want to build toll roads and
propping up the coal industry while selling off
important assets for the short-term gain. In contrast, the
Greens plan will make our communities more livable,
connected by world-class public transport and powered
by clean, renewable energy.
The biggest disappointment in this year’s budget is the
focus on roads to the detriment of properly planned
public transport. Going into this year’s election we see
Labor and the Liberal opposition engaging in a battle of
the toll roads. Will it be the east–west link, already
defeated by the community, or the north-east link that
will prevail in this battle for the least useful way to
spend billions in public funds? The Greens will do all
we can to ensure that it will be neither. Both of these
road projects, along with the West Gate tunnel, are
unnecessary. They will increase congestion and lock in
car dependence for decades to come. Roads like these
make a city unlivable.
No other major city in the world is building new toll
roads like these. The forward-looking cities around the
globe are reducing car usage and pollution and
investing in public transport. The Greens have a plan
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for public transport to provide people with the means to
get where they need to go when they need to get there.
We have released the first part of our plan to extend
Melbourne Metro. The government’s failure to fund
metro beyond the current project is short-sighted. We
will increase services, cut overcrowding and deliver a
reliable, high-capacity metro system for commuters
from the outer suburbs to the inner city.
We need our cities to be planned properly to create
neighbourhoods where people have opportunities to
connect with each other and travel within them safely
and sustainably. This means letting communities, not
property developers, design our neighbourhoods. This
means standing up to those big property developers, not
taking donations from them one day and making a
decision that makes them super profits the next day.
This means investing in safer cycling paths and
footpaths, not just building highways that literally
divide our communities. This means supporting and
funding the work our local councils do. They do such
important work in caring for and bringing communities
together every single day. By making toll roads its
priority this government has put corporations before
communities and is consigning Victorians to a future of
congestion.
Another key issue faced by Victorians that the
government has neglected is energy. Our energy market
contains structural problems that are causing energy
prices to rise and place pressure on Victorian families.
Labor’s response is to pay people $50 to visit a website.
This policy seems to have been stolen from the
Compare the Meerkat campaign. Remember them?
Premier Andrews’s response to our energy costs seems
to borrow more from a clever ad company’s attempt to
sell its product rather than fixing the very system that is
inflating energy prices.
Labor has capitulated on energy. The budget does
nothing to address the underlying problem created by
privatising the energy system and having insufficient
regulation. Instead of promoting the failure that is our
privatised energy system Labor should be joining with
the Greens in thinking through how to reform the
energy system to put people and the environment front
and centre. We need a plan to bring key parts of the
energy system back into public hands and ensure that
people, not profit, come first.
One of the biggest failures in this budget was the
absence of positive policies to address global warming
and protect our environment. Labor and the opposition
still do not get it. The world is in a climate crisis. We
must act now to transition away from fossil fuels to a
100 per cent renewable energy future. Coal and gas
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must be kept in the ground if future generations are to
inhabit a livable planet. Instead of using their previous
policies as a foundation for more action, Labor thinks
they have done enough. They think they have ticked the
climate box — no more to be done — but nothing
could be further from the truth. A government
committed to climate action would not waste
$53 million on a dodgy brown coal project, giving false
hope to the community in the Latrobe Valley. Now is
the time to ramp up the transition to renewable energy,
away from brown coal and gas. We can get to 100 per
cent renewable energy, create thousands of jobs and
lower energy prices.
The government also failed once again to secure the
great forest national park. This is such a lost
opportunity for job creation, securing Victoria’s water
supply, protecting endangered species and biodiversity
and ensuring carbon storage. Instead Labor is going to
spend over $30 million to find more ways to log our
beautiful forests. Our oceans, parks and waterways are
choked with plastic. While the rest of the world takes
action, the Victorian government is focusing investment
on burning plastic. Victorians know we can do so much
better than this. There is huge support for Greens
policies focused on reducing waste, building our local
plastic recycling industry and holding corporations to
account for the waste they produce.
Victoria is in the midst of a housing crisis. There are
close to 40 000 applications for the public housing
waiting list. Rents are out of control and young people
have given up hope of being able to own their own
homes. Housing is fundamental to ensuring livable
communities. Everyone has a right to have a roof over
their head. It is the responsibility of government to
ensure that right is fulfilled. There is no new money in
this year’s budget to relieve housing pressure. Despite
surpluses in the billions the government has only
committed $185 million over four years to fix public
housing. It is almost unbelievable that a Labor
government would give up on public housing the way
this government has — except that it fits with their
privatisation agenda. It is now the Labor way to sell
public housing to private developers. What the
government cannot answer is: once the land is given up,
where does the government build housing again? Or is
it the answer that Labor no longer sees a role for
government in the provision of public housing?
While housing has been ignored, prisons are getting a
windfall. Spending over $700 million on a new prison
and prison upgrades is an admission of failure. Prison
populations grow when government policies to provide
adequate housing, access to education, jobs and strong
communities fail. Building more prisons does nothing
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to reduce crime and in fact may reduce prospects for
rehabilitation. We can improve community safety and
reduce crime by investing more in crime prevention,
rehabilitation and prisoner post-release services, but the
Victorian government has clearly decided it knows
better than the experts. It does not, and vulnerable kids
and families will suffer as a result.
The government is very proud of its surpluses —
$9 billion over the next four years that is not going to
be spent on the community. These are surpluses that are
propped up by one-off privatisations. It is disappointing
to see a Labor government continue with Jeff Kennett’s
plan to sell off our state to the highest bidder. Thinking
long term always seems difficult for governments, but
given the experience of Victoria as the most privatised
state in the nation and the problems we face with
privatised transport, privatised energy, privatised
education and privatised prisons, you would think they
would heed the lessons of the past. Public assets should
stay in public hands.
The Greens will continue to oppose the sale of land
titles operations, disability support homes and public
housing. These privatisations are a disaster waiting to
happen. The government is giving up sensitive and
significant data to private companies in the privatisation
of functions of the land titles office. Why will this
privatisation be any different to any other where costs
have gone up and service levels have declined? The
selling off of disability support homes is particularly
troubling. There can be no guarantee that people will be
properly cared for, and the government is washing its
hands of responsibility. The Greens will always stand
up for public services and keeping public assets in
public hands for the ongoing benefit of all Victorians.
The Labor government is also proud it is not raising
taxes or introducing new ones. We do not think that this
is something to be proud of when there remain clear
areas in need of funding. Taxation is what enables a
society to strive for fairness and equality. It was
disappointing that, for example, the budget did not
include a point of consumption tax for online gambling,
a way to make revenue from companies peddling harm
to our community — revenue that could be redirected
into positive programs for the community.
There were some good things in the budget too. Long
overdue funding to schools and free TAFE courses are
welcome but are only making up for a decade of
neglect and poor past policy. The Greens also secured
over $100 million from the government for some of our
priorities, including 130 park rangers to better look after
our precious environment; $22 million for safe
recycling and better active transport infrastructure;
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$5 million for upgrades to Casey Fields, including
facilities for women’s sport; $12 million to upgrade the
South Yarra train station, which is something my
colleague the member for Prahran in the other place,
Sam Hibbins, and the local council have campaigned
long and hard for; $37 million for legal assistance to
people facing barriers to justice; and funding to build
Docklands Primary School.
The Greens believe Victoria can do better. We can have
public transport that works. We can transition to
100 per cent renewable energy, address climate change
and have reliable, affordable energy. We can ensure
everyone has a home. We can protect our precious
forests, waterways, clean air and landscapes. We can
have clan-based treaties processed with funding that
ensures equal footing for Aboriginal communities in the
treaty process. We can stop diverting billions of dollars
to toll road companies and keep public assets in public
hands for the benefit of all Victorians.
The Greens are looking forward to the next few months
as we lay out our plans for Victoria and a cleaner, fairer
society in harmony with the natural world powered by
renewable energy. If you want a Victoria that invests in
the future and looks after people and the environment,
the choice is now clear.
Mr MELHEM (Western Metropolitan) (17:42) — I
also rise to speak on the Victorian budget, which is yet
another budget delivered by the Andrews Labor
government since coming to office. I am proud to be a
member of this government that has delivered some
excellent budgets since November 2014. With the
previous budgets we have built on making sure that
Victoria is back on the map; Victoria is investing in its
people; Victoria is investing in growth; Victoria is
investing in health, education, public transport and
roads infrastructure; and Victoria is investing in the
most important resource in our state — people. I am
proud that in the current budget we are investing in
further education, and one of the highlights for me is
the further investment in TAFE, which was subject to
some major cuts by the previous government over the
four years that they were in office.
We are now injecting another $172 million into the
TAFE system, and we are offering some 30 priority
courses and 18 preapprenticeship courses free of charge
so that our kids who do not want to go to university are
kids who want to go to TAFE. Particularly in areas like
my electorate, Western Metropolitan Region, a lot of
our students and our kids want to do TAFE courses,
and now they will be able to do so. They will be able to
get into TAFE without worrying about where they are
going to find the money to pay for these courses, which
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is a problem in a lot of low socio-economic areas. They
do not have to worry about that now, because these
courses will be free of charge.
These courses are tailored for the things we will need to
make sure that Victoria’s wealth and progress continue,
a journey we started back in November 2014. The
courses are based on the needs of the state to continue
the investment and growth in infrastructure projects like
the Melbourne Metro project, projects that will
transform public transport in this state. It will make the
fast rail project to Geelong, which is part of this budget,
a reality. It will make a reality the recent announcement
finally by the federal government to chip in $5 billion
towards the Melbourne airport link. The preferred
model, which was proposed in this budget by the
Andrews Labor government, is to go through Sunshine
in my electorate to then connect to various regional
rails. In order to get all these rail projects you need
metro rail built. It has been talked about for decades and
decades, but finally now it is a reality, and again it is
thanks to the Andrews Labor government investing in
Victoria.
There are projects like the West Gate tunnel project,
which is another vital project that the state needs. In my
electorate that project will transform the way people
travel to Melbourne from Western Metropolitan Region
and also from Geelong, Ballarat and the whole Western
District. Even people who come from the south-eastern
suburbs and travel west will find life easier as a result
of the continuous investment by this government in the
Monash Freeway upgrades over the years and further
investment as part of this budget. It is about connecting
Victoria and about making travel times easier for
Victorians to take their kids to school and go to work
and for businesses to work in the most efficient manner.
This budget is about delivering the things we said we
were going to deliver when we came to office in
November 2014. With level crossings we said we were
committing to remove 50 level crossings, of which 20
would be done in this term. Guess what? We have
delivered more than 20 already. We have delivered the
biggest infrastructure project in railway crossings,
eliminating all these deadly crossings in the state, and
we have got more to do. We will do the 50. Should we
be given the honour and privilege to return in
November this year and form government we will
continue our program to make sure we deliver the other
30 level crossings.
Some of these crossings are deadly, and one or two of
them are in my electorate. The St Albans Main Road
railway crossing is now a thing of the past; it is no
longer there. Between the terrible railway crossings at
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Main Road and Furlong Road in St Albans 17 people
have been killed over the years. But guess what? Now
they are gone; they are not there anymore.
The many railway crossings between Flinders Street
and Dandenong are gone. People on the other side have
been complaining in the last two years about sky rail
and how terrible it is, but guess what? No-one is
listening to them, because the people in these regions
are now realising what this government is about. This
government is delivering a better transport system and a
better railway system. They are seeing the results
already, and come November 2018, later this year, they
will realise the difference between a coalition
government that does nothing for four years and a
government which said, ‘We’re going to do all these
projects’, and delivered them, and going forward we
will be putting our plans forward to the electorate about
what we are going to deliver in the next four years. That
is basically what we have delivered.
Now I want to go to some of the announcements in this
budget for my electorate. Sunshine Hospital is a fine
hospital, and I want to pay tribute to the men and
women — the doctors, staff, nurses and
management — of the hospital, who are doing a terrific
job servicing the west of Melbourne. On top of the
$200 million investment in building the children’s
hospital in Sunshine there was an announcement prior
to this budget to expand the emergency department and
invest $29.3 million to deliver that. That is on top of the
investment in the Mercy hospital in the last budget and
the commitment to redevelop Footscray Hospital. There
will be some upgrades at Williamstown. Most
importantly in relation to Footscray Hospital, where the
$50 million was committed in the last budget to
actually rebuild that hospital, I am looking forward to
stage 2 to be able to start being built to put into action a
brand-new hospital in Footscray to service the inner
west and the people of the west. That is happening in
relation to health.
In relation to education there is a further investment by
the Andrews Labor government of $29 million for
stage 2 of the secondary campus in Footscray. That is
part of $353.2 million in school investment listed in the
budget. That is a very important investment in that
precinct, which is going to deliver first-class education
to our kids in the west.
Also there will be a further investment in the west: an
additional $55.7 million for new and upgraded bus
services in Melbourne, which will include bus services
in Wyndham, one of the fastest growing suburbs in
Melbourne. The improvement is expected to be
introduced from 2019. That is not all. There will be
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further improvement and further bus services in these
growth areas in my electorate. I will continue
campaigning to make sure we get improved bus
services and rail services in these growth suburbs.
There is $22.7 million to upgrade and maintain active
transport infrastructure, including for Raleigh Road in
Maribyrnong.
The plan goes on and on. Going back to education,
there is $353 million for 12 new schools, including
Davis Creek Primary School; for early works for three
schools; and for additional stages for seven schools,
including Burnside Primary School, Truganina East
P–9 and Sanctuary Lakes P–9 school. They are
brand-new schools that are going to be built in my
electorate.
The Andrews Labor government is the only
government in recent history basically putting the west
back on the map. I am proud to stand here representing
the people of the western suburbs of Melbourne. This
government has delivered again and again for the west.
The western suburbs of Melbourne are no longer the
poor cousins in Melbourne. I am proud of living in the
west. I am proud of the living standard. We have now
got better infrastructure and employment in the western
suburbs.
I will stand up for my constituents about delivering the
West Gate tunnel project and about making sure the
M80 ring-road project is finally completed. The
EJ Whitten Bridge will be opening hopefully in the next
few months. That project was supposed to be done
seven years ago. When the previous government came
to office, the first thing they did was take that money
away and transfer it to the ill-fated east–west link. That
is why this project is four years behind schedule. But
guess what? That project is near completion and will be
open in the next few months thanks to the Andrews
Labor government actually making sure that is now a
reality.
The list goes on and on in relation to what we are doing
in the west thanks to the current budget. Another area
about rail projects and improving the public transport
system is car parks. That is one of our biggest issues at
the moment. There will be further investment in
making sure that we increase the number of spaces and
car parks around train stations. There is no point having
train stations and new rail networks if you do not have
enough parking spots. As a result of this budget two
train stations in my electorate, in Essendon and in
Watergardens, will have funding to increase the number
of car spaces so more constituents will be able to drive
to the station and use the public transport system, which
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is something that was somewhat ignored by the other
side.
The western region of Melbourne will continue to
improve under this government, with increased
resources for early childhood across the state. I had the
pleasure of opening early childhood centres in
Wyndham with Minister Mikakos a couple of weeks
ago, and there are more in the planning stages. When
we have growing suburbs and new people moving into
new suburbs, especially people with young families, it
is important to make sure we have got early learning
places available for them so they are able to take their
kids to these places and make sure they receive the
attention and the education they need.
Also there has been a $50 million increase in funding to
the interface councils to further assist growth suburbs.
This is funding which the government introduced two
years ago, so the extra $50 million will be in addition to
the current funding of $50 million. Some of my
councils, like Wyndham council and Melton council,
are actually some of the beneficiaries. Hume council is
as well, so three of the councils in my electorate
actually are beneficiaries of that scheme. Having the
additional $50 million is going to go a long way to
assist them in meeting the requirements of our citizens.
One of the other announcements in the budget — which
is probably a small item, but you need to watch this
space — is in waste-to-energy. The issue we are facing
in relation to waste — and I think Dr Ratnam talked
about this — is a very important issue. I agree that we
need to address the waste problem we have in Victoria.
I have the full confidence that the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change, Ms D’Ambrosio,
will be making an announcement shortly in relation to
how we are going to deal with the chronic issue of
waste in Victoria. One of the areas I have been
advocating for, and I produced a report for the minister
in relation to it some few months ago, is in relation to
dealing with making sure that we do not have waste
being sent to landfill any more. I think that is a thing of
the past. We need to move away from sending our
waste to landfill.
We should be seriously thinking about implementing
and building waste-to-energy plants so we can get rid of
our waste in the most efficient and most
environmentally friendly manner and so we can also
generate environmentally friendly electricity. I am
looking forward to Minister D’Ambrosio announcing
the government’s policy in relation to that in the next
few months. Hopefully the western suburbs of
Melbourne will be the beneficiaries of that policy and
we will no longer rely on landfill.
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With these words, I commend the budget to the house. I
want to congratulate Premier Daniel Andrews,
Treasurer Tim Pallas and Daniel Mulino, the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasurer, on the great
work they have done in putting this budget together and
making sure Victoria remains strong. We are getting
things done.
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (17:57) — It is with
great pleasure that I rise to speak on the budget for the
first time in this place. What an opportunity it is when
you get to speak about a budget that delivers jobs,
health care, education, skills and roads and has a
healthy surplus this year and across the forward
estimates. This is a great budget. It is getting things
done for all of Victoria and it is one that everybody on
this side of the house is particularly proud of.
I want to focus my contribution on regional Victoria
and in particular on my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region. I want to talk a little bit about some of the
negativity that is being spruiked in my area by the
member for Mildura in the other place and the member
for Murray Plains in the other place. They have been
going right across the electorate talking this budget
down and talking doom and gloom for these great areas
of this fantastic state. It is clear to me that they actually
have not gone into any of the detail that is in this
budget, because if they had they would actually know
that there were enormous benefits within this budget for
people in regional Victoria and in particular my
electorate of Northern Victoria Region.
Since the Andrews Labor government has come into
office it has invested more than $8.5 billion in regional
Victoria. In this budget alone we have continued that
momentum by investing over $4.3 billion, including in
world-class health care, as I said. The Victorian budget
of 2018–19 includes upgrades to schools for our kids.
For example, it builds on our past work of investing
$775 million to improve Victoria’s regional schools by
investing a further $180.8 million to build and upgrade
some 60 regional schools across Victoria.
We have of course made a big investment, as has been
stated again and again, to improve our roads. We have
allocated $941 million for this important work. We
know that the problem in regional Victoria is not that
we do not have enough roads; it is that the roads that we
do have are not in good enough condition. Decades of
underinvestment and inattention mean that our country
roads need an overhaul, and we are investing in that.
That is very important to country Victorians. It is very
important that the road system is up to scratch and able
to perform for them as they go about their very
important lives on a day-to-day basis.
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There are many other budget highlights for regional
Victoria that I will just touch on. For example, there is
$26.8 million to better connect businesses, farmers and
families. What we have heard from all nine of our
regional partnerships over the past couple of years is
that connectivity is a real issue. This investment will
enable us to better provide connectivity for businesses,
farmers and families.
In his excellent contribution on the budget Mr Mulino
earlier talked about payroll tax cuts for regional
Victoria — down from 3.65 per cent to 2.425 per cent.
This is leading the nation and is genuine reform putting
genuine money back into the pockets of businesses in
regional Victoria. We have gone further. I talked a little
bit about the $941 million to improve our roads. We
have got $433 million for road restoration, including
$100 million for the Fixing Country Roads Fund.
We have also heard a lot about TAFE. What a great
budget this is for TAFE. It seemed a bit ironic as we sat
there and listened to the federal Treasurer delivering the
federal budget and, like his state counterparts did four
years ago, taking the axe to TAFE. I do not know why
they want to continually beat up on young people who
see pathways to learning, jobs and skills other than
university. Those opposite see it as a cash cow. They do
not care about those young people. If you are not going
to university, you are of no consequence to those
opposite. You can contrast that with the investment that
this government is making in TAFE through this
budget. It will have a real impact in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region.
When I go to SuniTAFE, GOTAFE or the Bendigo
Kangan Institute, they cannot stop talking about the
investment that we have made in the TAFE system over
the past four years. We are seeing vibrancy in places
that were vast, deserted wastelands after those opposite
were finished with them. They are delighted, unlike
Mr Crisp and Mr Walsh in the Assembly, who want to
talk it down. People in my electorate associated with
TAFE are delighted. Indeed Mr Crisp went as far as
saying that our investment in TAFE through this budget
was a complete and utter waste of money. He said,
‘You’re wasting your money, and you’re wasting your
time. It could be better spent elsewhere’. This
government believes that there is nothing more virtuous
than investing in our future, investing in our young
people, investing in our skills and working with
industry to close the skills gap and the jobs gap that is
out there today. That is a path we will continue on, and
we will not be persuaded by the negativity of Mr Walsh
and Mr Crisp.
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A couple of other highlights include that we have
funded the cross-border commissioner. What we have
heard again and again from our regional partnerships,
particularly those in the Mallee —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr GEPP — Mr Ondarchie is over there —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — Yes, from opposition. They did not do
it when they were in office. Guess what they did? They
announced their policy after a regional partnership
assembly that we had instituted, where we had
committed to the community that we would develop a
proposal — and that is what we have done. Of course
what they do not like to hear is that the 2018–19 budget
delivers almost $760 million on key regional
partnership priorities, but they do not want to hear any
of that.
I want to talk a little bit about some specific initiatives
in a couple of electorates. I will not steal all of
Ms Symes’s thunder, because she will have an
opportunity herself to contribute to the debate on the
budget, so I will just concentrate on three lower house
districts. In Shepparton — and we have heard the
photobomber talk down this budget again and again
and again — you can rest assured that when I am up
there or Ms Sheed is out there announcing something
from the budget —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — She has been a wonderful advocate
for Shepparton. She has actually got things done.
Unlike the photobomber, she has actually got things
done. She has got real reform through the Shepparton
line upgrade, $313 million; the Munarra Regional
Centre of Excellence, $23 million; the Barmah National
Park master plan, $400 000; the Hume renewable
energy strategy, $300 000; and the Industry Capability
Network, $5 million, which we will share in. Then of
course in Shepparton we have got projects that were
announced prior to the budget, including the
Shepparton Education Plan, $20.5 million; the
$20 million for the heavy vehicle alternative freight
route upgrades; the Nathalia District Community
Association; Numurkah Community Learning Centre;
and additional funding for Tatura Community House’s
neighbourhood house coordination programs.
The one that I am particularly proud of is Ardmona
Primary School. It is a $500 000 contribution from the
budget to this school. It is a school that I have worked
very closely with. There are about 30 kids.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — You can talk down a small school in
country Victoria all you like, but I will stand there
proudly with those people. I will stand proudly with a
small school in country Victoria, and do you know
what? This school has been grossly underfunded every
year that Ms Lovell has been in this place. And what
has she done in terms of her great advocacy for the
school? There are 30-odd kids, mostly Indigenous kids
from socially and economically challenged
backgrounds, and not once in the 12 months that I have
been in this place have I heard the photobomber do
anything positive for this school. Over the last
12 months we have invested three-quarters of a million
dollars to improve the amenity there.
Ms Bath — On a point of order, Acting President, it
is unparliamentary to call another member of
Parliament a photobomber, and I ask the member to
withdraw it.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) — I
ask the member to withdraw.
Mr GEPP — I withdraw calling Ms Lovell a
photobomber.
In Murray Plains there are further announcements: the
Echuca court upgrade, $5.1 million; the Murray River
Adventure Trail, $500 000. This is in the electorate
where Mr Walsh from the other place said, ‘There’s
nothing in the budget’. This is on top of all the other
statewide initiatives — $500 000 for that, and also
money in the budget for the Cobram State Emergency
Service unit’s land acquisition project. We had already
announced $400 000 for Kerang Primary School in
Murray Plains. There is Swan Hill bridge maintenance
of $5 million; the Calder Highway upgrade, $19 million
between Bendigo and Mildura, picking up Swan Hill.
Mr Mulino — That’s huge.
Mr GEPP — It is, it is enormous. Then we move to
Mildura, with $600 000 for the centre Food Next Door
program; $1.7 million for the Mallee Regional
Innovation Centre; $800 000 for Cardross Primary
School; $1.8 million for Mildura West Primary School;
money for the Birchip Telecentre, East End
Community House and the Murrayville Neighbourhood
House under the Neighbourhood House Coordination
Program. There is also the Calder Highway upgrade
program that they will participate in, so by any measure
this budget is a terrific budget for —
Mr Ondarchie — Have you ever been to Mildura
West Primary School? Have you been to Cobram?

Thursday, 10 May 2018

Mr GEPP — Listen to the cackling! Yes, I have. As
a matter of fact, I have.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GEPP — I know who goes in for photo ops, and
she will be with me every step of the way. Every time
there is an announcement, do not worry, the photo
opportunist will be there. She does not miss — she gets
a crook neck every time we get up there because she
cannot wait to get her head into the photo. But I tell you
what, Mr Ondarchie: we are at the front and centre of
every one of those photographs, and do you know why?
Because we are the government and we are getting
things done. I thoroughly commend this budget to the
house.
Ms MIKAKOS (Minister for Families and
Children) (18:10) — It is with great pleasure that I rise
to speak on the Andrews Labor government’s fourth
budget, appropriately titled ‘Getting Things Done’, and
that is exactly what this budget is all about. I want to
borrow a quote from a very famous former Labor Prime
Minister, and that is Paul Keating, who referred to a
previous budget as ‘a beautiful set of numbers’. That is
in fact what this budget is; it is a beautiful set of
numbers.
The Andrews Labor government is building a state
where every Victorian can get a great education and
secure a good job, and that begins with a strong
economy. A strong economy means more jobs for more
Victorians, and that is exactly what we are doing. We
have seen Victoria’s economy grow by 3.3 per cent in
2016–17, well above the national economic growth of
2 per cent. We have seen more than 117 000 new jobs
created in 2016–17, the highest of any state. This was
more than 70 per cent of all new jobs created across
Australia.
Since day one the Andrews government has invested in
the things that matter to Victorians: new schools for our
kids, hospitals for our loved ones, better roads and rail
services to get people home faster and historic action to
curb family violence. This budget continues that
momentum and provides a strong foundation to help us
get on with the job. That is what Labor governments
do. Reforming Labor governments go on and get things
done, and I am proud to be a member of a reforming
Andrews Labor government that gets things done.
There is nothing more important than giving our
children and young people hope for the future and
giving them the best start to their lives. I am very proud
that we as a government have in fact provided historic
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and unprecedented levels of funding for our schools, for
our TAFEs and for early childhood education.
I want to focus in my remarks on the investment that
we have made in early childhood education. I am proud
that we are making Victoria the Education State, and
that starts of course with the early years. We released
our groundbreaking Early Childhood Reform Plan with
the budget last year and had a record budget in early
childhood last year. That is supported again this year
with a $135.9 million to boost early childhood
education. We are delivering the kindergarten
infrastructure that Victoria needs with a $42.9 million
boost to upgrade and equip kindergartens, build new
kindergartens and build new integrated children’s
centres. This is the single largest state investment ever.
We have seen those opposite claim previous federal
Labor national partnership money as if it was theirs. If
you actually look at what was appropriated over their
four budgets, if you actually look at what they put in
their four budgets, it was $37 million over four years.
Compare that to $123.6 million, which is more than
triple what those opposite managed to appropriate in
their entire term: $123.6 million by Labor.
We are also co-locating additional kindergartens at
primary school sites: at Botanic Ridge Primary School
in Casey, at Riverwalk Primary School in Wyndham
South and at Davis Creek Primary School. We are
changing the way we fund our kindergartens. We
know, because research tells us, that one in five kids
starts school developmentally behind, and this is why
we are the first state in the country to introduce school
readiness funding. We had funding in the budget last
year and we have provided further funding in the
budget this year for school readiness funding, a total of
$58.1 million now to make sure that children who need
more support get it. This new initiative will roll out
from next year, and the first 25 local government areas
to get it have been announced recently. This will enable
our kindergartens to bring in speech therapists, allied
health professionals and literacy and numeracy experts
to support kids to get the additional support that they
need. This reform will be a permanent part of the
Victorian kindergarten system and represents a 10 per
cent increase in total funding when fully rolled out,
because we want to give the kids the best start to their
education.
We also have a plan to help children prepare for an
increasingly connected world, and we have provided
$17.9 million in the budget to deliver language classes
to up to 120 kinders across the state, with another
10 moving to a bilingual model. We are providing
support for our workforce with an $8 million
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investment in scholarships and other workforce
supports to enable new teachers and support educators
to upskill to a teaching qualification. We are also
making sure the most disadvantaged kids in our
community are supported to access two years of free or
low-cost kindergarten with the Early Start Kindergarten
program receiving $4 million, as well as funding the
expansion of the Lookout model to include preschools
for the first time.
We started last year to fund tailored Aboriginal
maternal and child health services to give more
Aboriginal families access to this vital universal
service. We have got the best maternal and child health
service in this country, but it is a world-class system
here in Victoria. I have had overseas officials and
ministers come and talk to me, and they are envious of
our system. They are envious because we have highly
qualified staff supporting families, and our budget this
year provides more support for these tailored
Aboriginal maternal and child health services. We will
be getting on with expanding and enhancing maternal
and child health services later this year from
investments that we made in the budget last year. We
have rolled out additional family violence visits through
our maternal and child health services as well.
There are so many reforms that we are making in the
early years space. We are making sure that kids with
additional needs who are ineligible for the national
disability insurance scheme do not miss out, and we
have provided funding for those children in the budget
as well, building on previous investments we have
made in previous budgets, because we know the
National Disability Insurance Agency has been too
slow to get the support and the plans in place for
children. We are making sure that children do not miss
out on getting this vital support because the
commonwealth cannot get its act together.
We are making the investments that we need to make
sure that kids are ready for kinder, ready for school and
ready for life. What we are seeing from the federal
Turnbull government is, disappointingly, that they are
yet again providing only one year of funding for their
contribution to four-year-old kinder. We had a
groundbreaking report handed down earlier this year,
the Lifting Our Game report, which found that
short-term, one-off, one-year funding agreements are
holding the sector back. They are not enabling our
kindergarten committees and parents to plan for the
future. They need to know if they have the money in
the following year to do major repairs to their centres or
expand their centres or whether their staff will have a
job the next year. Staff deserve that certainty as well,
and parents deserve that certainty. That groundbreaking
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report points out that Australia to its great shame ranks
24 out of 26 OECD nations — we are down the bottom
of the OECD in terms of preschool investment — and
the day after that embarrassing report that shames
Simon Birmingham and Malcolm Turnbull came out,
they offered one year of funding yet again.
Unbelievably in the federal budget this week what is
hidden away is that they have completely ripped up the
national partnership on the quality agenda. The
contribution that the commonwealth has made since
Kevin Rudd signed up to this national partnership and
this national quality framework more than a decade
ago — the contribution the commonwealth has made to
the quality of our early years services, which goes to
pay for inspections and compliance checks of our early
year services — has been torn up and they are walking
away. So they are not even prepared to make a
contribution to the quality of our early years services.
Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, Acting
President, I take it the minister is badly mistaken here,
because the response today is about the Victorian state
budget and she has spent the last 4 minutes talking
about the federal budget. Admittedly she has not talked
about the state debt and she has not talked about the
great Ponzi scheme that this budget really is. You
should bring her back to talking about the Victorian
state budget. Maybe she could talk about the debt level
as well.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Mr Ondarchie. There is no point of order.
Ms MIKAKOS — I know those opposite are very
sensitive about what their federal colleagues do,
because we know it is in the Liberal DNA to cut things,
but what the member needs to understand is that this
does have consequences for Victoria. Every time the
federal Turnbull Liberal government makes cuts and
walks away from national partnerships it does have
implications for our state and our services. It has
implications for workers in our departments, who go
about doing regulatory checks and doing this important
work every day. I think it should alarm those opposite
that their federal colleagues do not care about the
quality of the early year services in our state.
There is nothing more important than protecting our
kids, and that is why we have made the biggest ever
investment in our child and family services system in
this budget. We have got an unprecedented
$858 million in the budget to continue the
transformation of Victoria’s child and family services
system through the Roadmap for Reform. We are
moving from crisis response to prevention and early
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intervention. We have provided the biggest ever
investment in our workforce — $225 million to support
the continued growth of our child protection workforce.
I make the point that those opposite over their four
years were only able to fund 192 staff. In comparison
over our four budgets we have funded 610 new child
protection workers.
So when Ms Crozier wants to cry crocodile tears she
needs to be reminded that only last week Mr O’Brien in
his budget reply flagged that they are going to wheel
out the razor gang again. We know that public service
jobs are on the line. We know what happened the last
time they were in office — more than 600 public
servants got the axe from the then Department of
Human Services. What that meant was that child
protection workers were answering phones and staffing
reception desks and were not able to undertake their
work. And what happened in response? We had an
Ombudsman’s report in 2011 entitled Investigation
regarding the Department of Human Services Child
Protection Program (Loddon Mallee Region). And
what that report found was, and I quote:
Data for cases closed during 2010–11 demonstrated that there
were a number of days where an unusually high number of
cases were closed. The largest number of cases closed on any
one day was 90 on 28 June 2011. This is in contrast to an
average of 22.7 cases closed per day throughout the year.

It goes on to say:
An increase in closure activity is apparent particularly during
the lead-up to the end of the 2010–11 financial year when
data for the department’s annual report was required.

So what happened was Ms Wooldridge’s chief of staff
got on the phone and directed the department to close
files two days before the cut-off for figures to be
published in that year’s annual report so they could
fudge child protection cases. This is what they got up
to: they cooked the books. When it came to the
allocation over child protection we had Ms Wooldridge
changing the incident reporting system so she could
hide child protection incidents and hide youth justice
incidents.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Ondarchie! I am going deaf from your shouting.
Ms Bath — On a point of order, President, on
relevance, the minister is not on task. She is supposed
to be talking about the budget, and she is just way all
over the place. Bring her back to have some relevance
about the budget.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Thank you, Ms Bath. There is no point of order.
Ms MIKAKOS — We have got a lot of
hypersensitivity from those opposite. I am very proud
to talk about our investment as a government. We are
putting the supports in place to ensure that we can
support vulnerable families so that fewer children need
to come into the child protection system in the first
place. We are doing groundbreaking reforms in
Victoria. We are leading the nation with things like
professionalised foster care and the Aboriginal children
in care initiative. We are providing targeted care
packages that will see more than 500 children transition
out of residential care into home-based care
environments. We are putting in place groundbreaking
reforms and investment in ending family violence in
our state. We have got crocodile tears from Ms Crozier
about this matter. The Liberal Party is yet to commit to
the recommendations of the Royal Commission into
Family Violence. They are yet to even commit to it. We
have seen nothing from them.
We are making record investments in your youth justice
system. We are tackling issues that those opposite
failed to commit to. There is $145 million in this year’s
budget to strengthen our youth justice system — more
staff, better infrastructure. We have had to fix up all the
deficiencies in Malmsbury that Ms Wooldridge failed
to address when she commissioned that project. We are
investing in our young people. We are funding the
Empower Youth program so that more youth workers
can be employed. We are giving young people
opportunities through free TAFE, with investments in
our TAFE system as well. We are putting in
transformational reforms in Victoria because we are a
government that delivers. We are getting things done.
What we know will happen from those opposite is they
will just cut, cut, cut.
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Ondarchie, if you want to put your name on the
speakers list, I am more than happy to add it.
Mr Gepp interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) —
Mr Gepp, I am actually speaking. I ask members to
show courtesy to other members who are making their
contribution in relation to this important issue without a
constant barrage from the other side. I think members
are entitled to be heard in silence on this issue.
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Ms PULFORD (Minister for Agriculture)
(18:26) — I am so pleased to speak about this budget. I
love this budget. We are proud of this budget, and I am
exceptionally excited about what this budget means for
our communities in regional Victoria in particular. Over
previous budgets the government has invested
$8.5 billion into regional Victoria. It has been action
stations from day one. There is a lot going on. There is
a lot of confidence in our regional Victorian
communities, and it is really heartening to see. This
budget makes those other budgets that were by
historical measures excellent look not quite so
wonderful, because this budget sets an entirely new
benchmark and invests $4.3 billion into regional
Victoria.
Part of the reason that we have been able to do this is
that we are investing half of the proceeds of the Snowy
Hydro sale into regional Victoria. Members will have
seen the significant announcements around country
roads, the upgrade to the Shepparton line and many,
many other projects. We thought it was really important
to invest half of the proceeds of Snowy Hydro into
regional Victoria, given the significance and history of
that project and particularly its importance for regional
communities. I was a little amazed to read that the
coalition were going to use the proceeds of Snowy
Hydro for their Melbourne intersections policy. I guess
that is their choice, but that is not the choice that we
have chosen to make.
I spoke a minute ago about the confidence that exists in
regional Victoria at the moment. I think one of the
things that absolutely contributes to this is the strength
of the economy. Having a strong economy is important
for lots of different reasons, but to me it is really about
making sure that we have got the economic settings that
are within our control geared towards supporting strong
employment growth, and not any kind of employment
growth — the kinds of jobs that are really important in
delivering services, the kinds of jobs that are secure and
permanent, quality jobs, highly skilled jobs. They are
the kinds of jobs people can have that they can then use
to support their families, the kinds of jobs you can take
a story about into the bank and get a mortgage and have
that housing security and personal financial security,
and the kinds of jobs that enable a family, or perhaps a
couple, to say, ‘Hey, maybe let’s have some kids and
settle in here for a while or forever’.
What we want in regional Victoria is for the mums and
dads right across our regional communities to be
absolutely confident about their own financial security,
to be very hopeful and optimistic about that of their
children, to know that those kids can grow up in a
community like the one that they have grown up in and
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have the same opportunities and experiences that they
have enjoyed. We also want those mums and dads,
when they are thinking about perhaps their ageing
parents or other members in the community they care
for and support, to be confident that those people are
going to be able to access the services that they need.

only about ensuring a great future for thousands and
thousands of young people in the Victorian community
but it is also about bridging that gap. It always drives
me mad that it seems so hard to bridge the gap between
the skills that industry needs and the jobs that people
want.

Of course ‘the services that people need’ is a very, very
broad catch-all way to describe so many different
things. I know Ms Mikakos was on her feet in this
debate a few minutes ago talking about the work that
she is doing in early years development and in child
protection and the very important work that she does
supporting some of the most vulnerable people in our
society. For other people when we talk about the
services people need it is around support for living with
a disability. For the agricultural communities that I
work with each and every day as agriculture minister,
the services that we need are our animal health officers,
our frontline biosecurity response staff and the people
who are still working every day with farmers in
south-west Victoria following the St Patrick’s Day fires
to help them make the best decisions about how to get
their businesses back on their feet and how to make
decisions about animal management. Service delivery
means so many things.

I think that Ms Tierney, the Premier and the Treasurer
in putting together this package have really done
something quite extraordinary. I heard James Merlino
talk about the reforms and the way that apprenticeships
and traineeships will coexist in people’s lives within the
secondary school system, describing it as the most
significant education reform in the state since the
1970s. Mr Merlino is about my age and we were very,
very young in the 1970s, so that makes that a long time
ago. I hope Mr Merlino would not horribly mind me
saying that.

We have heard members of the coalition in their budget
replies in the other place during the week say, ‘Oh, no,
there are too many people in the public service now;
there’s too much public sector employment’. What I
would say to our communities in response to that is:
that is because we are restoring service delivery and we
are restoring the kinds of services that people
desperately need in our community, whether they are in
housing, whether they are in other social services or
whether they are in our emergency services. The list is
long and the work that they do is unique and provides
different support and assistance to different members of
our community at different times in their lives.
It is wonderful that the Victorian economy is so strong
that the budget enables the government to make very
significant investments in lots of different things that
we know matter to people in the Victorian community.
There are schools — 55 schools being upgraded in
regional Victoria — and there are 30 TAFE courses
that will very soon no longer attract fees, which is just
the most wonderful thing. I congratulate my dear friend
and my electorate buddy of almost 12 years,
Ms Tierney, on a wonderful, wonderful package for
TAFE.
I do not know about everybody else, but it warms my
heart every time I hear someone talk about it and every
time I think about it. It is just beautiful, because it is not

Members might also be interested in the very
significant investments in our agriculture sector. There
is $16 million in the budget for a number of initiatives
in agriculture, and we have a whole lot of programs
underway — still very much active programs funded by
the $200 million Agriculture Infrastructure and Jobs
Fund. I would not want you to think this is all we are
doing, because there is a hell of a lot more. In this
budget in terms of new initiatives there are programs to
expand phylloxera monitoring — that is an important
issue for anyone who drinks wine — and to support the
development of an artisanal food sector. This is a sector
that I think has been left to its own devices for a little
too long. Mary-Anne Thomas, the member for
Macedon in the Assembly, and I were eating cheese to
die for at Cloud 9 Farm last Friday, just 10 minutes or
so out of Kyneton, with a group of artisanal food
producers with whom we are very interested in having
a dialogue over the next couple of months around the
design of a grants program and an industry
development plan, a little akin to what we have done
with the wine industry over the last few years.
Of course agriculture and our agricultural communities
depend on water. It is absolutely their lifeline. A couple
of very significant projects have been funded in the
budget. Again, congratulations to my colleague Lisa
Neville for $32 million in this budget for water security
for the East Grampians and $10.2 million to secure
water at Mitiamo. These are both very important
projects. These projects will provide water security to
the communities that are most dramatically impacted
by drought. It is always Labor governments that build
the water pipelines and the water infrastructure that our
rural communities need. It is always Labor
governments that do it and it is only Labor
governments that do it. That is very exciting. It was sad
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to see that the federal government did not provide
funding this week in their budget for those projects in a
share arrangement, which is the usual arrangement for
things like this. But we will press on, and we certainly
still want the federal government to be responsive to
those projects.
There is $433 million for regional road restoration,
including $100 million for fixing country roads. We
understand that local councils have an issue with their
budgets, some more than others. I have had more
conversations with rural councils about this issue than I
have had hot dinners. I am confident of that. So we
have responded to that both with the roads funding but
also with a package that the Minister for Local
Government, Marlene Kairouz, successfully achieved
through the budget process, which continues our work
to support the sustainability of small rural councils. Of
course there is the famous Shepparton line, and
Shepparton has probably been the community in
Victoria that has had the most airtime in the chamber
this week, so congratulations to Shepparton for that
dubious honour. Again, it is an important agricultural
and rural community that will benefit from a
long-overdue investment into its rail service.
In terms of further support for farmers there are a
couple of things that I must mention. The young farmer
stamp duty exemption, which is a great initiative, is to
assist people who have not thought before that farming
could be a potential vocation for them to get a foot in
the door and make a start. That is incredibly important.
Of course Minister Dalidakis and I will continue to rub
out every black spot we can find in regional Victoria. It
is not an easy job, and we are not letting the federal
government off the hook. Telecommunications is their
responsibility, but there are good economic
development arguments and good community safety
arguments to continue the work on black spots.
Members here would know that one of things that I
have been very focused on and very determined to do
as Minister for Regional Development is to give
regional communities a much stronger voice within
government. Our regional communities absolutely
know what is best for them. We do not roll into
regional Victorian communities and tell them what we
think they want to hear. We turn up, we say very little,
we open our ears and we listen very closely and very
carefully. Our regional partnerships model is the
framework that gives life to that belief — that very,
very strong sentiment that is held very deeply and
shared by all members of our government. Regional
partnership priorities that have been identified over the
last couple of years — and this is a young reform —
have resulted in $760 million in funding for a range of
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initiatives across regional Victoria. I mentioned the rail
service to Shepparton.
There is $153 million for the Geelong city deal.
Mr Mulino has done a wonderful job on the Geelong
city deal, and he and I have worked closely and will
continue to work closely on this initiative. Again, it is
disappointing to see the federal government not come
to the party on this in their budget, but we remain
optimistic and hopeful that they will get there — and,
we hope, sooner rather than later. I would certainly like
to see that before the end of the year. But this will be a
dramatic investment of 1000 jobs and more than
$1 billion of economic activity stimulated.
There is also the Geelong convention centre and the
Shipwreck Coast Master Plan. I reckon people have
been talking about the Geelong city deal since the
1980s. People have certainly been talking about a
Shipwreck Coast master plan and this investment at
Glenample for at least all the time I have been a
member for Western Victoria Region, and I reckon
probably quite some time before that.
There are also upgrades to TAFE, work on the Princes
Highway west from Colac and the water projects that I
spoke about. There are so many things. The list is really
long, and if people want to gain a great sense of what
regional Victoria communities are talking about, have a
look at this list because that is where it came from.
I congratulate the Loddon Campaspe region for their
success in the Healthy Heart program. This is a very
exciting preventative health program that has absolutely
got its origins locally, but again other regions will
benefit from the establishment of a cross-border
commissioner. I welcome the coalition’s interest in this.
I know Mr Gepp is a keen supporter of this project, but
this is something that absolutely came to us from a
regional assembly. It bubbled up through that as a high
priority. We have been undertaking a study into this
project, and it is a great example of going to a
community, listening to a community, working out
what they need through that listening, going through a
budget process, getting it funded and getting it done.
That is what the budget is all about.
As I said at the outset, I love this budget. I love it very,
very much, and I wish it a happy passage through the
Parliament.
Debate adjourned on motion of Ms SYMES
(Northern Victoria).
Debate adjourned until next day.
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LIQUOR AND GAMBLING LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Trade and Investment); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the ‘Charter’), I make
this Statement of Compatibility with respect to the Liquor and
Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill 2018.
In my opinion, the Liquor and Gambling Legislation
Amendment Bill 2018, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with human rights as set out in the
Charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview
The Liquor and Gambling Legislation Amendment Bill makes
amendments to the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 and to
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. The Bill makes
amendments to the Liquor Control Reform Act to:
reduce red tape for licensees, including reforms to
processes for licence applications and transfers,
removing unnecessary record-keeping requirements and
allowing spirit producers to obtain a producer’s licence
improve harm minimisation measures, including
introducing new offences related to displaying alcohol
advertising near schools and delivering alcohol to
minors, prohibiting the supply of liquor to minors on
licensed premises, requiring the supply of liquor to
minors in private premises be made in a responsible
manner, and allowing restaurant and café patrons to take
away limited amounts of unfinished liquor after a meal.
Human Rights Issues
Human rights protected by the Charter that are relevant to the
Bill
Section 13 — Privacy
Section 13 of the Charter provides that every person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The reform in clause 26 of the Bill provides that the supply of
liquor to minors in a private residence must occur in a
responsible manner. This requirement is drafted as an
exemption to the existing offence of supplying liquor to a
minor, meaning that if liquor is supplied in a private residence
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to a minor in a manner that is not responsible, the person
supplying the liquor will commit an offence. In order to
enforce the provision, Victoria Police officers may need to
attend private premises, such as homes. Therefore, the reform
may interfere with the right to privacy.
However, attendance by police at private premises as a result
of this reform is unlikely to be arbitrary or widespread. Police
will only attend private premises in accordance with the law
and in pursuance of a clearly defined objective. The impacts
of this reform on the right to privacy are also outweighed by
the reform supporting the protection of children under
section 17 of the Charter, which provides that every child has
the right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in
his or her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason
of being a child. The harms associated with children
consuming alcohol are well known, and it is clearly in their
best interests for the circumstances in which the law permits
them to consume liquor to be very limited. The reform will
further restrict the circumstances in which it is legal to supply
liquor to a minor in Victoria.
Therefore, the reform requiring the supply of liquor to minors
in a private residence to occur in a responsible manner does
not limit the right to privacy, as the interference is lawful and
non-arbitrary and supports the protection of children.
Clause 24 of the Bill will require a licensee to provide their
employment details and those of staff, as well as copies of
certificates evidencing their completion of an approved
Responsible Service of Alcohol course upon request by a
police officer or a gambling and liquor inspector. This is not a
new requirement — licensees are already required to produce
these documents on request under section 108AE of the
Liquor Control Reform Act.
The purpose of this provision is to enable police officers and
gambling and liquor inspectors to ensure that staff in licensed
venues are appropriately trained in the responsible service of
alcohol. Their requesting of evidence is therefore not
arbitrary, and is lawful as it is required to ensure licensee’s
compliance with an important harm minimisation measure.
In summary, the Bill’s limited impact on the right to privacy
is reasonably necessary for the protections that the Bill offers,
particularly those aimed at protecting children.
Section 15 — Freedom of expression
Section 15 of the Charter provides that every person has the
right to hold an opinion without interference.
The amendments include a prohibition on the display of
alcohol advertising within 150 metres of the perimeter of a
school in clause 20 of the Bill. The purpose of the amendment
is to reduce the exposure and impact of alcohol advertising on
minors. For this reason, the amendments enhance the
protection of children, without discrimination, as it is in their
best interests and needed by reason of them being children
under section 17(2) of the Charter.
The prohibition on alcohol advertising does not limit the right
to freedom of expression of natural persons. The right is
subject to section 15(3)(b) of the Charter, which provides that
the right to freedom of expression may be subject to lawful
restrictions that are reasonably necessary for the protection of
public health and public order.
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The prohibition is not a general restriction on advertising and
is restricted to alcohol advertising that is displayed for any
direct or indirect pecuniary benefit within 150 metres of a
school. As such, any restriction on the right is limited to the
extent necessary to achieve the objectives of the Bill.
For these reasons, the restriction on expression is reasonably
necessary for the protection of public health and order.
Section 17 — Protection of families and children
Section 17(2) of the Charter provides that every child has the
right, without discrimination, to such protection as is in his or
her best interests and is needed by him or her by reason of
being a child. Several sections of the Bill promote this right
by seeking to minimise the harm to minors from liquor.
Clause 27 of the Bill creates the offence of knowingly
delivering liquor to a minor. This offence is intended to
minimise the risk of minors accessing liquor by way of
alcohol deliveries (as opposed to liquor being supplied on
licensed premises).
Clause 26 of the Bill removes an existing exemption from the
prohibition on supplying liquor to minors on licensed
premises. This will mean that minors are no longer able to be
supplied liquor in a licensed premises if it is served with a
meal and they are accompanied by a parent, guardian or
spouse.
Clause 26 of the Bill also introduces a requirement that where
minors are supplied liquor in a private residence (a practice
which is not prohibited by the Liquor Control Reform Act) it
must occur in a responsible manner.
Collectively, these clauses will significantly reduce the
circumstances under which it is permissible to supply liquor
to a minor under the Liquor Control Reform Act. Consistent
with the protection of children in section 17(2) of the Charter,
this will protect children.
Section 20 — Property rights
Section 20 of the Charter provides that a person must not be
deprived of his or her property other than in accordance
with law.
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innocence and the right to have the charge or proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court or
tribunal after a fair and public hearing. Clauses 13 and 14 of
the Bill supports this right by ensuring that liquor licence
transferees are not unduly penalised for offences committed
by the previous licensee.
Certain serious offences in the Liquor Control Reform Act
incur demerit points and compliance history risk fees on a
licence. Currently, these transfer with the licence, even if the
transferee has no connection with the transferor. This means
that the transferee may have to pay higher fees and be at
higher risk of disciplinary action if further points are incurred
than if they had obtained a liquor licence for new premises.
The amendment in clauses 13 and 14 will mean that demerit
points and compliance history risk fees are not transferred
with a liquor licence unless the transferee has a relevant
relationship (which includes a range of business and family
connections) with the transferor. The provision regarding
relevant relationships is designed to ensure that a licensee
does not gain the benefit of the new provisions removing
demerit points by simply transferring their licence to a family
member or business associate.
In the circumstance where a transferee does have a business
or family association with the transferor, they will have the
right to apply to the Victorian Commission for Gambling and
Liquor Regulation to have the demerit points removed. The
Commission will only be able to remove demerit points if it is
satisfied the transferee has taken sufficient measures to
improve compliance with the Liquor Control Reform Act.
Additionally, clause 27 of the Bill inserts a new offence for a
person to knowingly deliver liquor to a minor without
reasonable excuse. The new section provides that it is a
reasonable excuse if the person making the delivery has seen
an evidence of age document indicating the person receiving
the delivery is of or over the age of 18 years.
Clause 27 may be considered to engage the right to be
presumed innocent by creating evidential burdens on the
accused. However, this offence does not transfer the legal
burden of proof. Once the accused has pointed to evidence of
those matters, which will ordinarily be peculiarly within their
knowledge, the burden shifts back to the prosecution who
must prove the essential elements of the offence. As discussed
above, I do not consider that an evidential onus such as the
one contained in the Bill limits the right to be presumed
innocent, and to the extent that a different view may be taken
as to this, any such limitation is justified.

As noted above, clause 20 of the Bill will prohibit alcohol
advertising within 150 metres of a school. In the event that an
individual holds a property right, for example, the owner of
an advertising space covered by the alcohol advertising
prohibition, there is potential for the prohibition to interfere
with that person’s right to property.

Section 27 — Retrospectivity

However, the advertising restriction is unlikely to limit the
right to property as it is in accordance with the law, for a
clearly stated purpose (the protection of children), and narrow
in nature. The prohibition is restricted to alcohol advertising,
and space holders would be free to display other forms of
advertising. In any case, any limitation on the right to
property would also be justified in light of the public interest
purpose of the Bill to reduce the impact of alcohol related
harm, and can be balanced against the protection of children
under section 17(2) of the Charter.

Section 27(1) of the Charter provides that a person must not
be found guilty of a criminal offence because of conduct that
was not a criminal offence when it was engaged in. The
prohibition on advertising within 150 metres of a school in
the Bill may capture advertising contracts that were already
entered into before the Bill commences or is made public.
However, the transitional provisions in the Bill relating to the
prohibition provide that the restriction will not apply for a
period of two years to advertising contracts that were entered
into prior to the date the Bill is second read.

Section 24 — Right to a fair hearing

The retrospectivity of the transitional provision is intended to
ensure that parties that may be affected by the restriction do
not enter into contracts (to gain the benefit of the two-year

Section 24 of the Charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence has the right to the presumption of
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transition period) immediately on the Bill being announced in
Parliament.
This is a very limited retrospective provision that is not
expected to affect a significant number of people. The
majority of people affected by the provision are likely to be
companies. The retrospective provision is considered
demonstrably justified in light of the public interest purpose
of the Bill to reduce the impact of alcohol related harm, and
can be balanced against the protection of children under
section 17(2) of the Charter.
Hon. Philip Dalidakis, MP
Minister for Small Business, Innovation and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Small Business)
(18:43) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Bill amends the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 and the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003.
The Bill will amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to:
reduce red tape for licensees, including by reforming the
processes for licence applications and transfers, removing
unnecessary record-keeping requirements and allowing
spirit producers to obtain a producer’s licence, and
strengthen harm minimisation measures, including by
introducing new offences related to the display of
alcohol advertising near schools and the delivery and
supply of alcohol to minors.
The Bill will amend the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to
provide the Minister with a power to direct wagering service
providers to comply with harm minimisation and consumer
protection requirements and will enable the Government to
implement the National Consumer Protection Framework for
online wagering that is being developed with other state and
territory governments.
The Bill also makes changes to the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 to:
increase the efficiency and flexibility of the keno
licensing process, and
clarify certain legislative provisions and reduce
regulatory burden for industry.
I now turn to the provisions of the Bill before the House.
The Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 regulates the supply of
liquor in Victoria.
There have been many changes to the liquor industry and to
consumer preferences since the introduction of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 nearly 20 years ago.
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To ensure that the regulatory framework for the supply of
liquor keeps pace with the evolution of the industry while
continuing to support the minimisation of harm, the
government commenced a phased review of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998 in November 2016.
The Bill will implement some reforms that were identified
during the first phase of the review, which included the
release of a public consultation paper.
More complex aspects of the Liquor Control Reform Act
1998 will continue to be considered. This will allow time for
further consultation with both industry and community
stakeholders on any proposals for reform that may be
identified. The government will ensure that the outcomes of
the review support the continued development of a strong,
diverse and responsible liquor industry while minimising
harm arising from the misuse and abuse of alcohol.
From an industry development perspective, the Bill includes a
number of amendments that will support Victoria’s diverse
liquor industry.
The Bill supports local producers by amending provisions of
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 relating to the wine and
beer producer’s licence. This licence is currently only
available to producers of brandy, but not other spirits
producers. For the first time, all spirit producers will be able
to sell their product from a cellar door or supply their product
at promotional events under the one licence type. Removing
the existing anomaly will be welcomed by the industry.
The Bill will assist in reducing red tape and administrative
delays associated with the transfer of a liquor licence by
specifying that a licence transfer takes effect on the date a
transfer is granted or when the transferee gains the legal right
to occupy the licensed premises, whichever occurs later.
These amendments mean that a transferee will be able to start
trading without delay and will no longer lose trading days due
to administrative processes associated with the transfer.
The Bill further reduces business costs associated with licence
transfers by amending the provisions that require the transfer
of demerit points and risk fees with a licence. The Bill will
amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 so that demerit
points and associated compliance history risk fee (which is
provided for in the regulations) are removed from a licence
when it is transferred, provided that the transferee does not
have a business or family association with the transferor. If
there is no business or familial relationship between the
transferor and transferee it is unfair to burden a new licensee
with the consequences of the poor business practices of the
transferor.
The Bill will also amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998
to change the licence application process to reduce delays by
enabling the Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation to grant an application for a liquor licence or BYO
permit before a planning permit is issued. While the licence
will not become operational until a planning permit is
granted, this amendment ensures that where an applicant
chooses to apply for both a liquor licence and a planning
permit at the same time, the time taken to obtain both will be
reduced. This is because the Commission will be able to
complete its process without having to wait for the planning
process to be completed.
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In determining a liquor licence application, the Commission
must consider the impact of the granting of the licence on the
amenity of the area in which the premises to which the
application relates are situated. The Bill will reduce
unnecessary duplication between the liquor licence and
planning permit processes by removing the requirement for the
Commission to consider parking facilities, traffic movement
and noise levels as these are better determined as part of the
council’s planning permit process. Local councils have the
expertise to consider the impact of these factors on the amenity
of the area in which a licensed premises will be located.
Most liquor licensees and their staff are required to complete
Responsible Service of Alcohol training. The Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 currently requires these licensees to
maintain a register to demonstrate compliance with this
requirement.
This imposes an unnecessary administrative burden on
licensees. The Bill will remove this requirement and instead
require licensees to retain a copy of the most recent
certificates of completion for each person who is required to
complete this training. This will enable inspectors to
determine whether training obligations are being met without
imposing an unnecessary regulatory burden on licensees.
The Bill also makes amendments to the Act to ensure the
regulatory framework supports a responsible industry.
The Bill will amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to
allow patrons to take away up to one bottle per person of
unfinished liquor where it was ordered as part of a meal and it
can be resealed. This will apply to premises that have a
Restaurant and Café licence. Instead of consuming liquor
irresponsibly towards the end of a meal, patrons will be able
to take the unconsumed portion home.
Most importantly, the Bill will make several amendments to
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to enhance the
protection of minors from alcohol-related harm.
The Bill responds to significant community concern about the
exposure of children to alcohol advertising by prohibiting the
display of alcohol advertising within 150 metres of a school.
Some common-sense exemptions will apply, such as
advertising within or on the exterior of licensed premises, on
clothing, or on mobile billboards that are passing by a school.
The Bill will introduce a new offence related to the delivery
of alcohol to further protect minors. In recent years we have
seen the growth of businesses that specialise in the delivery of
alcohol, typically where it has been ordered online. The Bill
will make it an offence for any person to knowingly deliver
alcohol to a minor.
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responsible manner. Authorisation by a parent or guardian
will still be required but will no longer be enough.
The Bill also makes amendments to the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003 to improve the regulatory framework for gambling
in Victoria.
The Bill amends the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to make
important reforms in relation to the licensing process for
keno. Keno is a rapid draw game which is offered by the keno
licensee in Victorian clubs, hotels and wagering outlets. The
keno licence is awarded as a single 10 year licence and the
current keno licence is due to expire in 2022.
The amendments remove the requirement to conduct a
registration of interest process. The new process will grant the
Minister with a power to invite a person to apply for a keno
licence. The amendments also provide that the Minister may
take into account any matter in deciding whether to invite a
person to apply for a keno licence, including a report by the
Secretary on suitability of persons Minister is considering
inviting to apply for the keno licence, if requested.
The amendments also remove the requirement for an
applicant to have a physical place of business in Victoria in
order to participate in the keno licensing process and provide
the Minister with the power to extend the existing keno
licence for up to two years.
These amendments are intended to increase the efficiency and
flexibility of the process.
This government is committed to ensuring that the highest
probity standards apply to gambling licensing processes.
Under these amendments, the keno licensing process will
continue to be framed by principles of integrity, transparency,
fairness and encouraging open and effective competition.
The keno licensing process will continue to be overseen by
the Independent Review Panel. The Independent Review
Panel is established under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003
and is responsible for considering and reporting to the
Minister on the conduct of review and licensing processes,
including for the keno licence.
The Victorian Government recognises the importance of
regulating online wagering and putting measures in place to
reduce gambling-related harm.
The Bill will amend the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to
provide the Minister with a power to direct wagering service
providers to comply with harm minimisation and consumer
protection requirements.

The Bill will prohibit minors from consuming alcohol on
licensed premises under any circumstances by removing the
current exceptions that permit consumption by minors as part
of a meal if they are accompanied by their spouse, parent or
guardian. Industry feedback suggests that this will be a
welcome amendment that will provide consistency in relation
to the legal drinking age.

It is important that strong and consistent consumer and harm
minimisation protections apply to online wagering. The
Victorian Government has welcomed the opportunity to work
with the Australian and state and territory governments to
develop a National Consumer Protection Framework for
online wagering. The purpose of this framework is to ensure
greater national consistency and stronger consumer protection
for people using legal online wagering services in Australia.

The Bill will also amend the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998
to address ongoing community concern about minors
consuming alcohol on private premises without adequate
supervision, typically at parties. The Bill will amend the
Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to require the supply of
alcohol to a minor on private premises to be undertaken in a

The Victorian Government has agreed, in principle, to the key
measures to be included in the National Framework,
including the introduction of a national self-exclusion register,
a voluntary opt out pre-commitment scheme and new limits
on inducements. However, work is still required on the
detailed design and implementation of the National

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT 2018–2019) BILL 2018
1854

COUNCIL

Framework. The power will provide the Minister with the
means to implement the measures included in the National
Framework in a timely and efficient manner once the details
of the National Framework have been settled.
This power will apply to all wagering service providers
providing wagering services to Victorian residents, no matter
where they are licensed or registered in Australia.
A breach of a direction made under this power will carry a
maximum penalty of 60 penalty units.

Thursday, 10 May 2018
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Vic) (Charter Act), I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the
Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018.

In my opinion, the Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019)
Bill 2018, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the Charter
Act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of Bill

The Bill also makes amendments to clarify the operation of
legislative provisions in the Gambling Regulation Act 2003.
Under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, the keno licensee
is required to pay 75 per cent of all amounts played on keno
games into a prize fund. Where the prize fund is insufficient
to pay out all winnings, the licensee must deposit additional
funds into the prize fund to cover the prizes. In other
jurisdictions, there is a clear power for the keno licensee to
recover these top up payments, provided that the minimum
return to player requirement has been met. The Bill makes
amendments to enable the Victorian keno licensee can also
recover top up payments in these circumstances.
The Bill provides that the requirement for a loyalty scheme
provider to provide an annual player activity statement in
relation to gaming machine play does not apply where a
player has not played a gaming machine during the relevant
period. Given the purpose of the player activity statement is to
track play, it is unnecessary to provide a player activity
statement in these circumstances. This amendment will
reduce regulatory burden for venue operators and the casino
operator.
Finally, the Bill makes minor and technical amendments
relating to the commencement of the Gambling Regulation
Amendment (Gaming Machine Arrangements) Act 2017,
which received Royal Assent on 12 December 2017.
I commend the Bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr ONDARCHIE
(Northern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 May.

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENT
2018–2019) BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Trade and Investment); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

The purpose of the Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019)
Bill 2018 is to provide appropriation authority for payments
from the Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of
the 2018/2019 financial year.
Human Rights Issues
1.

Human rights protected by the Charter Act that are
relevant to the Bill

The Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018 does
not raise any human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018 does
not raise any human rights issues, it does not limit any human
rights, and therefore it is not necessary to consider
section 7(2) of the Charter Act.
Conclusion
I consider that the Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill
2018 is compatible with the Charter Act because it does not
raise any human rights issues.
Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (18:45) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018
provides appropriation authority for payments from the
Consolidated Fund to the Parliament in respect of the
2018/2019 financial year, including ongoing liabilities
incurred by the Parliament such as employee entitlements that
may be realised in the future.
Honourable Members will be aware that other funds are
appropriated for parliamentary purposes by way of special
appropriations contained in other legislation. In addition,
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unapplied appropriations under the Appropriation
(Parliament 2017–2018) Act 2017 have been estimated and
included in the Budget Papers. Before 30 June 2018, the
actual unapplied appropriation will be finalised and the
2018/2019 appropriations will be adjusted by the approved
carryover amounts under section 32 of the Financial
Management Act 1994 (Vic).
In line with the wishes of the Presiding Officers,
appropriations in the Appropriation (Parliament 2018–2019)
Bill 2018 are made to the departments of the Parliament.
The total appropriation authority sought in this Appropriation
(Parliament 2018–2019) Bill 2018 is $154 293 000 (clause 3)
for Parliament in respect of the 2018/2019 financial year.
I commend the bill to the House.
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(Vic) and payments from the Advance to Treasurer in the
2016/2017 financial year respectively.
Human Rights Issues
1.

Human rights protected by the Charter Act that are
relevant to the Bill

The Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018 does not raise any
human rights issues.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

As the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018 does not raise
any human rights issues, it does not limit any human rights
and therefore it is not necessary to consider section 7(2) of the
Charter Act.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.

Conclusion

Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 May.

I consider that the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018 is
compatible with the Charter Act because it does not raise any
human rights issues.

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr DALIDAKIS
(Minister for Trade and Investment); by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

Gavin Jennings, MLC
Special Minister of State

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment).
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (18:47) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006 (Vic) (Charter Act), I
make this statement of compatibility with respect to the
Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018.

President, from the moment we took office, we haven’t
wasted a day.

In my opinion, the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the Charter Act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.

This budget holds true to our values and to our promises.

Overview of Bill
The Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill 2018 will provide
appropriation authority for payments from the Consolidated
Fund for the ordinary annual services of Government for the
2018/2019 financial year.
The amounts contained in Schedule 1 to the Appropriation
(2018–2019) Bill 2018 provide for the ongoing operations of
departments, including new output and asset investment
funded through annual appropriation.
Schedules 2 and 3 of the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill
2018 contain details concerning payments from advances
under section 35 of the Financial Management Act 1994

We think big. We act quickly. We get things done.

We said we would deliver a strong economy, and we have.
Victoria is the fastest growing economy in the nation.
We have delivered the highest average surplus of any
Victorian government in history, we’ve kept debt levels
below what we inherited, and we’ve maintained our prized
AAA rating.
Crucially, they’re the means by which we can build the state
and deliver for all Victorians.
President, this budget encapsulates everything the Andrews
Labor government stands for.
It captures the essence of good government.
Good governments have a vision. They think decades ahead.
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They make tough decisions.

This is part of our unprecedented $8.8 billion investment in
the Education State, with a further $1.3 billion to build and
upgrade more schools and facilities.

They build something bigger than themselves, something that
endures for generations, something that leaves an indelible
legacy.

The budget also includes a record $4.2 billion to ensure
quality health care for all, including historic action on mental
health.

President, since 2014 this Government has invested more
than $48 billion to build the schools, the hospitals, the roads
and the public transport system our state needs.

It provides more than $4.3 billion for some of the biggest road
projects in the history of our state, projects that will
significantly reduce congestion and get Victorians home safer
and faster.

During this time, hundreds of thousands of jobs have been
created.
Indeed, one in every 10 jobs in our economy today was
created over the past three and a half years.
While the previous government was artfully idle, we haven’t
wasted a moment in getting things done.
In the coming year, $78.9 billion of state capital projects will
commence, or are underway.
But when all the numbers are crunched, this budget is about
the fundamental building blocks of any fair and prosperous
society — more skills, more jobs, more schools, better
hospitals and a better transport network.
It’s about making people’s lives easier.
President, our economy will have grown by $48 billion, in
real terms, over the four years since 2014.
This growth has been driven by strong economic
management, record investment, and increased productivity
and participation in the labour market.
Indeed, nearly $1 in every $7 of economic value in Victoria
today was created under this Government.
This strong growth comes with inherent challenges.

It provides an additional $1.9 billion to improve the efficiency
and amenity of our public transport system, building on the
more than $25 billion we’ve already invested.
The budget maintains our commitment to every corner of the
State, with more than $4.3 billion for regional Victoria.
And it includes measures designed to ease cost of living
pressures, particularly for our most vulnerable Victorians.
President, this budget produces an operating surplus of $1.4
billion in the budget year, with surpluses averaging $2.5
billion over the following three years.
Net debt as a proportion of the economy is projected to be
lower than the previous government’s final year in office.
Real GSP is forecast to grow by 2.75 per cent in 2018–19 and
continue at that growth rate over the next three years.
Indeed, Victoria’s GSP saw the highest growth of all the
states in 2016–17 — one of the many economic indicators
where we lead the nation.
This year, we’re also leading on population growth, full-time
employment growth, wages growth and retail trade growth.
And we enjoy the strongest consumer sentiment and business
conditions of all the mainland states.

Each year, we welcome more than 100 000 new Victorians,
many coming here for a better way of life and to make the
most of our booming economy.

These numbers only tell a fraction of the story of course.

We don’t control migration targets, but we do control how we
tackle both the challenges and opportunities of population
growth.

Without them, we wouldn’t be funding new schools, laying
new roads and building new hospitals.

We can invest in all Victorians, from our newest residents to
the Kulin nation people on whose traditional lands we stand
today.
We can invest in the roads Victorians will drive on, the
schools they’ll send their kids to, and the healthcare
professionals who’ll look after them when they’re unwell.
We can invest in the industries that will employ them in the
future, ensuring they have the right skills for the right job.

But suffice to say, they underpin everything we do.

They’ve also helped create hundreds of thousands of new
jobs.
Nearly 334 000 have been created since we were elected,
more than anywhere else in the nation during this time.
That’s thousands more engineers, construction workers,
apprentices, teachers and nurses.
These aren’t just numbers on a spreadsheet.
Each is a story of hope, of opportunity, of progress.

It’s what good governments do. And it’s at the core of this
budget, one that builds on our strengths, addresses pressing
concerns and positions us well for the future.
President, at the heart of the 2018–19 Budget is a landmark
$644 million investment to ensure Victorians can get the
skills they need for the job they want.

Each job engenders a sense of purpose and belonging.
Every time we build a school, excavate a tunnel, open a
hospital, it means more jobs for Victorians.
Since 2014, Victoria has contributed more than a third of the
nation’s total employment growth.
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It’s been a broad-based growth across gender, skill levels and
regions.

That’s why this budget invests in the biggest shake-up of
vocational education and training in Victoria’s history.

Labour force participation, particularly for women, has
increased to record levels.

It includes $644 million for training initiatives and
$184 million for skills programs in schools.

And crucially, 41 000 of these jobs have been created in
regional Victoria — more than double what the Coalition
managed in their four years.

It’s the single biggest investment in Victoria’s TAFE system
since its inception in the 1970s.

We also recognise the role the private sector has played in this
economic resurgence.
This includes our small business sector, which accounts for
nearly half of the state’s private jobs, and which has
experienced a fourth year of uninterrupted growth.
This budget contains a raft of measures, totalling almost
$500 million, which provide a boost to Victorian
businesses — allowing them to access new markets, pay less
tax, grow their operations and reduce red tape.
President, we’re particularly determined to make it easier for
our regional businesses to operate, to grow and to take on
more employees.
That’s why, having already reduced the payroll tax rate in our
regions last year, we’re cutting it again to half that of
metropolitan Melbourne — giving Victorian regional
businesses the lowest rate in Australia.
This is expected to slash costs for around 4000 businesses,
create jobs, encourage people to move to regional Victoria,
and ensure every region shares in the benefits of our
economic growth.
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President, too often cost has been an impediment to young
people getting the skills for a good job.
This budget breaks down that barrier, by making priority
TAFE courses free.
From 1 January 2019, 30 priority TAFE courses and
18 preapprenticeship courses across the state will be free.
These courses will focus on the skills our state needs.
To make sure every Victorian who wants a job can get a spot
at TAFE, we’ll open new classes and create 30 000 new
TAFE and training places across Victoria.
And to make sure every corner of our state has access, we’ll
upgrade and redevelop three TAFEs in regional Victoria.
President, we can’t afford to slow down.
A stronger TAFE system means we can continue our
momentum.
It means we can build on our Skills First program, an
essential step towards fixing the broken system we inherited
and restoring the confidence of students, employers and
industry.

It’s the third year in a row this government has eased the
payroll tax burden.

This will transform our apprenticeship programs.

And on 1 July this year, the payroll tax-free threshold rises
again to $650 000 — providing tax relief for about
38 000 businesses right across the state.

The new Head Start apprenticeships and traineeships program
will give secondary school students the opportunity to learn
their trade at school and get a job sooner.

It also brings the total value of business tax cuts announced
under this government to more than $742 million — more
than three times what our predecessors delivered.

We’re also investing $109 million to boost careers education.

President, to continue this success, we not only need to invest
in the projects our state needs, we need to invest in the people
to deliver them.
From level crossing removals to classroom upgrades, from
refurbished hospitals to resurfaced roads, it’s TAFE-qualified
workers who are building our state and caring for our
families.
But the demand for these workers is outstripping supply.
President, when we were elected, we promised to save our
TAFE system. And we have.
Now we’ll make it stronger than ever before — to meet our
skills shortages and give every Victorian the opportunity for a
good job.
To get that done, we need to invest in their skills, in their
talent and in their ambition.
And we need to better align our workforce with the skills and
experience employers are demanding.

Ultimately it means all young Victorians will have the best
advice to make the best decisions about their future.
This is all in stark contrast to the TAFE cuts of the previous
government, which saw thousands of young people starved of
opportunity and left gaping holes in our talent pool.
We, on the other hand, are ensuring Victorians are armed
with the right skills for the right job.
President, since 2014 we’ve invested $8.8 billion building the
Education State — more than double what the previous
government managed.
Across Victoria that means more than 4000 new teachers,
70 new schools and upgrades to more than 1200 others.
We make these investments because we believe a strong
education system is the best way to tackle entrenched
inequality.
Indeed, we regard a modern and inclusive education system
as the cornerstone of both a strong economy and our society
as a whole.
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Over the next five years Victoria’s school-aged population
will increase by about 90 000.

President, a healthy state is every bit as important as an
educated one.

It’s why we’ve spent the past three and a half years
modernising our current buildings and investing in our
state-of-the-art facilities.

Access to universal health care goes beyond the concept of
good government.
As the party of Medicare, it’s one of Labor’s greatest legacies.

We recognise that our education system must keep pace with
rapid economic and technological change.

It’s about fundamental decency.

That’s why the 2018–19 budget commits $272 million to buy
land for 19 new school sites in Melbourne, with a further
$483 million towards upgraded schools across Victoria.

We’ve already invested $1.8 billion building and expanding
acute and residential health facilities across Victoria so our
loved ones can get the care that they need.

From vertical schools in the inner suburbs to expansive new
sites in the outer suburbs, this ongoing investment will enrich
young lives and help educate the workforce of the future.

And we’ve now got almost 500 more doctors and 2600 more
nurses than we did three years ago.

And from Mortlake College to Moolap Primary School, from
the Surf Coast to the alpine region, we’re investing more than
$180 million to build, upgrade and plan for 60 regional
schools.

This budget provides a massive $4.2 billion to ensure
Victorians continue to receive world-class health care.
It’s funding that will make it easier and more convenient for
Victorians to get the care they need, when they need it.

But, President, there’s more to the Education State than
simply building new schools.

And it’s funding that invests in the capacity and accessibility
of our healthcare system, particularly in growth areas.

We’re focused on improving science, technology, engineering
and mathematics outcomes, with funding for 200 new maths
and science specialists in our primary schools.

We don’t shut hospitals. We build them.

And we’re ensuring Victorian students living with disability
get the opportunities they deserve, with more than
$167 million to enable all students to participate in all aspects
of school life.
President, the importance of a good education starts early.
Every February thousands of pint-sized Victorians walk hand
in hand with their parents on their first day of kinder.
From the very first day they deserve the best education
possible.
They deserve an environment that fosters a lifelong love of
learning.
They deserve an opportunity to create, to connect, to simply
be kids.

This budget includes $495 million for major metropolitan
hospitals, including the Alfred and Sunshine hospitals, as well
as the new Victorian Heart Hospital.
That’s in addition to a $2.1 billion boost to meet demand for
health services and improve access to elective surgery,
including emergency departments, intensive care units and
palliative care services.
There’s also $124 million for the Peter Mac, Melbourne
Health and the Royal Women’s Hospital to design and
develop a state-of-the-art electronic medical record system.
This will improve the safety and quality of care for patients,
boost capacity for groundbreaking medical research and
cement Parkville’s reputation as one of the top biomedical
research precincts in the world.
Having already achieved the fastest ambulance response
times in a decade, we’re funding a further 90 paramedics to
support their life-saving work.

That’s what this budget delivers.
It builds on our previous investment in early childhood
education and delivers a significant boost to kinder
infrastructure.
Our $122 million commitment will help kinders meet the
growing demand for enrolments, provide access to the latest
equipment and ensure that they are accessible and inclusive
for kids of all abilities.
Kids like five-year-old Henry, from Gowrie kindergarten,
whose blindness presents significant obstacles to learning.
This funding means he has access to a braille typewriter.
It means that he’s ready for school. It affords him the same
opportunities to grow, to learn and to contribute as every
other Victorian kid.

Contrast that with the previous government, who went to war
with our paramedics and gutted our ambulance service.
In regional Victoria there’s $462 million for the
redevelopment of the Ballarat Base Hospital, which will
include a new emergency department and intensive care unit.
And there’s $115 million to upgrade the Wonthaggi
Hospital’s facilities, including a new emergency department
and new and upgraded operating theatres.
President, it’s essential that we not only increase public
awareness and reduce the stigma around mental health, but
back this up with meaningful and decisive policy.
That’s why we’re providing a record $705 million for mental
health and alcohol and drug services.
This funding will directly assist more than 12 800 people and
provide an additional 89 acute inpatient beds.
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We’ve drawn heavily on local knowledge and have already
rebuilt nearly 1000 kilometres of deteriorating roads in
regional Victoria.

But good governments fund a healthcare system that
recognises each patient is a parent, a child, an employee, a
loved one.

The 2018–19 budget commits $941 million for our regional
and rural roads.

We’re also taking decisive action on ice, an insidious drug
that ruins lives, tears families apart and puts an enormous
strain on our health system.

A new authority for regional roads — based in Ballarat —
will oversee a $333 million boost to road maintenance and
rebuilding across the state.

That’s why we’re investing $40.6 million towards three rural
facilities to continue our support for regional communities
dealing with the impact of ice.

We’re also investing $98 million towards the Beaufort and
Ararat bypasses along the Western Highway — a primary
freight route between Victoria and South Australia and one of
the busiest highways in the country.

Building on our Ice Action Plan, six emergency department
crisis hubs will also be established across Victoria to help
those in urgent need.
Just like our unprecedented initiatives to address family
violence, this will save lives.

For our Western District farmers, grain producers, tourism
operators and manufacturers, this will be a game changer.
There is also $100 million to assist rural and regional councils
with the maintenance and restoration of roads in their
communities.

It’s what we were elected to do. Whether it’s essential health
services or key infrastructure, we keep our promises and we
get things done.

But it’s not just about roads. This government’s commitment
to public transport in this state is without peer.

President, since we were elected we’ve invested more than
$35 billion on transformative road and rail projects.

We’ve already invested upwards of $25 billion to ensure
Victorians have more frequent and reliable services.

They create tens of thousands of jobs, ease congestion in the
suburbs, better connect our regions and make it easier to
move freight.

It’s essential we invest in a system that is focused on the
network in its entirety — a modern, safe and reliable system
that puts passengers first.

It’s critical we balance the immediate needs of passengers and
commuters with the long-term realities and priorities of a
growing state.

At the heart of this is the Metro Tunnel, the most important
public transport project in Victoria since the construction of
the city loop.

From Mordialloc to Mernda, we’re widening roads, making
them safer, reducing congestion and getting people home
quicker.

And of course work continues on the removal of 50 of our
most dangerous level crossings, with 38 expected to be
completed or underway in 2018–19.

It includes $2.2 billion for the suburban roads upgrade, a
targeted package of upgrades to some of the most congested
arterial roads in the south-eastern and northern suburbs.

Meanwhile the new Sunbury and Cranbourne-Pakenham
lines will be transformed as part of a major rail corridor
upgrade.

There’s also a further $712 million for the Monash Freeway
upgrade, together with $110 million for the planning stages of
the north-east link, the biggest transport infrastructure project
in Victoria’s history.

The next stage of this investment will see $572 million for a
range of signalling, power and infrastructure upgrades along
the corridor as well as planning works on the Sunbury line.

Likewise, the West Gate tunnel will create thousands of jobs,
take trucks off residential streets and provide a vital
alternative to the West Gate Bridge.
This budget also allocates $50 million for detailed technical
investigations into an airport rail link and a fast rail service to
Geelong.
President, roads are the lifeblood of our regions and are
particularly crucial to our tourism and agricultural industries.
Before the last election the message from regional Victorians
was loud and clear. The roads weren’t up to scratch.

These upgrades will increase capacity and accommodate a
fleet of new high-capacity Metro trains.
$89 million will go towards extending services from South
Morang to new train stations on the Mernda rail extension
project and additional services on the Hurstbridge and
Dandenong lines.
President, public transport in regional Victoria was neglected
by the previous government.
The problem was then exacerbated by the federal
government’s intransigence over infrastructure funding.

We listened and we have acted. We committed to spend a
minimum of $1 billion over eight years to repair and upgrade
roads in regional communities.

The 2018–19 budget builds on the work of the Andrews
Labor government to rectify this, providing upgrades to every
regional passenger line and creating jobs across regional
Victoria.

President, we’ve not only met that commitment; we’ve more
than doubled it.

There’s $313 million to upgrade infrastructure and enable
VLocity trains to operate on the Shepparton line.
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This will deliver faster journey times, a business case for nine
return services a day, as well as improvements to signalling,
tracks and platforms.
These and other critical works will ensure more comfortable,
frequent and reliable train journeys, and make it easier for
regional Victorians to access jobs, education and other
essential services.
President, every Victorian has the right to feel safe in their
communities and in their homes.
In the past 19 years, 7000 additional police officers have been
funded — all of them under Labor governments.
Having already committed to the biggest recruitment drive in
the history of Victoria Police, this budget invests a further
$1.4 billion towards community safety measures.
Despite the rhetoric and scaremongering on this issue,
Victoria is the safest it’s been for a decade, with ABS figures
confirming the fourth successive annual fall in crime.
This budget includes a raft of measures to further reduce
crime and support those who protect us.
It includes a $689 million expansion of the Lara prison
precinct, and a new bail and remand court.
But it isn’t just about putting more police on the beat and
throwing more crooks in jail.
It’s also about establishing new courts, upgrading facilities
and boosting resources to ensure a more responsive justice
system.
And it’s about acknowledging the role of disadvantage as an
underlying cause of crime and better integrating our mental
health, education and justice sectors.
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It’s critical we properly manage our water resources, which is
why we’ve allocated $42 million to ensure greater water
security for households, agriculture, industry and the
environment.
From Mildura to Mallacoota, from our inner-city parks to
Port Phillip Bay, we’re also investing $141 million to protect
our marine and coastal treasures, and maintain our parks and
forests.
For Aboriginal Victorians, we’re providing a further
$116 million to progress cultural, economic and social
self-determination, and work towards closing the gap in
health and socio-economic outcomes.
This will continue the delivery of Victoria’s Aboriginal
justice agreement, strengthen employment and business
opportunities and provide ongoing support for Aboriginal
families and young people.
The budget also invests $29 million to ensure Victoria
remains Australia’s digital technology leader, with funding to
boost cybersecurity and remove mobile blackspots.
It provides a $246 million boost to our visitor economy,
which attracts millions of domestic and international visitors
each year, and injects billions of dollars into the economy
annually.
And to further enhance our status as the nation’s cultural
capital, it includes $37 million to redevelop the Australian
Centre for the Moving Image.
President, as the sporting capital of the world, our major
sporting events showcase everything that makes Victoria
great, attracting millions of visitors each year and boosting
our local economy.

President, this government recognises Victorians are
increasingly burdened by cost-of-living pressures.

The 2018–19 budget invests more than $231 million in our
major sporting venues, including redevelopments to Etihad
Stadium and Moorabbin Oval, and planning for further
upgrades to Ballarat’s Eureka Stadium.

It’s why we’re investing $48 million in the power saving
bonus to encourage and assist Victorian households to get a
better deal from electricity providers.

But it’s essential that we also invest in grassroots sport, so
often the focal point of local communities and the foundation
of a healthy, active lifestyle.

Not only will they receive a $50 bonus for using our Energy
Compare website, they could save hundreds of dollars a year
off their electricity bills.

That’s why we’re investing more than $242 million in
community sport and participation.

We’ll also provide $22 million to boost the utility relief grant
cap from $500 to $650 — helping those suffering unexpected
hardship to pay their water, gas or electricity bills.

This includes an unprecedented $82 million to upgrade
women’s sporting facilities and venues across the state to
make it easier for women and girls to participate in all forms
of sport.

For our outer suburban areas, this budget also invests in the
Growing Suburbs Fund, building on the $150 million already
provided, with an extra $50 million to fund vital local
community infrastructure.
That’s in addition to the $30 million for the Pick My Project
grants program, which allows locals to decide on their own
funding priorities.

There’s also $64.6 million to redevelop the State Netball and
Hockey Centre, including six new indoor netball courts.
President, we’re a government grounded on fundamental,
unstinting values — a government that celebrates our
diversity, that delivers for all Victorians.
We’re a government that’s ensuring our economic prosperity
doesn’t just benefit a privileged few.

Importantly, we’re also committing $20 million to improve
the financial efficiency of rural local governments.

And we’re certainly not an idle government.

This budget addresses our susceptibility to drought and the
challenges presented by population growth and climate
change.

As the great Welshman Lloyd George said nearly 100 years
ago, ‘The finest eloquence is that which gets things done; the
worst is that which delays them’.
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Our government believes in decisive action, in generational,
transformative projects that benefit all Victorians.
In public office — just as in life — you are what you do, not
what you say you’ll do.
We promised Victorians we’d get on and deliver, and we’re
doing that at pace, with a focus like no other government
before us.
This budget is the culmination of four years of growth, of
prudent economic management and of good government.
It’s our blueprint for Victoria’s future, a Victoria that leads
the nation, a Victoria that aims high while reaching out a
helping hand to its most disadvantaged.
It’s about getting things done.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Ondarchie.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 May.

APPROPRIATION (2018–2019) BILL 2018
and BUDGET PAPERS 2018–19
Concurrent debate
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (18:47) — By leave, I move:
That this house authorises the President to permit the
second-reading debate on the Appropriation (2018–2019) Bill
2018 to be taken concurrently with further debate on the
motion to take note of the budget papers 2018–19.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until 12.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 22 May 2018.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Shepparton bypass
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (18:48) — The
matter I wish to raise on the adjournment tonight is for
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety. It is regarding
the state government funding for the construction of
stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass. The action I seek is
that the minister give a commitment to provide funding
of $50 million, being the state government’s share for
stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass project, and in his
written answer provide the date the Andrews Labor
government’s submission was forwarded to
Infrastructure Australia seeking federal government
priority funding for the project.
The Goulburn Valley Highway is an integral transport
route in the national highway system between
Melbourne and Brisbane. The Goulburn Valley
Highway in and around Shepparton can no longer cater
for rising traffic volumes, particularly through the
Shepparton CBD. The Shepparton bypass project will
facilitate traffic movement around Shepparton so that
we do not have trucks coming through the centre of our
city. Greater Shepparton City Council has spoken to the
state government and is seeking $50 million from the
state government as its share of the total cost of the
$260 million for stage 1 of the Shepparton bypass.
In last year’s budget, not this year’s that we just had
presented last week, $10.2 million was allocated for
preconstruction work and a business case. The majority
of the funding for the bypass will of course need to
come from the federal government, but in order for that
to be done the project has to be prioritised by the state
to Infrastructure Australia.
There were hopes that in last Tuesday night’s federal
budget there would be funding included for the project.
Unfortunately there was no mention of the Shepparton
bypass project in that budget. There is also no mention
of the Shepparton bypass project on Infrastructure
Australia’s infrastructure priority list, which includes all
projects forwarded to them by the states as state
priorities whether they are funded or not. This begs the
question as to whether the state has even actually put
this project forward to Infrastructure Australia as a
priority project.
The Andrews government is responsible for submitting
that application for the Shepparton bypass project to
Infrastructure Australia for its consideration, and it
should do so immediately if it has not already. The
entire Shepparton community wants to see a firm
commitment from the Andrews Labor government to
the Shepparton bypass project in the form of the
required $50 million in state government funding and
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also the application to Infrastructure Australia as a
priority project.
The action I seek is that the minister give a
commitment to provide funding of $50 million, being
the state government’s share of stage 1 of the
Shepparton bypass project, and in his written answer to
me also provide the date the Andrews Labor
government’s submission was forwarded to
Infrastructure Australia seeking federal government
priority funding for the project.

Workplace deaths
Mr GEPP (Northern Victoria) (18:51) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Finance in
the other place, and the action I seek is that he come to
my electorate and attend one of the forums that I will be
convening to talk about and find solutions to workplace
deaths in regional Victoria. I have raised in this place
on a number of occasions the number of Victorians,
particularly regional Victorians, who do not go home
from work at the end of their workday. In particular,
farmers and construction workers are over-represented
in these awful statistics. I understand that we are now
into double-digit figures this year, after 27 deaths last
year and 26 the year before.
I do commend the minister for the work he has done in
this space. I realise that there are no obvious quick fixes
and that he is unwavering in his commitment to ensure
that every worker returns home at the end of their
working day. The minister has delivered on Labor’s
election promise to conduct an independent review of
OH&S compliance and enforcement in Victoria, and
the government has in principle accepted all
22 recommendations from the review. He has also
overseen an increase of more than 10 per cent in
inspectors on the beat, he has overseen an increase in
penalties for breaches and improved compensation
arrangements for injured workers and he has overseen
the farm quad bike safety rebate. In short, he has been
doing an excellent job.
Notwithstanding that, we still see in this state far too
many deaths from workplace accidents. That is why in
the last sitting week I said that I would be convening
forums in my electorate to sit down with unions, peak
bodies, workers, farmers and statutory authorities —
anybody who is interested — and have open and honest
conversations about how we can keep regional
Victorians and all Victorians safer at work. It matters
not where the ideas come from. Clearly, despite all of
the efforts of everybody, either legislatively we are
falling short or from an education, compliance and
enforcement perspective we are falling short. We have
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got to do something about it. From my perspective, all
solutions will be on the table. That is why I would like
the minister to attend at least one of these forums with
me and hear the views of people in my electorate on
this most important matter.

Mill Park police station
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan)
(18:54) — My adjournment matter tonight is for the
Minister for Police, and it concerns the Mill Park police
station in the City of Whittlesea. In the City of
Whittlesea local government area the total offences up
to December 2014 were 13 594. In December 2017
there were 15 572 offences, which is nearly a 15 per
cent increase in crime in the City of Whittlesea. Quite
frankly the staff at Mill Park police station, many of
whom I know, are struggling with the workload. Whilst
there has been the opening of the Mernda police station
that covers the north part of Whittlesea, Whittlesea
itself attracts 173 new residents every single week.
Postcode 3752, being South Morang, is the fastest
growing postcode in the country. Mill Park police
station is supposed to cover that area, but I can tell you
the growth in crime such as family violence, car thefts,
aggravated burglaries, crimes against the person, theft
and other serious crimes are putting Victoria Police and
the great people at Mill Park police station under
enormous stress. I see them outside of work hours and
they are really stressed and under the pump because of
their workload. There has been no money to support the
Mill Park police station.
Interestingly enough it also covers Westfield Plenty
Valley Shopping Centre, which has just seen significant
growth with the opening of new cinemas and
restaurants, and the car park is full every day. We know
that shopping centres are an ideal location for crooks to
find things to steal from cars and to steal the cars
themselves, and for all the other sorts of irresponsible
activities that happen around shopping centres.
Mill Park police station is supposed to cover that area,
yet they are short on staff and short on resources. Quite
frankly they are running a very old police station, which
for some period of the life of this government was
Ms Mikakos’s youth prison — that was when she
shifted young people into the Mill Park cells and the
officers there were required to look after the young
ones and turn it into a youth prison for a period of time.
That did not work for anybody, particularly the kids
that were locked up there.
The action that I seek from the Minister for Police is to
immediately bring forward funding to modernise and
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upgrade Mill Park police station, and to provide more
police to cover that very important area, because the
community are crying out for these services.

Boronia Heights secondary college site
Ms DUNN (Eastern Metropolitan) (18:56) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Planning, and
it is in relation to a site at 40 Mount View Road,
Boronia. The Minister for Planning has referred this site
to the Government Land Standing Advisory Committee
for advice on the future planning provisions that apply
to it. It is currently owned by the Department of
Treasury and Finance on behalf of the Department of
Education and Training.
The site is a significant one locally because it contains
two areas of biological importance, including
0.75 hectares of lowland forest listed as vulnerable and
2 hectares of valley heathy forest listed as regionally
endangered. It is home to 72 plant species, four of
which are critically endangered and 11 of which are
endangered. The site is a haven for wildlife. It boasts
numerous hollow-bearing mature trees and good dense
undergrowth providing refuge for small birds. The site
also includes an important green open space area, an
oval currently used by locals as a dog off-lead area, a
place for children to play and a green space to exercise.
The action that I seek is that the minister protect these
important community assets on the site by zoning the
two parcels of land containing native vegetation as
public conservation and resource zones and the open
oval area as a public parks and recreation zone.

Live sheep export
Mr O’SULLIVAN (Northern Victoria) (18:58) —
My adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Agriculture, and the action that I am seeking from the
minister is for her to make her position clear in relation
to the future of the live export industry here in Victoria.
Victoria currently exports some 200 000 sheep. These
are mainly wethers out of Portland, which accounts for
about 10 per cent of Australia’s total sheep exports.
Most of the sheep we export go to Kuwait and Qatar in
the Middle East. There are about 13 000 jobs and about
$1.8 billion added to the economy as a result of the live
export trade around this country, so it plays a pretty
significant role for us here in Australia, particularly for
those out in the regional areas and farmers.
What industry has been able to do is put in place
considerable animal welfare practices over a period of
time. What we see from time to time is an individual or
a bad operator that creates a bad influence right across
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the sector. What we want to see is those bad operators
prosecuted and driven out of the industry, because there
is no room for those sorts of people in the industry.
Ninety-nine per cent of all Australian animals arrive at
their final destination in a fit and healthy state. The
Australian industry is working with destination
countries to educate them about better animal welfare
practices in their countries. Certainly we have seen
some very big improvements in those countries in terms
of the way that those animals are treated once they do
get there, and that is a good thing.
Mark McGowan, the Labor Premier of Western
Australia, has recently come out and said that he does
not agree with the position taken by Bill Shorten in
Canberra in terms of wanting to phase out the industry
in the future. The action I am seeking from the Minister
for Agriculture tonight is to give reassurance to the live
sheep export trade in Victoria that the Andrews
government supports the continuation of the industry
into the future.

Queen Elizabeth Centre
Ms SPRINGLE (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(19:00) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Health. The Queen Elizabeth Centre (QEC) was
established in 1917 and has been delivering health and
social support services to families and young children
for more than 100 years. The centre comprises a 42-bed
public hospital, as well as six support sites across the
state. QEC supports thousands of Victorian families
every year, and there is good evidence demonstrating
the positive health and social outcomes of QEC’s work.
While the Department of Health and Human Services
funds QEC’s core costs, demands for their services are
increasing, and without additional funding families are
waiting for up to three months to receive urgent care.
QEC urgently needs an additional $2.5 million to
support increased capacity in both health and social
services.
With a funding boost of $2.5 million over three years,
$1.75 million would be invested in digital health and
facilities and would significantly increase QEC’s
capacity to meet demand. These upgrades are critical to
QEC’s ability to support and treat families. Built
25 years ago, QEC’s facility in Noble Park does not
currently meet best practice standards for health care,
staff safety or family support. This funding would
enable upgrades to accommodation, patient bathrooms,
heating, cooling and replacement patient beds. The
urgent investment in digital health would fund a new
client health record system, internet and operating
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system upgrades and improvements to the staff security
system.
These upgrades would account for $1.75 million of the
total requested $2.5 million. The remaining $750 000
would provide increased capacity to support families,
particularly in child protection matters. I have raised
this request separately with the Minister for Families
and Children. The action I seek is that the Minister for
Health review this funding request and provide a formal
response to QEC.

VicRoads Sunshine office
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) (19:02) — I wish
to raise an adjournment matter this evening for the
attention of the Premier. Peter Thomson is a
well-known resident of Sunshine. He is known very
much through that part of the western suburbs, and he
has been running a determined and dogged campaign to
keep the VicRoads office in Sunshine. His particular
concern is that the licence-testing component of that
office will be gone, and this will disadvantage locals,
many of whom are already significantly disadvantaged.
He has been running this campaign now for the best
part of 18 months, and it does not look like he will in
any way, shape or form back away from his aim. Sadly
he has not had any joy from the Minister for Roads and
Road Safety, and he has expressed to me his frustration
with the minister and the minister’s lack of action on
this particular matter.
He recently wrote to the Premier asking for a meeting
to discuss this matter. He also said he would bring
along two Brimbank councillors to inform the Premier
of what locals regard as a very important issue. I should
add that Mr Thomson is yet to receive a reply from the
Premier. Tonight I am asking the Premier to respond to
Mr Thomson’s invitation for a meeting and to respond
in the affirmative — agree to a meeting with
Mr Thomson and the Brimbank councillors. Indeed, if
the Premier is so inclined, I am happy to go along as
well.
I am hopeful that the Premier will respond to
Mr Thomson. Mr Thomson is a very strongly
community-minded individual. He does a lot of great
work in the Sunshine community. He is deserving of
respect for that, and I am very hopeful that the Premier
will give him that respect and will not just respond to
the invitation but, as I said, respond in the positive and
meet with Mr Thomson and the two Brimbank
councillors that Mr Thomson has spoken of. Hopefully
the Premier will be able to do that in the not-too-distant
future.
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Tallarook Mechanics Institute
Ms SYMES (Northern Victoria) (19:05) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Treasurer.
The Tallarook Mechanics Institute has stood in the
town of Tallarook for 127 years. It is also known as the
community hub or the community hall and is the place
where the locals come together. Devastatingly, this
important community hub burnt down on Saturday
night. It happened at about 11.00 p.m., and my phone
was beeping with messages from lots of distressed
people in the area. It was quite sad to see the footage of
the flames. Obviously the Country Fire Authority
turned out — we had the Tallarook, Clonbinane,
Hilldene, Avenel, Kilmore, Broadford and Seymour
brigades — but unfortunately the institute could not be
saved.
The mechanics institute is such an important asset and
has a rich history as a gathering place. Senior strength
classes are run out of there and the Tallarook Arts
Society has put on performances there. Weddings,
wakes, birthday parties, you name it, it is the place to be
in Tallarook. It is also the home of the Tallarook
Farmers Market, which amazingly went ahead on
Sunday morning just down the road. The organisers
rallied together and spoke to the market stall organisers
and the community was really keen to come together
and support the community as a whole. I attended the
market on Sunday, as I do most months, and it was
fantastic to see such a strong, resilient community
focused on the rebuild.
The council has been amazing in supporting this
community. They had a community meeting on
Tuesday night to get everyone together to talk about the
next steps. It is very clear that everyone is focused on
rebuilding and all of the community will be a part of it.
The facility is owned by the Mitchell shire and run by a
volunteer management group. The building is insured,
and obviously that will be assessed in due course.
However, this is such an important asset that I think a
state government contribution to the rebuild would
really ensure that the community is able to get a new
facility, a new building in Tallarook, where they can
celebrate their past and their history and create their
new future. My request of the Treasurer is for him to
advise me of any avenues for state government funding
to help the Tallarook community rebuild their
mechanics institute.

Yarra Boulevard, Kew
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan)
(19:08) — My adjournment matter is for the Minister
for Roads and Road Safety. Residents living on and
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near Yarra Boulevard in Kew continue to raise
concerns about the use and safety of this road, which is
under the care, management and responsibility of
VicRoads, with council responsible for the footpaths
and Parks Victoria for the adjacent parkland. The
concerns of the residents relate to safety, speed and
hooning traffic late at night. A petition on this issue
from residents was presented to the council in August
2016 and to VicRoads in May 2016. Community
forums were held in December 2016 and December
2017, organised by Victoria Police and attended by
VicRoads, the City of Boroondara and Parks Victoria,
where the community’s concerns about the safety of
Yarra Boulevard were raised.
Yarra Boulevard saw 34 crashes in the five years
ending 30 June 2017, including one fatal accident near
Yarra Street and 14 serious injury crashes. While the
road is under the care and management of VicRoads,
council officers have examined the crash history and
undertaken speed and volume surveys to guide their
advocacy with VicRoads. The council officers are
working with VicRoads, Victoria Police and Parks
Victoria to develop a solution to the issues. Potential
treatments have been developed, and the community
has been provided with comments through an
information session held just in March 2018.
The action that I am seeking of the minister is: will he
advise the City of Boroondara when it will be possible
for their officers and the officers from the four agencies
led by VicRoads to complete the design and
consultation related to developing solutions to the
issues on Yarra Boulevard? They need to be able to do
that before they can then go on to consider the
reconstruction of the road or any other solutions. They
are held up by not being able to go forward with
developing these solutions by the four agencies led by
VicRoads. My request is that the minister advise the
council when VicRoads will actually lead this process.

Menzies Creek Primary School
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) (19:10) — I
am pleased to rise in relation to a matter for the
attention of Mr Merlino, the Minister for Education,
and it relates to the Menzies Creek Primary School. I
had the good fortune to be in Menzies Creek recently
and to meet with the school principal and parent
representatives. The school is growing, which is a great
reflection on its leadership, the community it has
fostered and the outcomes it has achieved in one of the
most beautiful parts of Victoria. But this growing
student enrolment, this growing number of families at
the school, is creating some challenges, particularly
parking and safety challenges. Currently there is
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insufficient parking for the drop-off and pick-up of
students.
Most of the students come by car given it is a
predominantly rural district. There are barely enough
car spaces at the moment around the school perimeter
for staff and teachers, let alone for parents. This is
forcing parents and others dropping off children or
picking up children to park in precarious locations
along School Road, and this is creating a danger and
hazard. This is made worse because the school is near
the Puffing Billy Menzies Creek railway station, so
scores of tourists use School Road, the road in front of
the school, to access Menzies Creek Puffing Billy
railway station, including large tourist buses and
tourists driving vehicles in an area they are not familiar
with. To add even more risk, in wintertime in particular
heavy fog can often make it very difficult to see in the
area.
The school community has done a lot of work on
solutions to this issue. They have proposals, from extra
car parking on nearby council land potentially, subject
to council wishes, to engaging with nearby private
landowners and making safety improvements to the
current parking arrangements and current road
arrangements. In addition they are seeking flashing
40-kilometre speed signs so that in fog in particular or
for tourists the flashing lights will draw drivers’
attention to the fact that they are entering a school zone.
The action I would seek from the minister is that he
identify the solutions to deliver extra car parking, road
safety improvements around the school and flashing
40-kilometre-per-hour speed signs so that there is
sufficient parking and that the school environs are safe.

Sturt Street, Ballarat
Mr MORRIS (Western Victoria) (19:14) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety, and it relates
to Sturt Street in Ballarat. No doubt members will be
aware of the many concerns that I have had about Sturt
Street in Ballarat; however, the budget papers detail a
further concern once or twice. The budget papers do
raise a further concern about some changes to Sturt
Street between Pleasant Street and Dyson Drive in
Ballarat. The options that I see are options that would
see a variety of trees removed from heritage Sturt Street
in Ballarat. The action I seek from the minister is that
he detail to the community how many trees would be
lost to Sturt Street if the proposals that the government
is considering proceed as per the budget.
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Mr DALIDAKIS (Minister for Trade and
Investment) (19:15) — I have had adjournment matters
this evening from Ms Lovell to the Minister for Roads
and Road Safety regarding the Shepparton bypass; from
Mr Gepp to the Minister for Finance inviting him out to
visit the electorate and meet with community members
about workplace deaths; from Mr Ondarchie to the
Minister for Police in relation to the Mill Park police
station; from Ms Dunn to the Minister for Planning
regarding 40 Mount View Road, Boronia; from
Mr O’Sullivan to the Minister for Agriculture regarding
the future of live sheep exports; from Ms Springle to
the Minister for Health regarding the Queen Elizabeth
Centre; from Mr Finn to the Premier regarding a
meeting request for one of his constituents; from
Ms Symes to the Treasurer regarding funding towards
rebuilding the Tallarook community hub; from
Ms Pennicuik to the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety regarding Yarra Boulevard and VicRoads’
communication with Boroondara City Council; from
Mr O’Donohue to the Minister for Education regarding
Menzies Creek Primary School; and from Mr Morris to
the Minister for Roads and Road Safety asking how
many trees may be removed for the Sturt Street
upgrade.
Beyond that, I have a written response to an
adjournment matter raised by Mr Ramsay on
20 February 2018.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Melhem) — The
house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.15 p.m. until Tuesday, 22 May.

Thursday, 10 May 2018
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Unlicensed shooters
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
29 March 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
To bolster the police response across the state the Andrews Labor Government is funding an additional 3135
frontline police over the next five years. This is the biggest boost to frontline police in Victoria’s history and is
crucial to dealing with the growing demand on police services.
Victorian communities can look forward to seeing an increased police presence across the State with the roll out of
additional frontline police. Commencing in May, Victoria Police will deploy a total of 825 additional police
officers during 2018-19. This boost in resources is funded as part of the Government’s $2 billion investment in
police under the Community Safety Statement 2017. It is the second wave of police resources to hit the beat since
the deployment of additional frontline police funded under the 2016-17 State Budget.
The location and deployment of police officers is a matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police, as determined by
the staff allocation model. The model maximises the efficiency of police resourcing by assessing demand and
allocating resources. Accordingly, police officers are assigned and transferred within divisions by local command
based on operational need.
Victoria Police works closely with partner agencies, including the Game Management Authority (GMA) which is
the primary regulator of game hunting in Victoria, to address illegal shooting and hunting and to ensure hunters are
complying with the relevant laws governing hunting and the use of firearms. All agencies continue to work
together and engage with the community to educate and to ensure compliance with hunting and public safety law
standards.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Firearms Act 1996 contains provisions for the surrender and forfeiture of firearms and ammunition, in certain
circumstances. Where a person’s firearms licence has been cancelled or suspended there are mechanisms for the
surrender of their firearm and ammunition. Where a person has been found guilty of an offence against the
Firearms Act or another offence involving firearms or becomes a ‘prohibited person’ the courts may order the
forfeiture of any firearm or ammunition in the possession of or used or carried by the person.
Separate to the surrender and forfeiture of firearms under in the Firearms Act, which is primarily focused on
firearm licensing outcomes and certain court orders, the Confiscation Act 1997, administered by the
Attorney-General, is the principal legislative scheme for the forfeiture of property obtained from or used in the
commission of criminal offences.
While the Confiscation Act is focused on serious criminal offences, depending on the circumstances the forfeiture
regime could extend to other property or assets involved in illegal hunting. Importantly, for the purposes of the
tools available under the Act, it includes specific offences that relate to hunting. Amongst other tools, the Act
provides for an application to the court for a forfeiture order to deprive offenders of property that is linked with
criminal offending.
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Small business assets
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Davis
Minister for Small Business
1 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
I refer to my answer previously provided to the House on a matter raised by the Member for Southern Metropolitan
on 22 February 2018: I do not deal in hypotheticals and therefore not in a position to answer that question.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am advised that as of 1 May 2018 my office had not received any such representations.
FURTHER RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Andrews Labor Government continues to support small business operators across Victoria, and I reject the
premise of the Member’s question.

North Richmond supervised injecting facility
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Fitzherbert
Special Minister of State
1 May 2018

RESPONSE:
People leaving the medically supervised injecting room will be subject to the same drink and drug driving laws as
all other Victorians.

School cleaning contracts
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ondarchie
Minister for Small Business
1 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
As these reforms fall within the Department of Education and Training the Member may wish to raise matters
relating to this process with the Minister for Education.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
As reforms to school cleaning contracts fall within the Department of Education and Training the Member may
wish to raise matters relating to this process with the Minister for Education. However, the question raised by the
Member reminds me of the Book of Matthew 6:5 “And when you pray, do not be like the hypocrites, for they love
to pray standing in the synagogues and on the street corners to be seen by others. Truly I tell you, they have
received their reward in full.”
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Electorate office budgets
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
1 May 2018

RESPONSE:
As I outlined in my answer to the House, the Australian Labor Party determined to repay the full amount to the
Department of Parliamentary Services to avoid any doubt or require any further examination of the quantum that
was acquitted performing duties within the scope of Electorate officer duties or outside the scope as deemed by the
Ombudsman.
It is most likely that a sum greater than 25 percent has already been paid.

Electorate office staff
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Ramsay
Minister for Corrections
1 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The issue of staffing arrangements in my electorate office were questions asked of me by the Ombudsman in her
recent inquiry on these matters.
I fully cooperated with the Ombudsman in her inquiry, which included answering questions on the very matter that
the Member raises in his question.
The Ombudsman notes in her report that the Members of Parliament involved in the staff pooling arrangements
acted in good faith and derived little or no personal benefit from the use of parliamentary funds in this way.
The Ombudsman makes no recommendations that action be taken against anyone involved in these arrangements.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Again, the issue raised in the Member’s supplementary question is also contained in the Ombudsman’s report.
FURTHER RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
The Ombudsman notes in her report that the Members of Parliament involved in the staff pooling arrangements
acted in good faith and derived little or no personal benefit from the use of parliamentary funds in this way.
The Ombudsman makes no recommendations that action be taken against anyone involved in these arrangements.
I provided answers and documentation throughout the Ombudsman’s inquiry and therefore I would refer the
Member to the Ombudsman’s Report.
In the interests of public confidence, the Premier requested that the State Secretary of the Victorian Branch of the
Australian Labor Party reimburse, in full, funds expended through the staff pooling arrangements.
The Ombudsman recommends that the Parliament consider giving greater clarity to the role of electorate office
staff and improve transparency around the expenditure of MP allowances.
The Government is already taking a number of steps to make the Parliamentary allowance system for MPs more
transparent and accountable — something the previous Liberal Government refused to do.
We support all of the Ombudsman’s recommendations and will ensure the Parliament is provided with all the
support required to implement them.
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FURTHER RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Ombudsman notes in her report that the Members of Parliament involved in the staff pooling arrangements
acted in good faith and derived little or no personal benefit from the use of parliamentary funds in this way.
The Ombudsman makes no recommendations that action be taken against anyone involved in these arrangements.
I provided answers and documentation throughout the Ombudsman’s inquiry and therefore I would refer the
Member to the Ombudsman’s Report.
In the interests of public confidence, the Premier requested that the State Secretary of the Victorian Branch of the
Australian Labor Party reimburse, in full, funds expended through the staff pooling arrangements.
The Ombudsman recommends that the Parliament consider giving greater clarity to the role of electorate office
staff and improve transparency around the expenditure of MP allowances.
The Government is already taking a number of steps to make the Parliamentary allowance system for MPs more
transparent and accountable — something the previous Liberal Government refused to do.
We support all of the Ombudsman’s recommendations and will ensure the Parliament is provided with all the
support required to implement them.

Firearm regulation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
1 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
A number of agencies have a role in the overall regulation of firearms in Australia. At the Commonwealth level,
the Department of Home Affairs (Home Affairs) is responsible for border management and the importation of
firearms and this can extend to items once they have been imported into Australia.
Victoria Police advises that in March 2018, the Licensing and Regulation Division became aware that Home
Affairs was moving to retrieve these rifles based on its review of the rifle’s classification. Victoria Police also
advises that Home Affairs would be contacting affected owners.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION
As indicated in the response to the substantive question above, there are a number of Commonwealth and state and
territory agencies that have a role in the overall regulation of firearms. Victoria Police will continue to work closely
with its federal and state and territory partners.

Prisoner social media access
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
8 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Corrections Victoria staff monitor social media relating to selected prisoners, with particular focus on maintaining
the good order and security of the prison, any unlawful activity, and posts that could compromise the safety of any
individual — in prison or in the community — or be offensive to victims.
Victorian prisoners do not have access to mobile phones or the internet and cannot upload or publish information
themselves.
Prisoners do have the right to communicate with approved persons by mail and telephone, provided that it complies
with the requirements of the Corrections Act.
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Wild dog control
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Bath
Minister for Agriculture
8 May 2018

RESPONSE:
This Government has made wild dog control a priority and supports affected landholders to reduce the impact of
wild dogs through an integrated wild dog control program. The wild dog control program is centred around
community involvement and includes baiting, trapping, shooting, exclusion fencing, guardian animals and
community based control activities.
The Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Regulations 2008 (POCTA Regulations), do not permit the use of leghold
traps with a jaw spread greater than 15.5 cm for wild dog trapping.
However, traps greater than 15.5cm have continued to be used since 2008 under exemptions to the POCTA
Regulations.
After a nine year transition period, the most recent exemption expired on 31 December 2017. History shows that it
was the former government’s decision to sunset this exemption.
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning’s Wild Dog Controllers already use traps with a jaw
spread between 13-15.5 cm, and most prefer them.

Lemnos solar plant
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Sullivan
Minister for Agriculture
8 May 2018

RESPONSE:
Land use applications for solar farm developments, and the development of guidelines to inform decisions on solar
farm applications, are both matters for the Minister for Planning.
At the request of the Member for Shepparton, Suzanna Sheed MP and the Greater Shepparton City Council, the
Minister for Planning has called in four planning permit applications for solar farm developments in Greater
Shepparton City Council. The Minister for Planning appointed a Panel to consider the applications and public
hearings will commence on 14 May.
Agriculture Victoria will support the development of guidelines for solar farm proposals.
Agriculture Victoria is working with the Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning to provide
evidence to inform the Panel’s consideration of the solar farm applications.
I had discussions with Ms Suzanna Sheed MP, Member for Shepparton District several months ago, and raised the
question of planning controls for solar farms with the Minister for Planning in 2017. Ms Sheed is actively involved
in advocating for her constituency on the matter and the government will continue to work with her on these issues.
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Electorate office budgets
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Minister for Corrections
8 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
None.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Attorney-General became aware of Victoria Police’s decision when that decision was made public.

Recycling industry
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Truong
Special Minister of State
8 May 2018

RESPONSE:
The Andrews Labor Government is investing at record levels in waste and resource recovery. That includes
programs to develop markets for recovered resources, facilitate private investment in resource recovery
infrastructure, and educate households and businesses about how to better manage waste. The last four state
budgets provided more than $81 million to improve waste and resource recovery— the largest ever allocation by
any Victorian Government.
This is in comparison to the Coalition Government who approved less than $15 million in new spending from the
Sustainability Fund over their entire four years in government.
A $14.5 million package was included in the 2018-19 budget which is helping councils ensure continued collection
of kerbside recycling and supporting industry to fast-track development of new infrastructure.
The government has also established a taskforce to develop a strategic plan to assist the recycling industry to reset
in the medium to long term. The taskforce is considering all available information, including input directly from the
recycling industry and local government, and approaches taken by other jurisdictions. The taskforce is identifying
effective ways to transition to a more sustainable and resilient recycling sector. The strategic plan will examine the
role of different actors in promoting a more circular economy and will be considered by government shortly. The
government will then be in position to consider next steps, and any additional investment required in resource
recovery.

Logging coupe planned burns
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Agriculture
8 May 2018

RESPONSE:
VicForests advises it has not been engaged in emergency meetings with the Department of Health and Human
Services or the Environment Protection Agency.
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Aboriginial cultural support plans
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Families and Children
9 May 2018

RESPONSE:
The Victorian Budget 2018/19 includes $47.3 million to support implementation of Wungurilwil Gapgapduir:
Aboriginal Children and Families Agreement — a ground breaking tripartite partnership between the Aboriginal
communities, government and community service organisations.
The Agreement, and the accompanying Strategic Action Plan, aims to address the over-representation of
Aboriginal children and young people in the child protection and care system by:
– Continuing assistance for Aboriginal organisations to allow them to support more Aboriginal children and
young people on protection orders
– Transitioning case management of more Aboriginal children in out-of-home care to Aboriginal Controlled
Community Organisations
– Improving cultural connection for Aboriginal young people in care
– Strengthening evidence-based policy and practice for services involving Aboriginal families and children.
I am advised that there are currently deficiencies in the data reporting for cultural planning. These deficiencies in
data reporting are being addressed. Advice from Aboriginal Community Controlled Organisations who are required
to approve cultural support plans indicate that the number of plans and their quality has vastly improved.
The member appears to be unaware that the former Aboriginal Commissioner for Aboriginal Children and Young
People, Andrew Jackomos tabled his report — Always was, always will be Koori children in our Parliament. This
was an investigation into the circumstances of 980 Aboriginal children and young people in out-of-home care in
Victoria including the preparation of cultural plans.
I am grateful to Mr Jackomos for highlighting the issues in his report that led to significant investment in our 2016
Budget, including the appointment of 18 cultural planners responsible for ensuring cultural plans are completed.
The Andrews Labor Government also funded the Victorian Aboriginal Child Care Agency to create an online
cultural portal which aids in the preparation of cultural plans.

Child protection
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Springle
Minister for Families and Children
9 May 2018

RESPONSE:
The permanency changes were passed by the Victorian Parliament in September 2014 and commenced in March
2016.
I requested the Commission for Children and Young People complete an independent inquiry into the permanency
changes following the first six months of their operation to examine if the stated objectives were being met and
whether they were having any unintended consequences.
‘Safe and Wanted — an inquiry into the implementation of permanency arrangements’; the Victorian.
Government’s response to the findings and recommendations of the inquiry into the implementation of the
Children, Youth and Families Amendment (Permanent Care and Other Matters) Act 2014 was published on
14 December 2017.
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The Victorian Government has adopted the majority of the recommendations relating to additional resourcing,
training and workforce, improving policy and practice, and is committed to monitoring the impact of the changes.
The Commission for Children and Young People has been provided with the Government’s response. Of the forty
recommendations, the department has fully implemented one recommendation and has commenced work to
progress implementation of the remaining twenty five accepted recommendations. These recommendations include
conducting a further independent review in two years’ time, informed by a longitudinal study of children affected
by the amendments.
The recommended longitudinal study will commence upon completion of a tender process to identify a suitable
organisation to undertake the study. The tender process is under way, and I will have more to say about this in due
course. I am advised that an update was provided to the Commission for Children and Young People on 1 February
2018. The new Commissioner for Aboriginal Children and Young People, Mr Justin Mohamed, will also receive
an update upon his commencement in the role.

Firearm regulation
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Bourman
Minister for Corrections
9 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
Victoria Police advises that its Licensing and Regulation Division (LRD) interacts with clients via a number of
channels including face to face, online and through its dedicated customer service line. Emails can be sent outside
of these communicated hours and are addressed as soon as practicable by customer service representatives. Further,
Victoria Police advises that email communication has been well received by stakeholders as it provides clarity and
clear hours of operation to ensure that other important business priorities can be met.
Law enforcement agencies at both the State and Commonwealth level, including agencies within the Department of
Home Affairs portfolio, are able to contact the LRD and Victoria Police with requests or advice via alternate
channels for all requests.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Victoria Police advises that LRD operates under a framework of risk based regulation where risks and compliance
activities assist in the proficient use of resources to meet the needs of the regulatory functions to ensure community
safety.
Through the Government’s Statement of Expectation (SOE) framework, LRD is committed to reducing the
regulatory burden by promoting greater efficiency and effectiveness in the administration and enforcement of
firearms and private security regulation.
The SOE sets out the Minister for Police’s expectations of the LRD to meet these goals and also outlines the
Minister’s continued expectations on improvements for the LRD’s performance.
The SOE is available on Victoria Police’s website and highlights the focus of the LRD over the past few years and
will continue to help drive efficiencies for the broader regulatory role and its priorities for its operations.
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Electorate office budgets
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Rich-Phillips
Special Minister of State
9 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
The Victorian Independent Remuneration Tribunal and Improving Parliamentary Standards Bill 2017 will lift
parliamentary standards and creates new rules for the use of public resources from the start of the next Parliament.
This includes the obligation that the Electorate Office and Communications Budget and allowances can only be
used for the dominant purpose of performing public duties. These new obligations will be enforced by the Clerks of
Parliament and the Secretary of the Department of Parliamentary Services, who will be given a wide range of
powers to administer the monitoring, compliance and enforcement regime.
The Bill proposes a 25% penalty to be imposed on top of the verified amount of allowances or Electorate Office
and Communications Budget misused or claimed inappropriately. The 25% penalty will apply equally to all MPs
who breach this obligation.
I look forward to the Opposition’s support for the full implementation of these provisions in the Bill.
In relation to the retrospective element of your question, the Government has supported all of the Ombudsman’s
recommendations contained in her report on this matter, and notes that the report did not make any
recommendations about the repayment of money or the imposition of a 25% penalty in this circumstance.

GOTAFE
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Sullivan
Minister for Training and Skills
9 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
This Government does welcome scrutiny to improve training quality in the vocational education and training
sector, and as I have previously advised the house, I ordered an inquiry in February this year to get to the bottom of
the problems identified by the Department of Education and Training. The final report has now been received by
the Department and me, and its findings are under consideration, and I look forward to saying more about this very
shortly.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
I am considering the report and I will be making an announcement shortly, and in those considerations I will take
on board that question.

Prisoner social media access
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
9 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
Firstly, the twitter account that Mr O’Donohue continues to raise, and in doing so is publicising, is not operated by
a prisoner but by a member of the public.
Secondly the Corrections Act does not prevent community members from establishing social media accounts on
behalf of prisoners, as Mr O’Donohue asserts.
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Prisoners’ written communications with approved persons may constitute a breach of the Corrections Act if they
are, for example, threatening, harassing, abusive, encouraging unlawful activity, which put the good order of the
prison or the community at risk, or contain material that may be regarded by a victim as distressing or traumatic.
The misuse of telephones by prisoners is proscribed by the Corrections Regulations, and such breaches of the
regulations are also commonly detected at correctional facilities.

Dhurringile Prison
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr O’Donohue
Minister for Corrections
9 May 2018

RESPONSE TO SUBSTANTIVE QUESTION:
A staff member resigned from Dhurringile Prison earlier this year following allegations of misconduct. I was
advised about this matter within an appropriate timeframe.
RESPONSE TO SUPPLEMENTARY QUESTION:
To date, I have been satisfied with Corrections Victoria’s response to incidents that have occurred at the
minimum-security Dhurringile Prison. This has included incident investigations and implementation of corrective
actions, and, where appropriate, consultation with the local Community Advisory Group.
The Community Advisory Group, along with the communications protocol, was set up in response to the spate of
escapes that occurred in 2013 and 2014 under Mr O’Donohue’s time as Corrections Minister. During this time,
Dhurringile had a record ten escapes — a hallmark of the Coalition’s bungled rapid expansion.
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ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers
and received by Hansard in the period shown.

2 May to 10 May 2018
Eastern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Shing
Minister for Industrial Relations
20 February 2018

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government is standing up for vulnerable workers through the introduction of the labour hire
licensing scheme. The licensing of labour hire providers will bring transparency to the labour hire industry to help
stop exploitation. Host employers will be required to only use licensed providers and will risk significant penalties
for using an unlicensed provider. This will mean that any labour hire providers that were previously abusing
workers in the Gippsland area will no longer have a market.
The key obligation on a host will simply be to use a provider that is licensed. Hosts will be able to check this by
looking up the provider on a free, public website. All hosts currently using a reputable operator can expect to be
able to continue to use that operator, provided that the operator registers with the scheme.
The labour hire licensing scheme will also create a level playing field for reputable licensed labour hire providers.
The Victorian Inquiry into Labour Hire and Insecure Work found that reputable operators wanted action to stop
dodgy dealers from under-cutting them when breaking the law.
There will to be a comprehensive education and engagement campaign as part of the implementation of the labour
hire licensing scheme. The campaign will have clear information about compliance matters and will ensure that
primary producers and other hosts understand their role in the scheme and where they can go for help. There will
also be an implementation period to allow labour hire service providers and host employers time to understand their
rights and obligations in the lead up to the full implementation of the scheme.

Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Emergency Services
6 March 2018

ANSWER:
In December 2017, the Country Fire Authority (CFA) launched its $10 million Enhancing Volunteerism Grants
Program (EVGP). These grants are part of an additional investment of $60 million in the Victorian fire services and
volunteers, which was announced by the Victorian Government in October 2017. The EVGP will fund
locally-driven initiatives that strengthen volunteerism and build brigade sustainability.
Grant applications for the EVGP are being assessed by the CFA. The assessment criteria used by the CFA is
available via the CFA website at https://cfa.smartygrants.com.au/EVGP1.
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Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Leane
Minister for Police
6 March 2018

ANSWER:
I thank the member for Eastern Metropolitan Region for his question. I was very proud to stand alongside the Chief
Commissioner on 5 March 2018 as he announced the allocation of 825 new police funded by the Andrews Labour
Government
From May, many Victorian communities can look forward to seeing an increased police presence in their area with
the roll out of additional frontline police across the State.
As part of this deployment, I am pleased to advise the member that an additional 44 frontline police have been
allocated to the Banyule, Knox, Maroondah, Manningham, Monash, and Whitehorse Police Service Areas which
service suburbs across the Eastern Metropolitan Region.
In addition 73 specialist unit resources, including 28 family violence specialists, will be shared across the broader
divisions within the Eastern Metropolitan Region.
This boost in resources is funded as part of the Government’s $2 billion investment in police under the Community
Safety Statement 2017. It is the second wave of police resources to hit the beat since the deployment of additional
frontline police funded under the 2016-17 State Budget.
The Government’s record investment in police and community safety is making a real difference, with the
continuing decline in the overall crime rate in Victoria since June 2017.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Water
8 March 2018

ANSWER:
Yarra Valley Water has undertaken a rigorous and in-depth community engagement process to identify a proposed
location for the Doncaster Hill recycled water treatment plant. An independent panel was established to hear and
report community views and recommend the most suitable site.
More than 55 000 residents (those living within a 2km radius of potential sites for the recycled water plant) were
contacted via three separate letters and the process was advertised in local papers and social media. Ten community
engagement sessions were run by the panel with approximately 800 people attending and 700 making separate
submissions. Three petitions were also submitted to the panel.
The consultation focused on the five most practical sites across Manningham and Whitehorse, based on the location
of major sewer pipes within a reasonable distance from the new developments. Melbourne’s water and sewerage
network crosses municipal boundaries (16 councils for Yarra Valley Water) and implementing alternative water
supplies requires cooperation from all stakeholders.
Yarra Valley Water believes the panel fulfilled it’s brief, demonstrated strong independence from local municipal
interests, and acted in good faith on behalf of the broader community. The recommendations identified during the
consultation process are now being considered and Yarra Valley Water will continue to work with stakeholders and
the community as the project continues.
I support Yarra Valley Water seeking to productively use recycled water from the proposed treatment plant to
benefit the area — and ease the burden on Melbourne’s drinking water supply.
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Northern Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Lovell
Minister for Mental Health
27 March 2018

ANSWER:
I absolutely reject the Ms Lovell’s assertions about what this Government has delivered for Victorians struggling
with alcohol and other drug addiction.
This is a Government of action when it comes to alcohol and drugs. We do not shy away from the reality of the
problem, unlike those opposite, whose recommissioning left the sector in dissary, with fewer people receiving
treatment and support, despite growth in demand.
The Government has invested $184 million in the Ice Action Plan, and $87 million for the Drug Rehabilitation
Plan.
Thanks to the Drug Rehabilitation Plan, there are now 100 additional residential rehabilitation beds in the system,
to support those with the most need. This is a stark contrast to those opposite, who only opened two new residential
rehabilitation beds in their last term of government. There were 208 beds in the system in late 2014 when this
Government was elected. Once our commitments are fully rolled out, there will be 428 across Victoria.
Not only are we doubling the number of beds, we are making sure people get the quality service they deserve by
providing extra funding to the Victorian Health Complaints Commissioner, to investigate facilities, and working
with other jurisdictions to develop a National Quality Framework for Alcohol and Drug Services.
In regard to funding announced in the 2017-18 budget to purchase three new sites for residential rehabilitation
facilities. Officers from the Department of Health and Human Services Building Authority and the Drug Policy and
Reform Unit have been working to identify and secure sites in Barwon, Hume and Gippsland respectively.
This is a complex and detailed process with thorough due diligence requirements imposed upon government bodies
wanting to acquire land. A Site Selection Panel was established to determine the key target areas within each
region, based on needs analysis, and to determine the site selection criteria such as location, size, cost and zoning.
Over 100 potential sites have been identified and evaluated against the site selection criteria, and the department
continues to work on the identification and purchase of sites across all three regions.
The Andrews Labor Government will continue to take real action to reduce the harm caused by alcohol and drug
addiction.

Eastern Metropolitan Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Ms Dunn
Minister for Roads and Road Safety
27 March 2018

ANSWER:
VicRoads has held many discussions with the community and stakeholders about the safety and operation of
Rosanna Road.
Rosanna Road will get much needed upgrade to improve traffic flow and pedestrian safety, part of the Andrews
Labor Government’s work to overhaul congestion hotspots throughout the north east.
The Victorian Budget 2018–19 will include a $3.12 million works package to deliver short-term congestion relief
ahead of the construction of the congestion busting North East Link.

ANSWERS TO CONSTITUENCY QUESTIONS
1880

COUNCIL

2 May to 10 May 2018

There’ll be new traffic lights at the intersection of Rosanna Road and St James Roads as well as new pedestrian
lights at Yarra Street and Brown Street. As part of the upgrade, the existing pedestrian crossing on Rosanna Road,
north of St James Road, will be removed. Electronic 40km/h signs will be installed on Rosanna Road between
Darebin Street and Banksia Street to make the area safer for pedestrians accessing Heidelberg Primary School,
Warringal Shopping Centre and the Burgundy Street shops.
This package is an addition to the $850 000 in road improvements on Rosanna Road between Lower Plenty Road
and Burgundy Street, which were completed last year.
The Labor Government has also announced that procurement for the $16.5 billion link, connecting the M80 Ring
Road to the Eastern Freeway, would begin within 100 days of re-election.
Planning and design work for the North East Link will be fast-tracked thanks to a $110 million injection from this
year’s Budget.
Planning studies, including flora and fauna, cultural heritage plans, historical and heritage studies, finding places
for new walking and cycling paths and managing fisheries will now be prepared.
When complete, North East Link will take up to 15 000 vehicles off Rosanna Road every day — giving this
important local road back to local people.

Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Regional Development
29 March 2018

ANSWER:
As you are aware, the Government has committed $25 million towards the $44 million redevelopment of the
Ballarat Station Precinct which comprises a multi-deck commuter carpark, hotel, convention centre and public
plaza. In response to community feedback; an additional $7 million was made available in 2017 for the
construction of a bus interchange within the precinct and an additional level of commuter parking (bringing the
total number of formal spaces to 405).
Through an extensive procurement process and the subsequent appointment of Pellicano as the developer, it was
agreed that Pellicano would purchase the site on which the Hotel and Convention centre is located. Thus, in this
Project there is no gifting of public land to a private developer. Mr Morris needs to familiarise himself with the
facts.
Currently there are approximately 100 formal commuter carparking spaces at the precinct, with informal carparking
on gravel surrounding the Goods Shed. The number of parks on site fluctuates depending on the parking patterns of
commuters. This project will deliver 405 formal car spaces in a modern, brightly lit multi-deck complex complete
with CCTV. The kind of parking Ballarat commuters deserve.
Eight designated disability access car spaces will be made available within the multi-deck carpark which is in
addition to the five designated disability access compliant spaces already available to the south of the station.
Again, Mr Morris is poorly advised.
As Mr Morris knows, contracts for this project have been entered into and construction has commenced. I have
previously met with Save Our Station and am aware of their view but our government remains determined to
deliver on each and every one of our election commitments we made to the people of Ballarat.
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Western Victoria Region
Question asked by:
Directed to:
Asked on:

Mr Morris
Minister for Corrections
8 May 2018

ANSWER:
The person who should be apologising to the people of Bacchus Marsh is Mr Morris.
Mr Morris knows full well that the Lara Prison Precinct Expansion project is a project situated in Lara on Bacchus
Marsh Road.
Mr Morris was indeed present when the Government’s plans to expand the precinct at Lara were discussed on a
number of occasions in the Legislative Council.
The reference to Bacchus Marsh in the Budget Papers was clearly a typographical error.
Mr Morris knows this, yet he continues to promote this falsehood in the Bacchus Marsh community simply to score
political points.
Unfortunately, Mr Morris has decided to continue this juvenile, shameful behaviour which does no benefit to the
community of Bacchus Marsh and I would ask him to cease immediately.
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Tuesday, 8 May 2018
Seymour Football Netball Club
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Sport
Ms Symes
23 February 2017

REPLY:
Providing high quality sport and recreation facilities in Victoria is a key aim of the Victorian Government and is
integral to increasing participation opportunities and enhancing the health and wellbeing of all Victorians.
I can confirm the Victorian Government has provided $100 000 to Mitchell Shire Council from the 2016-2017
Country Football and Netball Program for the construction of a second netball court with lighting at Kings Park in
Seymour. This court will support the increasing demand for competition and training court time by Seymour
Netball Clubs, Seymour Junior Netball Association and Net Set Go program. Construction is expected to be
completed by the commencement of the 2018 netball season.
Thank you for raising this matter with me and I trust this information has been of assistance to you.

Young Thinker in Residence
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Youth Affairs
Ms Patten
12 December 2017

REPLY:
Through our Youth Policy — Building Stronger Youth Engagement in Victoria, the Andrews Labor Government is
creating opportunities right across government to engage with young people, including those whose voices often go
unheard.
We have established the Victorian Youth Congress a group of young people who are providing advice to our
government on priority issues such as mental health and we have held two Victorian Youth Summits specifically to
hear the views of young people on issues that matter to them.
The views being expressed by young people through these mechanisms are being used to shape policies, programs
and services that benefit young people. We are also incorporating youth voice in a number of our new youth
programs such Empower Youth, Aboriginal Youth Mentoring and Youth Space.
I was fortunate to attend the YACVic annual general meeting on November 23, 2017 where Brittany and Annika
presented their projects and reflected on their experience as Young Thinkers in Residence, one of several programs
delivered by YACVic that also amplifies the views and experiences of young people.
The Andrews Labor Government recognises the valuable role played by YACVic in empowering young people
and we currently provide $402 500 per annum to support YACVic’s important core work. We also provide
$500 000 per annum for YACVic’s regional presence programs in Swan Hill and Warrnambool to enable young
people in rural and regional Victoria to also be heard and supported.
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Leadbeater’s possum
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Ms Dunn
28 March 2018

REPLY:
The Department of Environment, Land, Water and Planning (DELWP) has provided, and will continue to provide,
technical information and advice to the Commonwealth Department of the Environment and Energy to support the
preparation of a national recovery plan for Leadbeater’s Possum.
Much of the recent scientific work on Leadbeater’s Possum has been undertaken by staff of DELWP’s Arthur
Rylah Institute. These scientists are held in high regard by the scientific community and in many cases draw on
decades of experience in conducting surveys and research on native mammals such as Leadbeater’s Possum.
Recent records of Leadbeater’s Possum have been submitted by a range of organisations, including
community-based conservation groups and VicForests. These records are brought together in DELWP’s Victorian
Biodiversity Atlas. All submitted records are subject to expert review and validation based on the suitability of the
habitat, the appropriateness of the survey technique used and the supporting evidence provided.
Existing review processes, including peer review of key projects, routine expert review and validation of species
observation data will continue to be used to verify scientific information.

Waste management
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Energy, Environment and Climate Change
Mr Finn
28 March 2018

REPLY:
Victoria has a comprehensive framework in place that maps out our goals for waste and recycling for the next
30 years. These goals include only using landfills to dispose of waste when all resources, including energy, have
been recovered.
Over the last two State Budgets the Andrews Labor Government invested a record $53.4 million over five years to
improve management of waste and recover more resources. The allocation of $30.4 million in the 2017-18 State
Budget was the largest single allocation of waste and resource recovery funding ever made by a Victorian
Government.
In comparison, the former Coalition Government allocated less than $15 million in new funding from the
Sustainability Fund in their entire four years in government.
There are promising opportunities for us to use waste to energy technologies to recover energy from wastes that
would otherwise be sent to landfill. My government is already supporting waste to energy through several existing
programs, including the $2.4 million Waste to Energy Infrastructure Fund, the New Energy Jobs Fund and the
$30 million Agricultural Energy Investment Plan.
Last year I released a discussion paper on waste to energy opportunities for Victoria. Feedback received is being
used to develop new policy for waste to energy in Victoria, which will be released in mid-2018.
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Valuing Volunteers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Emergency Services
Ms Bath
21 February 2018

REPLY:
The Victorian Government is committed to supporting the significant contribution of the more than 100 000
emergency service volunteers, through much needed investment in equipment and facilities. The volunteers of the
Country Fire Authority (CFA) are fundamental to Victoria’s ability to plan, respond to and recover from a range of
emergencies.
Recognising this, the Victorian Government funds grant programs aimed at maintaining, encouraging and
strengthening volunteer organisations in Victoria such as the CFA. The Victorian Government is providing tens of
millions of dollars in vehicles, facilities and training to volunteer firefighters and other emergency-service
volunteers.
The Victorian Government recently announced $60 million in funding for a range of initiatives to further
strengthen fire service delivery in Victoria. Thanks to this investment, the CFA has launched its $10 million
Enhancing Volunteerism Grants Program (EVGP). The EVGP will fund locally-driven initiatives that strengthen
volunteerism and build brigade sustainability.
Further to the EVGP, the Volunteer Emergency Services Equipment Program (VESEP) provides grants to
emergency services volunteer groups, including those who serve with the CFA, VICSES, LSV and AVCGA, for
operational equipment, vehicles, trucks, tankers watercraft, trailers and minor facility improvements.
The Victorian Government also funds the Valuing Volunteers Program (VVP), which has a particular focus on
retaining, recognising and recruiting volunteers. Funding assists in the development of innovative volunteer
initiatives and pilot programs for the CFA, Victoria State Emergency Service (VICSES), Life Saving Victoria
(LSV), Volunteer Fire Brigades Victoria, Australian Volunteer Coast Guard Association (AVCGA) and the
Emergency Services Foundation.
It is appropriate that government funded programs in CFA, including those which develop skills and leadership for
CFA volunteers, are administered and delivered by CFA. This is not the role of a representative body. CFA have
discussed this with VFBV.

Shepparton rail services
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Public Transport
Ms Lovell
29 March 2018

REPLY:
The Andrews Labor Government committed in this year’s budget to deliver up to nine train services a day to the
Shepparton community.
The investment of $313 million to deliver Stage 2 of the upgrade to the Shepparton Line is fully funded and will
pave the way for V/Locity trains to run on an upgraded track. This will mean more reliable and faster journeys,
with time savings of up to 20 minutes.
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This builds on the work already underway to deliver stabling and track upgrades to enable five return services per
day. The $43.5 million Stage 1 Shepparton Line upgrade, funded in last year’s budget, was fast-tracked in order to
deliver these rail improvements sooner after years of inaction by the previous Liberal-National Government.
I am proud that this Labor Government will now build on this work to deliver the services the Shepparton
community expect and deserve. As you will be aware, the Labor Government has already introduced an additional
nine new weekly train services for Shepparton since 2014.
You will also be aware, that while works are underway to upgrade the Shepparton line, an additional 29 road coach
services each week will be introduced to provide Shepparton passengers with more choice to get to Seymour and
connect to rail services to and from Melbourne.
In contrast, I note your party has once again short-changed the people of Shepparton with only $77 million
promised to upgrade the rail line. This is well short of what is required to upgrade track and signalling to provide a
modern regional network and introduce V/Locity trains.
I note the Liberal — National Coalition has a longstanding and clearly demonstrated commitment to cut and shut
regional rail lines. Without a record of investment in regional rail projects, and having failed to start any significant
infrastructure works across the rail network, it is no wonder the cost of regional infrastructure has been
under-estimated, along with the value these investments provide to local regional communities.
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International drivers
Raised with:
Raised by:
Raised on:

Minister for Roads and Road Safety
Mr Ramsay
20 February 2018

REPLY:
More international visitors than ever are visiting Victoria and more than a third of these visitors are choosing a
self-driving holiday.
We are committed to improving road safety for all road users in Victoria and ensuring international visitors drive
with confidence and stay safe on our roads.
There is no evidence to suggest that tourists are overrepresented in crashes. Despite the high numbers of visitors,
Victorian drivers are still involved in the largest number of crashes in this region.
Tourism Victoria recently launched a visiting driver awareness program with key road safety messages. The
program comprises of a suite of resources including:
– A simplified Chinese version of the Safety Tips for Visitors to Victoria brochure;
– A short road safety video (English/Chinese versions) for broadcast via key social media channels/websites;
– Supporting promotional materials (such as Keep Left stickers), which can be ordered online by vehicle rental
companies and other interested parties; and
– Billboard advertising.
Tourism Victoria is undertaking ongoing work to promote the program at holiday accommodation and with hire car
companies. The program was modelled on the successful New Zealand Visiting Drivers initiative.
VicRoads has installed more than 100 Drive on the Left signs and road direction markings along the Great Ocean
Road, is installing road direction signs in Chinese language to reduce confusion around roadworks, and continues
to work with the community and Victoria Police to identify high-risk locations and measures to ensure the safety of
Victorians. VicRoads will continue to look at further ways to promote information for tourists.
VicRoads and Tourism Victoria will work together to ensure that car hire companies are aware of the community’s
concerns and that they are distributing road safety and road rule material with hire cars.
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Tuesday, 8 May 2018
Health
11 233.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health): Is
there any new funding in the 2017-18 budget for Electronic Medical Records (EMR), if so, where will
that funding come from and how much is available for EMR.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In contrast to the previous government, which cut by half its funding for health sector ICT, this Government
continues to invest in digital health clinical systems including electronic medical records that will enable the
delivery of person-centred health and wellbeing, as well as improving the safety and quality of care.

Health
11 234.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In the 2016-17 Budget $5 million was provided for a Parkville Precinct Electronic Medical Record
(EMR) —
(1)
(2)

has the business case been completed, if so, what is the cost for an EMR for the Parkville
hospitals; and
what is the timeframe for an EMR for the Parkville hospitals.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
$5m was allocated across 2 years in the 2016–17 Victorian Budget to support planning for an Electronic Medical
Records system across the health services of the Parkville precinct. Planning work continues.

Health
11 235.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Health):
In relation to development of a unique patient identifier:
(1)
(2)

what work has been done on the development of a unique patient identifier; and
is any new or ongoing funding in the 2017-18 Budget for this, if so, how much.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In contrast to the previous government, which cut its health sector ICT investment by half, this Government
continues to invest in important clinical and health system ICT infrastructure including by progressing work
towards implementation of a Unique Patient Identifier (UPI) to link clinical information and improve safety and
quality of care.
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Treasurer
11 477.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many full time
equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within the Treasurer’s office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 477 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 315.]

Finance
11 478.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments
or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 478 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 316.]

Major projects
11 482.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 482 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 317.]

Small business
11 484.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 484 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 317.]
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Sport
11 486.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Sport): How many full time equivalent Ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your Ministerial office, as of 1 July
2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 486 reinstated by order of President on 1 November 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
31 October 2017, page 5785.]

Families and children
11 488.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many full time
equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 488 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
20 February 2018, page 624.]

Education
11 494.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 494 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 318.]

Treasurer
11 499.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many female
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within the Treasurer’s office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 499 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 319.]
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Finance
11 500.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 500 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 319.]

Major projects
11 504.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 504 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 320.]

Small business
11 507.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were
working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 507 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 321.]

Sport
11 509.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Sport): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 509 reinstated by order of President on 1 November 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
31 October 2017, page 5786.]
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Families and children
11 511.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many female
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 511 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
20 February 2018, page 625.]

Education
11 517.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 517 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 322.]

Treasurer
11 522.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many full time
equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within the Treasurer’s office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 522 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 322.]

Finance
11 523.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments
or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 523 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 323.]
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Major projects
11 527.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 527 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 324.]

Small business
11 529.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 529 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 324.]

Sport
11 531.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Sport): How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July
2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 531 reinstated by order of President on 1 November 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
31 October 2017, page 5788.]

Families and children
11 533.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many full time
equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 533 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
20 February 2018, page 626.]
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Education
11 539.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 539 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 325.]

Treasurer
11 544.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many female
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within the Treasurer’s office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 544 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 326.]

Finance
11 545.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies)
were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 545 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 326.]

Major projects
11 549.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 549 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 327.]
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Small business
11 551.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were
working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 551 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 327.]

Sport
11 553.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Sport): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from
departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 553 reinstated by order of President on 1 November 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
31 October 2018, page 5789.]

Families and children
11 555.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children: How many female
ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working
within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 555 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
20 February 2018, page 627.]

Education
11 561.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How many female ministerial staff (including those working on secondment from departments or
agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 561 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 328.]
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Treasurer
11 566.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Treasurer): How many new
employees commenced work within the Treasurer’s office (including those working on secondment
from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 566 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 329.]

Finance
11 567.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Finance): How
many new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 567 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 329.]

Major projects
11 571.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Major Projects):
How many new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working
on secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 571 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 330.]

Small business
11 573.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade: How many
new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 573 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 330.]
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Sport
11 575.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business Innovation and Trade (for the
Minister for Sport): How many new employees commenced work within your ministerial office
(including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July
2016.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 575 reinstated by order of President on 1 November 2017. Hansard reference to original answer:
31 October 2017, page 3790.]

Education
11 583.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Education):
How many new employees commenced work within your ministerial office (including those working
on secondment from departments or agencies) between 1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 583 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 332.]

Special Minister of State
11 597.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the Victorian
Government IT Strategy, what did the Government spend on implementing the IT Strategy in 2016-17,
excluding spending directly related to the Service Victoria project.

ANSWER:
The direct expenditure for delivery of actions from the IT strategy in 2016-17 was $3.25 million.
In addition, all government departments utilised ‘business-as-usual’ staffing resources to deliver the actions of the
IT strategy.
Further the IT Strategy provides guidance to the government’s IT portfolio, including departmental funds used for
IT projects which are visible on the Victorian Government ICT Dashboard.

Special Minister of State
11 818.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State: In relation to the use of Snow Software
as the Software Asset Management (SAM) tool for Microsoft applications —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

is the use of Snow Software as a SAM tool mandated across the general government sector;
is the use of Snow Software as a SAM tool mandated beyond the general government sector, and
if so for which agencies;
how was Snow Software selected as the Government’s mandated SAM tool provider;
when was the requirement to use a whole-of-government SAM tool provider first imposed on
departments and agencies; and
how many departments or agencies had commenced or undertaken their own tender processes to
select SAM tool providers at the time the government mandate was imposed.
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ANSWER:
The use of the Snow Software Asset Management product (Snow) is not mandated for use by the general Victorian
government sector or beyond.
In 2016 following a formal tender process a State Purchase Contract was awarded to Data#3 to act as the Licensed
Solutions Provider (ISP) for Microsoft to the Victorian Government (as Microsoft does not deal directly with
customers but via LSPs).
The LSP role is to transact all Microsoft purchases and coordinate the annual licence reconciliation required under
the Microsoft Enterprise Agreement. The tender and subsequent State Purchase Contract included an option to
undertake a managed software asset management process.
The Microsoft Enterprise Agreement that came into effect on 1 April 2017 obligates participating entities to
implement a software asset management process by 1 October 2017. From September 2016 through to March 2017
DPC engaged with the Victorian Government’s Microsoft User Reference Group (which is comprised of sixteen
key departments and agencies) to prepare for the implementation of the new Microsoft Enterprise Agreement. The
requirement to deploy a software asset management process was discussed at most meetings, including the choice
to exercise the option under the State Purchase Contract.
In August 2017 DPC obtained Ministerial approval to exercise the State Purchase Contract option for provision of
the Data#3 managed software asset management process to meet this contractual obligation. Data#3 uses the Snow
product as part of its software asset management process.
As such, the Snow Software Asset Management product was not directly selected by the Victorian Government but
is provided as part of a bundled managed service provided by the Government’s LSP.
DPC is presently aware of one department that has considered tendering for a software asset management product
instead of exercising the option under the contract with Data#3. DPC is unaware of any other departments or
agencies that have commenced or undertaken their own tender process to select software asset management
providers outside of the SPC but departments and agencies remain free to pursue this, if they so choose.

Health
12 469.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Health): On page 111 of the Victoria’s Mothers, Babies and Children 2016 report by the Consultative
Council on Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity, 33 babies are identified as live born at
20 weeks gestation or more (or, if gestation was unknown, weighing 400 grams or more), following a
termination of pregnancy for suspected or confirmed congenital anomalies, in relation to these
33 babies —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

how many were born at 22 weeks gestation or more;
how many were born at 24 weeks gestation or more;
how many were born at 26 weeks gestation or more;
what was the latest gestation at which any of these babies were born;
what was the longest that any of these babies survived after birth;
how many of these babies, if any, were given resuscitation;
how many of these babies were given medical treatment of any kind;
how many of these babies were born following a diagnosis of suspected, as distinct from
confirmed, congenital anomalies;
(a) of those babies born following a diagnosis of suspected congenital anomalies, what steps, if
any, were taken after birth to determine whether or not the baby in fact had the suspected
congenital anomaly; and
(b) in how many cases was the baby found not to have the suspected congenital anomaly.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is inconsistent with rule 8.02 (3)(b) as it relates to the subject matter of proceedings of a current
inquiry of the Family and Community Development Committee.

Health
12 470.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for
Health): On page 111 of the Victoria’s Mothers, Babies and Children 2016 report by the Consultative
Council on Obstetric and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity, a total of 185 babies are identified as
either stillborn (152) or live born (33) at 20 weeks gestation or more (or, if gestation was unknown,
weighing 400 grams or more), following a termination of pregnancy for suspected or confirmed
congenital anomalies, in relation to these 185 babies —
(1)

how many were aborted following a diagnosis of suspected, as distinct from confirmed, congenital
anomalies;
(a) of those babies delivered following a diagnosis of suspected congenital anomalies, what
steps, if any, were taken after birth to determine whether or not the baby in fact had the
suspected congenital anomaly;

(2)
(3)
(4)

what were the five most frequent congenital anomalies for which these 185 babies were aborted;
how many of these babies were aborted for Down syndrome; and
how many of these babies were aborted for spina bifida.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question is inconsistent with rule 8.02 (3) (b) as it relates to the subject matter of proceedings of a current
inquiry of the Family and Community Development Committee.

Roads and road safety
12 485.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Is consideration being given to strengthening and/or widening the bridge on the Greensborough
Bypass in light of the Government’s proposed construction of the North East Link?

ANSWER:
As part of the planning and development of the North East Link, the North East Link Authority is investigating the
condition of the existing bridges over Plenty River to determine what strengthening work may be needed. There
may need to be some structural strengthening completed as part of the works.
The design of North East Link is evolving, however it is unlikely at this stage that the bridge on Greensborough
Bypass will need to be widened.

Roads and road safety
12 556.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the press release of 19 January 2018 regarding the completion of the M80 Ring
Road upgrade, how much travel time will be cut for drivers using the M80 Ring Road once the
remaining sections have been upgraded.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 May 2018

COUNCIL

1901

ANSWER:
Upon completion, the M80 Ring Road Upgrade will deliver vast improvements along 38 kilometres from the
Princes Freeway at Laverton North, to the Greensborough Highway, Greensborough. On average,
Greensborough-bound drivers will save up to 15 minutes and Altona-bound drivers up to 10 minutes during peak
times.

Tourism and major events
12 573.

MS DUNN — To ask the Minister for Trade and Investment (for the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events): In relation to signing the development agreement with Apple Corporation for the proposed
flagship retail store at Federation Square —
(1)
(2)

what alternative options for the site were explored by the Government; and
what is the status of the negotiations with Apple.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Government regularly has discussions with a range of private companies about proposals across all
sectors. Often these discussions are commercial in confidence and it is not appropriate to comment on them.

Early childhood education
12 600.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Early Childhood Education: In relation to Victoria’s three
year old kindergarten participation rates, how many children have joined the program between —
(1)
(2)
(3)

1 January 2015 and 31 December 2015;
1 January 2016 and 31 December 2016; and
1 January 2017 and 31 December 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Early Start Kindergarten which provides funding for children enrolled in a kindergarten program two years before
school. It is available for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander (ATSI) children and children known to Child
Protection. This data does not include children who attended 3 year old kindergarten without government funding
assistance.
Between 1 January 2015 and 31 December 2015, ESK was provided for 1006 children. Between 1 January 2016
and 31 December 2016, ESK was provided for 1189 children. Between 1 January 2017 and 31 December 2017,
ESK was provided for 1527 children.
In the 2017-18 State Budget, the Andrews Labor Government provided an additional $6.3 million to meet the
growing demand for Early Start Kindergarten. This will help more Koorie children and children known to child
protection access to two years of kinder for free.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 609.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the Rapid Housing Assistance Program, as at 1 March 2018 —
(1)
(2)

which community housing organisations were granted funding to support women and children;
and
how many rental properties are being leased through the program.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Family violence is a national emergency and the Andrews Labor Government is leading the nation on how best to
respond- to keep women safe and reduce the prevalence of violence against women.
That’s why we have committed to implementing all 277 recommendations of the Royal Commission into Family
Violence. Given that family violence is Victoria’s number one law and order issue it is disappointing that the
Coalition has not matched this commitment.
The rapid housing assistance funding has secured safe and stable accommodation for over 300 families.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 610.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): Of the $74 million that the Labor Government invested for the Rapid Housing
Assistance Program, how much was expended as at 31 December 2017.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
We know that providing secure and stable accommodation for those escaping family violence is key to supporting
them to get on with their lives.
That’s why the Andrews Labor Government has invested $289 million to boost social housing stock, redevelop
refuges, expand Safe at Home programs and provide rental assistance to get women and children escaping family
violence housed quickly and safely.
Since the 2015–16 budget over $1 billion has been invested in housing and homelessness support by the
Government.
Our investment stands in stark contrast to the $330 million cut made by the previous Liberal Government as
outlined by the Royal Commission into Family Violence.
As at 31 December 2017, all $74 million had been committed to community housing organisations to deliver rapid
housing assistance.

Housing, disability and ageing
12 611.

MS CROZIER — To ask the Minister for Families and Children (for the Minister for Housing,
Disability and Ageing): In relation to the Rapid Housing Assistance Program, as at 1 March 2018, how
many households/families have availed for the relocation grants.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Family violence is a national emergency and the Andrews Labor Government is leading the nation on how best to
respond- to keep women safe and reduce the prevalence of violence against women.
That’s why we have invested $40 million over two years in Safe at Home flexible support packages. These
packages provide flexible tailored support for people experiencing family violence that can be used in a way that
suits them, including relocation costs.
Since September 2016, over 8000 flexible support packages have been provided to meet the needs of individual
victim survivors.
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Public transport
12 625.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): Is
the Government committing any funds to maintaining or upgrading the Greensborough Railway Station
in the 2017-18 or 2018-19 financial years.

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her continued interest in the Andrew Labor Government’s
investments along the Hurstbridge line as we are planning ahead for more long-term solutions for the northeast.
After four years of cuts from the Liberal Party, we’re delivering the biggest investment in public transport in the
state’s history, providing extra services, including more than 5000 new car parks at stations across Victoria.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently in construction to remove two level crossings at Grange Road
in Alphington and Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, build a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna, and build a
new Rosanna Station.
Removing the level crossings and building a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna will allow for more
services, reducing crowding and carrying more people every single day.
The Victorian Budget 2017–18 provided $5 million to finalise planning and start crucial technical and design work
on the second stage of the Hurstbridge Line Upgrade, which will duplicate the single-track section between
Greensborough and Eltham.
Additionally, we extended two morning peak trains on the Hurstbridge line every day from August last year,
boosting services for people between Rosanna and Eltham.
The Andrews Labor Government and the Treasurer will hand down the 2018-19 Budget on 1 May 2018.

Public transport
12 626.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): Is
the Government committing any funds to maintaining or upgrading the Montmorency Railway Station
in the 2017-18 or 2018-19 financial years.

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her continued interest in the Andrew Labor Government’s
investments along the Hurstbridge line as we are planning ahead for more long-term solutions for the northeast.
After four years of cuts from Liberal Party, we’re delivering the biggest investment in public transport in the state’s
history, providing extra services, including more than 5000 new car parks at stations across Victoria.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently in construction to remove two level crossings at Grange Road
in Alphington and Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, build a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna, and build a
new Rosanna Station.
Removing the level crossings and building a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna will allow for more
services, reducing crowding and carrying more people every single day.
The Victorian Budget 2017–18 provided $5 million to finalise planning and start crucial technical and design work
on the second stage of the Hurstbridge Line Upgrade, which will duplicate the single-track section between
Greensborough and Eltham.
Additionally, we extended two morning peak trains on the Hurstbridge line every day from August last year,
boosting services for people between Rosanna and Eltham.
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The Government is already upgrading Montmorency Station by building 35 car spaces and will also install new
lighting, line markings, CCTV and signage to make the car park safer and easier to use. We also have added a new
shelter and myki reader at the station.
A new footpath, ramp and stairs will also be built to link the new car park area with the station, also making it
easier for people who need to access the station from Binns Street.
The Andrews Labor Government and the Treasurer will hand down the 2018-19 Budget on 1 May 2018.

Public transport
12 627.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport): Is
the Government committing any funds to maintaining or upgrading the Eltham Railway Station in the
2017-18 or 2018-19 financial years.

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her continued interest in the Andrew Labor Government’s
investments along the Hurstbridge line as we are planning ahead for more long-term solutions for the northeast.
After four years of cuts from Liberal Party, we’re delivering the biggest investment in public transport in the state’s
history, providing extra services, including more than 5000 new car parks at stations across Victoria.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently in construction to remove two level crossings at Grange Road
in Alphington and Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, build a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna, and build a
new Rosanna Station.
Removing the level crossings and building a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna will allow for more
services, reducing crowding and carrying more people every single day.
The Victorian Budget 2017–18 provided $5 million to finalise planning and start crucial technical and design work
on the second stage of the Hurstbridge Line Upgrade, which will duplicate the single-track section between
Greensborough and Eltham.
Additionally, we extended two morning peak trains on the Hurstbridge line every day from August last year,
boosting services for people between Rosanna and Eltham.
The Andrews Labor Government and the Treasurer will hand down the 2018-19 Budget on 1 May 2018.

Public transport
12 628.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
How much money did the Level Crossing Removal Authority and/or VicRoads spend supporting
traders, and in what form did the support take, along —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Centre Road, Bentleigh;
McKinnon Road, McKinnon; and
North Road, Ormond.

ANSWER:
The former Liberal Government did not remove a single level crossing on the Frankston line. The Andrews Labor
Government is getting rid of 13 on this line, with the level crossings at North Road in Ormond, McKinnon Road in
McKinnon and Centre Road in Bentleigh removed in 2016. The removal of these dangerous level crossings has
improved public safety and provided enormous benefits to traders by freeing up traffic flow in the area.
During the projects some impacts to traders and residents were unavoidable. To support traders during this time, the
Level Crossing Removal Authority’s project team put in place a number of targeted initiatives. These included a
specific advertising campaign across radio and print, and an ‘Open for Business’ campaign to encourage locals to
continue using local shops during the works which proved to be very popular and had a high level of awareness and
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uptake from locals. Traders also had the opportunity to participate in business mentoring support, and a traders’
working group was established to assist with planning local community celebrations connected to the station openings.
Support was also provided once the projects were complete to continue to encourage local residents to use and support
their local shops. Support for businesses, including financial expenditure, was part of the construction contract.
Beyond these specific trader support activities, the schedule of works was also tailored in response to traders’
concerns. The major rail and road disruptions were re-scheduled six months early in order to avoid the busy
summer trading time and to reduce the overall works program by six months, thereby minimising disruptions and
impacts of construction.

Roads and road safety
12 633.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): When will design update one for the North East Link be announced.

ANSWER:
The North East Link Authority (NELA) is working towards being able to share updates on the project design area
in the coming months.

Roads and road safety
12 634.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the permanent information hub for the North East Link project, as advertised on
the Community Engagement fact sheet, where will it be located and when will it be established.

ANSWER:
The community information hub will be opened to coincide with the design update that the North East Link
Authority (NELA) is working towards in the coming months.
NELA will be advertising this closer to the hub opening date.

Roads and road safety
12 635.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Government indicating that it wishes to proceed with Option A for the North
East Link, will it sell surplus land reservations and, if so, what is the location of these reservations.

ANSWER:
As North East Link is in the early planning and design stage, it is too early to determine whether any land
reservations will be declared surplus.

Roads and road safety
12 636.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): Will the Government upgrade any part of the Greensborough Bypass between the M80 Ring
Road, the North East Link and Yan Yean Road as part of the North East Link project.

ANSWER:
The North East Link Business Case is currently being reviewed by the Victorian Government. It does not include
an upgrade of the Greensborough Bypass between the M80 Ring Road and Yan Yean Road.
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Roads and road safety
12 637.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Roads and Road
Safety): In relation to the Andrews Government’s construction timeline, will the Minister confirm that
works at the end of the M80 at Greensborough to complete the M80 Ring Road upgrade, may not be
completed until further works on the North East Link commences.

ANSWER:
VicRoads is working with the North East Link Authority to plan for the future connection with the M80 Ring Road
at Greensborough.
Improvements to this 2km section include:
– additional lanes in each direction of the M80 Ring Road;
– widening and lengthening the Plenty Road Greensborough-bound entry ramp to make it easier and safer to
merge; and
– ITS infrastructure.

Public transport
12 642.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What priority has the Government given to removing level crossings in Eltham and Eltham North at —
(1)
(2)
(3)

Diamond Street;
Wattletree Road; and
Allendale Road.

ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her continued interest in the Andrew Labor Government’s
investments along the Hurstbridge line as we are planning ahead for more long-term solutions for the north-east. I
also note her interest in the Andrews Labor Government’s level crossing removal program.
The Andrews Labor Government understands the importance of easing congestion, improving safety and reducing
travel times for both passengers and motorists. This is why we are committed to removing the most dangerous and
congested level crossings across Melbourne.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently in construction to remove two level crossings at Grange Road
in Alphington and Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, build a second track from Heidelberg to Rosanna, and build a
new Rosanna Station.
In 2014, we took a list of 50 level crossings to be removed to the election.
As you know, the Level Crossing Removal Authority has been tasked with removing these 50 level crossings. To
date, we’ve removed 17, with another 11 currently under construction.
While the current priority is to remove these 50 dangerous and congested level crossings, I welcome suggestions
from the Liberal Party about how we can get rid of more crossings, sooner.

Public transport
12 644.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Agriculture (for the Minister for Public Transport):
What was the train patronage figure during the first week of the Hurstbridge rail line upgrade blitz and
was what the patronage figure during the same time period last year.
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ANSWER:
I thank the Member for Eastern Metropolitan for her continued interest in the Andrew Labor Government’s
investments along the Hurstbridge line as we are planning ahead for more long-term solutions for the north east.
The Level Crossing Removal Authority is currently in construction to remove two level crossings on the
Hurstbridge line at Grange Road in Alphington and Lower Plenty Road in Rosanna, build a second track from
Heidelberg to Rosanna, and build a new Rosanna Station.
Estimated average weekday patronage for the Hurstbridge line during the first week of line closure (19-25 March
2018) was 35 262 boardings per day. During the same week in 2017 there were an average 40 109 boardings per
day.
Estimated average weekend patronage during the same period was 11 399 boardings per day. During the same
week in 2017 there were an average 17 668 boardings per day.
The patronage figures include passengers boarding a replacement bus service and the special bus service from
Eltham station to Parliament station.

Energy, environment and climate change
12 650.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): What burn-offs are planned for the Eltham area before the 2018-19
bushfire season and when are they due to be carried out.

ANSWER:
Information on planned burns is included in the fire operations plan, publicly available at
maps.vic.gov.au/mapshare.
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Wednesday, 9 May 2018
Police
12 553.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Melton, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Melton police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the unreasonable
diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on the Victoria
Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 3,
of which the Melton Police Service Area sits, has 454.74 FTE positions. Of this 102.26 FTE positions are allocated
to general duties in the Melton Police Service Area. There are no Police Custody Officers deployed to the Melton
Police Service Area.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Melton Police Service Area has received an additional 20 general duties police officers on top of attrition. As a
result of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Melton Police Service Area has
increased by 21.8% since June 2016, and 31% since November 2014.
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Police
12 554.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Moonee Valley, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Moonee Valley police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 4,
of which the Mooney Valley Police Service Area sits, has 687.0 FTE positions. Of this 116.16 FTE positions are
allocated to general duties in the Moonee Valley Police Service Area. There are no Police Custody Officers
deployed to the Moonee Valley Police Service Area.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Moonee Valley Police Service Area has received an additional 12 police officers on top of attrition. As a result
of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Moonee Valley Police Service Area has
increased by 10.5% since June 2016, and 14% since November 2014.

Police
12 562.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): As at
December 2016, how many police officers were stationed at the Greensborough Police Station.

ANSWER:
As the member would be aware, for operational and security reasons Victoria Police do not publicly disclose staff
numbers at police station level.
I am advised by the Office of the Chief Commissioner that, as at December 2016 there were 103.32 Full Time
Equivalent police resources allocated to the Banyule Police Service Area, in which the Greensborough Police
Station is located.
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Police
12 645.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): Have
any of the new 65 police officers who graduated in late October 2017 been stationed at the —
(1)
(2)

Greensborough Police Station; and
Eltham Police Station.

ANSWER:
Victoria Police has advised that 45 of the 65 police officers who graduated in late October 2017 have been
allocated to the North West Metro Division 5 which services Greensborough, Eltham and the new Mernda Police
Station, which opened in February 2018.
As the member will be aware, the location and deployment of police officers is a matter for the Chief
Commissioner of Police, as determined by the staff allocation model (SAM). The SAM maximises the efficiency
of police resourcing by assessing demand and allocating resources. Accordingly, police officers are assigned and
transferred within divisions by local command based on operational need.
The SAM was developed in conjunction with experts in modelling and resource allocation, and in consultation with
The Police Association.
I am advised that Victoria Police will use the SAM to determine the deployment of the remaining graduates from
these squads.

Energy, environment and climate change
12 649.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): When will the planned burns in the Eltham area, which were
programmed for Autumn 2017 at Overbank Road and Laughing Waters Road, be carried out.

ANSWER:
The mentioned planned burns were completed in April 2018.

Police
12 652.

MS WOOLDRIDGE — To ask the Minister for Training and Skills (for the Minister for Police): In
relation to investigations into reported crime on Victorian buses, trams and trains in 2017, how many
criminal investigations have not been supported by evidence from Closed Circuit Television Monitoring
(CCTV) footage because, at the time of the reported conduct, the CCTV system or camera was not
working.

ANSWER:
Victoria Police’s Transit Safety Division is responsible for investigating crime reported on public transport in
Victoria.
Closed Circuit Television Monitoring (CCTV) can be a useful source of evidence of crime committed on public
transport or near public transport infrastructure. However, there are many reasons why criminal investigations may
not be supported by CCTV footage. I am advised that the Transit Safety Division does not maintain records of
whether CCTV footage was unavailable because the CCTV system or camera not working.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
Headings reflect the portfolio of the minister answering the question.

Thursday, 10 May 2018
Energy, environment and climate change
11 480.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those
working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as
of 1 July 2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 480 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 316.]

Energy, environment and climate change
11 502.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July
2017.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 502 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 320.]

Energy, environment and climate change
11 525.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many full time equivalent ministerial staff (including those
working on secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as
of 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 525 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 323.]
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Energy, environment and climate change
11 547.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many female ministerial staff (including those working on
secondment from departments or agencies) were working within your ministerial office, as of 1 July
2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 547 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 327.]

Energy, environment and climate change
11 569.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Special Minister of State (for the Minister for Energy,
Environment and Climate Change): How many new employees commenced work within your
ministerial office (including those working on secondment from departments or agencies) between
1 July 2015 and 1 July 2016.

ANSWER:
My answer was fulsome and complete. I refer you to the Premier’s response to your question.
[Question 11 569 reinstated by order of President on 21 February 2018. Hansard reference to original answer:
6 February 2018, page 330.]

Police
12 549.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Brimbank, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Brimbank police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 3,
of which the Brimbank Police Service Area sits, has 454.74 FTE positions. Of this 176.21 FTE positions are
allocated to general duties in the Brimbank Police Service Area. There are 27 Police Custody Officers deployed to
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the Brimbank Police Service Area, who have so far performed over 6500 shifts which has freed up police officers
to get back out into the community.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Brimbank Police Service Area has received an additional 33 general duties police officers on top of attrition.
As a result of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Brimbank Police Service Area has
increased by 22% since June 2016, and 14% since November 2014.

Police
12 550.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Hobsons Bay, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Hobsons Bay police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 2,
of which the Hobsons Bay Police Service Area sits, has 484.26 FTE positions. Of this 76.68 FTE positions are
allocated to general duties in the Hobsons Bay Police Service Area. There are no Police Custody Officers deployed
to the Hobsons Bay Police Service Area.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Hobsons Bay Police Service Area has received an additional 6 general duties police officers on top of attrition.
As a result of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Hobsons Bay Police Service Area
has increased by 2.5% since June 2016, and 8% since November 2014.

Police
12 551.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Hume, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Hume police service area for any reason.
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ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 4,
of which the Hume Police Service Area sits, has 687.0 FTE positions. Of this 179.89 FTE positions are allocated to
general duties in the Hume Police Service Area. There are 24 Police Custody Officers deployed to the Hume Police
Service Area, who have so far performed over 5000 shifts which has freed up police officers to get back out into
the community.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Hume Police Service Area has received an additional 51 general duties police officers on top of attrition. As a
result of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Hume Police Service Area has increased
by 28% since June 2016, and 22% since November 2014.

Police
12 552.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Maribyrnong, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Maribyrnong police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 2,
of which the Maribyrnong Police Service Area sits, has 484.26 FTE positions. Of this 57.68 FTE positions are
allocated to general duties in the Maribymong Police Service Area. There are no Police Custody Officers deployed
to the Maribyrnong Police Service Area.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Maribymong Police Service Area has received an additional 6 police officers on top of attrition.
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Police
12 555.

DR CARLING-JENKINS — To ask the Minister for Corrections (for the Minister for Police): In
relation the police service area of Wyndham, since 1 July 2016 —
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

how many General Duties police officers have been deployed;
how many officers have been assigned to the role of Detective;
how many officers have been assigned to a police task force;
how many Police Custody Officers have been deployed; and
how many officers have departed the Wyndham police service area for any reason.

ANSWER:
The deployment of police resources is an operational matter for the Chief Commissioner of Police. The specific
information for points 2, 3 and 5 you have requested is not publicly available and its provision would involve the
unreasonable diversion of Victoria Police resources. However Victoria Police FTE data is regularly published on
the Victoria Police website.
Police members are allocated to either a division within a region or a specific department or command. specialist
positions such as detectives are assigned at the divisional level. This ensures Victoria Police are able to easily move
resources to where they are most required in the geographical area.
Victoria Police has a wide variety of specialist task forces to help police tackle the greatest drivers of harm in the
community. These teams are established using police from across the state and may be disbanded after their
specific task is completed.
The latest FTE data from the Victoria Police website for March 2018 shows that the North West Metro Division 3,
of which the Wyndham Police Service Area sits, has 454.74 FTE positions. Of this 176.21 FTE positions are
allocated to general duties in the Wyndham Police Service Area.
The Andrews Labor Government has invested in the biggest recruitment of new police in Victoria Police’s history.
The Wyndham Police Service Area has received an additional 39 general duties police officers on top of attrition.
As a result of this investment the number of general duties FTE positions in the Wyndham Police Service Area has
increased by 27% since June 2016, and 49% since November 2014.
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